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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

PROJECT NAME:  Carmenita Road Warehouse (DPA No. 967 and TTM No. 82732). 

CITY AND COUNTY:  Santa Fe Springs, Los Angeles County. 

PROJECT LOCATION:  The project site’s legal address is 13900 and 13904 Carmenita Road, located to the 

east of Carmenita Road.   

APPLICANT:   Mr. Glenn Chung, WestLAND Group Inc. 4150 Contours, Suite 100, Ontario, CA 91764.   

DESCRIPTION:  The proposed project involves the construction of a 150,548 square feet warehouse on a 

6.57-acre (286,127 square feet) site within the City of Santa Fe Springs.  This 150,548 square feet 

warehouse will consist of 140,548 square feet of warehousing space, 5,000 square feet of ground floor 

office, and 5,000 square feet of office mezzanine.  A total of 198 parking spaces will be provided including 

six spaces for electric vehicles including one EV space that is compliant with the American’s with 

Disabilities Act (ADA).  In addition, approximately 20,341 square feet of landscaping will be installed 

planted along the project site’s northern, southern, eastern, and western boundaries.  Access to the project 

site will be provided by two driveways located along the eastern side of Carmenita Road.  The project will 

include the remediation of soil impacted from a former chemical storage and distribution facility under the 

direction and oversight of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) pursuant to 

Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO #R4-2014-0130).  The proposed project will be developed in 

accordance with a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) approved by the LARWQCB to ensure protection of human 

health and the environment. 

FINDINGS:  The environmental analysis provided in the attached Initial Study indicates that the proposed 

project will not result in any significant environmental impacts.  For this reason, the City of Santa Fe 

Springs determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate CEQA document for the 

proposed project.  The following findings may also be made based on the analysis contained in the attached 

Initial Study: 

● The proposed project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment. 

● The proposed project will not have the potential to achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of 

long-term environmental goals.    

● The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable, when considering planned or proposed development in the City. 

● The proposed project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect humans, either 

directly or indirectly. 

The environmental analysis is provided in the attached Initial Study prepared for the proposed project.  

The project is also described in greater detail in the attached Initial Study.           

  
Bryan Hamilton – Consultant to the City of Santa Fe Springs                           Date 
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SECTION 1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY 

The proposed project involves the construction of a 150,548 square feet warehouse on a 6.57-acre 

(286,127 square feet) site within the City of Santa Fe Springs.  This 150,548 square feet warehouse will 

consist of 140,548 square feet of warehousing space, 5,000 square feet of ground floor office, and 5,000 

square feet of office mezzanine.  A total of 198 parking spaces will be provided including six spaces for 

electric vehicles including one EV space that is compliant with the American’s with Disabilities Act (ADA).  

In addition, approximately 20,341 square feet of landscaping will be planted along the project site’s 

northern, southern, eastern, and western boundaries.  Access to the project site will be provided by two 

driveways located along the eastern side of Carmenita Road.1  The project Applicant is Mr. Glenn Chung, 

WestLAND Group Inc. 4150 Concours, Suite 100, Ontario, California 91764.   

The City of Santa Fe Springs is the designated Lead Agency for the proposed project and will be 

responsible for the project’s environmental review.2  The proposed development is considered to be a 

project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).3  As part of the proposed project's 

environmental review, the City of Santa Fe Springs authorized the preparation of this Initial Study.  

Although this Initial Study was prepared with consultant support, the analysis, conclusions, and findings 

made as part of its preparation fully represent the independent judgment and analysis of the City of Santa 

Fe Springs, in its capacity as the Lead Agency.  The primary purpose of CEQA is to ensure that decision-

makers and the public understand the environmental impacts of the proposed project and that decision-

makers have considered such impacts before considering approval of the project.  Pursuant to the CEQA 

Guidelines, purposes of this Initial Study include the following: 

● To provide the City of Santa Fe Springs with information to use as the basis for deciding whether 

to prepare an environmental impact report (EIR), mitigated negative declaration, or negative 

declaration; 

● To facilitate the project's environmental assessment early in the design and development of the 

project; 

● To eliminate unnecessary EIRs; 

● To determine the nature and extent of any impacts associated with the proposed project; and, 

● To enable modification of the project to mitigate significant impacts of the project.4 

 

                                                           
1 Herdman Architecture and Design. Conceptual Site Plan. Plan dated September 11, 2019.  
 
2  California, State of.  California Public Resources Code. Division 13, Chapter 2.5.  Definitions.  as Amended 2001.  §21067. 
 
3 California, State of.  Title 14. California Code of Regulations. Chapter 3.  Guidelines for the Implementation of the California 

Environmental Quality Act.  as Amended 1998 (CEQA Guidelines).  §15060 (b). 
 
4 Ibid. 
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The City determined, as part of this Initial Study's preparation, that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is 

the appropriate environmental document for the project's environmental review pursuant to CEQA.  This 

Initial Study and the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration will be forwarded to 

responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and the public for review and comment.  A 20-day public review 

period will be provided to allow these agencies and other interested parties to comment on the proposed 

project and the findings of this Initial Study.5  Questions and/or comments should be submitted to the 

following individual:  

Vince Velasco, Planning Consultant 

City of Santa Fe Springs Planning and Development Department 

11710 Telegraph Road, Santa Fe Springs, California 90670 

vincevelasco@santafesprings.org 

562-868-0511 

1.2 INITIAL STUDY’S ORGANIZATION 

The following annotated outline summarizes the contents of this Initial Study: 

● Section 1 Introduction, provides the procedural context surrounding this Initial Study's 

preparation and insight into its composition.  This section also includes a checklist that 

summarizes the findings of this Initial Study.   

● Section 2 Project Description, provides an overview of the existing environment as it relates to the 

project site and describes the proposed project's physical and operational characteristics. 

● Section 3 Environmental Analysis, includes an analysis of potential impacts associated with the 

proposed project's construction and the subsequent operation. 

● Section 4 Findings, indicates the conclusions of the environmental analysis and the Mandatory 

Findings of Significance.  In addition, this section includes the Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Program (MMRP).  

● Section 5 References, identifies the sources used in the preparation of this Initial Study. 

1.3 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

The environmental analysis provided in Section 3 of this Initial Study indicates that the proposed project 

will not result in any immitigable, significant impacts on the environment.  For this reason, the City of 

Santa Fe Springs determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate CEQA document 

for the proposed project.  The findings of this Initial Study are summarized in Table 1-1 provided on the 

following pages. 

                                                           
5  California, State of.  California Public Resources Code.  Section 21091 (b). 
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

SECTION 3.1 AESTHETICS Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

3.1.A.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 

vista?    X 

3.1.B.  Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, 

and historic buildings within a State scenic highway? 
   X 

3.1.C.  In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade 

the existing visual character or quality of public views 

of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those 

that are experienced from publically accessible vantage 

point).  If the project is in an urbanized area, would the 

project conflict with applicable zoning and other 

regulations governing scenic quality? 

  X  

3.1.D.  Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in 

the area? 
   X 

SECTION 3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES Would the project: 

3.2.A.  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 

Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California 

Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

   X 

3.2.B.  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 

use, or a Williamson Act Contract?    X 

3.2.C.  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources 

Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined in 

Public Resources Code §4526), or timberland zoned 

Timberland Production (as defined by Government 

Code section 51104(g))? 

   X 

3.2.D.  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 

forest land to a non-forest use? 
   X 

3.2.E.  Involve other changes in the existing 

environment which, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-

agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-

forest use? 

   X 

SECTION 3.3 AIR QUALITY Would the project: 

3.3.A.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan?   X  
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

3.3.B.  Result in a cumulatively considerable net 

increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project 

region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or 

state ambient air quality standard? 

  X  

3.3.C.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations? 
  X  

3.3.D.  Result in other emissions (such as those leading 

to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of 

people 
  X  

SECTION 3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

3.4.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 regional plans, policies, or 

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

   X 

3.4.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 Department of Fish 

and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?  

   X 

3.4.C.   Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 

federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited 

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 

means? 

   X 

3.4.D.  Interfere substantially with the movement of 

any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 

or with established native resident or migratory 

wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife 

nursery sites? 

  X  

3.4.E.  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or ordinance? 
  X  

3.4.F.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, 

or state habitat conservation plan? 

   X 

SECTION 3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

3.5.A.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource pursuant to 

§15064.5?  
   X 

3.5.B.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 

§15064.5?  
  X  
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

3.5.C.  Disturb any human remains, including those 

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?   X  

SECTION 3.6 ENERGY Would the project: 

3.6.A.  Result in a potentially significant 

environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during 

project construction or operation? 

  X  

3.6.B.  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 

for renewable energy or energy efficiency?   X  

SECTION 3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

3.7.A.  Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial 

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 

death involving: 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. Strong seismic 

ground–shaking? Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? Landslides? 

  X  

3.7.B.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil?    X  

3.7.C  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of 

the project, and potentially result in on or off-site 

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or 

collapse? 

  X  

3.7.D.  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 

18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 

substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 
   X   

3.7.E.  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 

the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 

disposal systems where sewers are not available for the 

disposal of waste water? 

   X 

3.7.F.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 

feature? 
 X   

SECTION 3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Would the project: 

3.8.A.  Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 

impact on the environment? 
  X   

3.8.B.  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 

emissions of greenhouse gases? 
  X   
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

SECTION 3.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

3.9.A.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or 

disposal of hazardous materials? 
 X   

3.9.B.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 

materials into the environment? 

  X  

3.9.C.  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 

or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 

school? 

   X 

3.9.D.  Be located on a site which is included on a list of 

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 

would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment? 

   X 

3.9.E.  For a project located within an airport land use 

plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 

two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 

would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive 

noise for people residing or working in the project 

area? 

   X 

3.9.F.  Impair implementation of or physically 

interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 

emergency evacuation plan? 
   X 

3.9.G.  Expose people or structures, either directly or 

indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death 

involving wild land fire? 
   X 

SECTION 3.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

3.10.A.  Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 

degrade surface or ground water quality? 
  X  

3.10.B.  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies 

or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that the project may impede sustainable 

groundwater management of the basin? 

  X  
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

3.10.C.  Substantially alter the existing drainage 

pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of 

the course of a stream or river or through the addition 

of impervious surfaces, in a manner, which would: 

result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- 

or off-site; create or contribute runoff water which 

would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm 

water drainage systems or provide substantial 

additional sources of polluted runoff; or, impede or 

redirect flood flows? 

  X  

3.10.D.  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk 

release of pollutants due to project inundation?   X  

3.10.E.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 

water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 

management plan? 
   X 

SECTION 3.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

3.11.A.  Physically divide an established community?     X 

3.11.B.  Cause a significant environmental impact due 

to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 

mitigating an environmental effect? 

  X  

SECTION 3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

3.12.A.  Result in the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resource that would be of value to the region 

and the residents of the State? 
   X 

3.12.B.  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-

important mineral resource recovery site delineated on 

a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use 

plan? 

   X 

SECTION 3.13 NOISE Would the project: 

3.13.A.  Generation of a substantial temporary or 

permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 

vicinity of the project excess of standards established in 

the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 

standards of other agencies? 

  X  

3.13.B.  Generation of excessive ground-borne 

vibration or ground-borne noise levels ? 
  X  

3.13.C.  For a project located within the vicinity of a 

private airstrip or- an airport land use plan, or where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a 

public airport or public use airport, would the project 

expose people residing or working in the project area to 

excessive noise levels? 

   X 



INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 1 ● INTRODUCTION 

 
PAGE 16 

Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

SECTION 3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project: 

3.14.A.  Induce substantial unplanned population 

growth in an area, either directly (for example, by 

proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 

example, through extension of roads or other 

infrastructure)? 

  X  

3.14.B.  Displace substantial numbers of existing 

people or housing, necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 
   X 

SECTION 3.15 PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project: 

3.15.A.  Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 

associated with the provision of new or physically 

altered governmental facilities, need for new or 

physically altered governmental facilities, the 

construction of which could cause significant 

environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 

service ratios, response times or other performance 

objectives for: Fire protection services; Police 

protection; Schools; Parks; other Governmental 

facilities? 

  X  

SECTION 3.16 RECREATION. Would the project  

3.16.A.  Increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that 

substantial physical deterioration of the facility would 

occur or be accelerated? 

   X 

3.16.B.  Does the project include recreational facilities 

or require the construction or expansion of recreational 

facilities which might have an adverse physical effect 

on the environment? 

   X 

SECTION 3.17 TRANSPORTATION   Would the project: 

 
3.17.A.  Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or 

policy addressing the circulation system, including 

transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 
  X  

3.17.B.  Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA 

Guidelines §15064.3 subdivision (b)? 
  X  

3.17.C.  Substantially increases hazards due to a 

geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 

farm equipment))? 

  X  

3.17.D.  Result in inadequate emergency access?    X 

SECTION 3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

3.18.A.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 

Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, 

feature, place, cultural landscape that is 

geographically defined in terms of the size and scope 

of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 

value to a California Native American Tribe, and that 

is: Listed or eligible for listing in the California 

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 

of historical resources as defined in Public Resources 

Code section 5020.1(k), or a resource determined by 

the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by 

substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to 

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 

Code Section 5024.1 In applying the criteria set forth 

in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance 

of the resource to a California Native American 

Tribe5020.1(k)? 

 X   

SECTION 3.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

3.19.A.  Require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded water, or wastewater 

treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, 

natural gas, or telecommunications facilities or 

relocation of which could cause significant 

environmental impacts? 

  X  

3.19.B.  Have sufficient water supplies available to 

serve the project and the reasonably foreseeable future 

development during normal, dry, and multiple dry 

years?  

  X  

3.19.C.  Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider, which serves or may serve the 

project that it has inadequate capacity to serve the 

project’s projected demand in addition to the provider's 

existing commitments 

  X  

3.19.D.  Generate solid waste in excess of State or local 

standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 

infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of 

solid waste reduction goals? 

  X  

3.19.E.  Would the project negatively impact the 

provision of solid waste services or impair the 

attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 
   X 

3.19.F.  Comply with Federal, State, and local 

management and reduction statutes and regulations 

related to solid waste? 
   X  

SECTION 3.20  WILDFIRE If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 

zones, would the project: 

3.20.A.  Substantially impair an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
   X 
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Table 1-1 

Initial Study Checklist 

Description of Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant  

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

3.20.B.  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 

factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 

project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a 

wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

  X  

3.20.C.  Require the installation or maintenance of 

associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 

emergency water sources, power lines, or other 

utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 

result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment?  

  X  

3.20.D.  Expose people or structures to significant 

risks, including down slope or downstream flooding or 

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 

instability, or drainage changes? 

   X 

SECTION 3.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE  

3.21.A.  Does the project have the potential to 

substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife 

species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 

plant or animal community, substantially 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? 

  X  

3.21.B.  Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 

incremental effects of a project are considerable when 

viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, 

the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 

probable future projects)? 

  X  

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

 X   
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SECTION 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW 

The proposed project involves the construction of a 150,548 square feet warehouse on a 6.57-acre 

(286,127 square feet) site within the City of Santa Fe Springs.  This 150,548 square feet warehouse will 

consist of 140,548 square feet of warehousing space, 5,000 square feet of ground floor office, and 5,000 

square feet of office mezzanine.  A total of 198 parking spaces will be provided including six spaces for 

electric vehicles including one EV space that is compliant with the American’s with Disabilities Act (ADA).  

In addition, approximately 20,341 square feet of landscaping will be planted along the project site’s 

northern, southern, eastern, and western boundaries.  Access to the project site will be provided by two 

driveways located along the eastern side of Carmenita Road.6  The project will include remediation of soil 

impacted from a former chemical storage and distribution facility under the direction and oversight of the 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) pursuant to Cleanup and Abatement 

Order (CAO #R4-2014-0130).  The proposed project will be developed in accordance with a Remedial 

Action Plan (RAP) approved by the LARWQCB to ensure protection of human health and the 

environment.  The project is described in greater detail in Section 2.4.   

2.2 PROJECT LOCATION 

The project site is located within the southern portion of the City of Santa Fe Springs.  The City of Santa 

Fe Springs is located approximately 13 miles southeast of Downtown Los Angeles and 18 miles northwest 

of Downtown Santa Ana.  Santa Fe Springs is bounded on the north by Whittier and an unincorporated 

County area (West Whittier); on the east by Whittier, La Mirada, and an unincorporated County area 

(East Whittier); on the south by Cerritos and Norwalk; and on the west by Pico Rivera and Downey.  

Major physiographic features located in the vicinity of the City include the San Gabriel River (located 

approximately 3.55 miles west of the project site), the Puente Hills (located approximately four miles 

northeast of the site), and the Coyote Creek Channel (located approximately 850 feet east of the site).7   

Regional access to Santa Fe Springs is possible from two area freeways: the Santa Ana Freeway (I-5) and 

the San Gabriel River Freeway (I-605).  The I-5 Freeway extends along the City’s western and southern 

portions in a northwest-southeast orientation and the I-605 Freeway extends along the City’s westerly 

side in a northeast-southwest orientation.8  The location of Santa Fe Springs in a regional context is 

shown in Exhibit 2-1.  A citywide map is provided in Exhibit 2-2.  The project site is located along the east 

side of Carmenita Road.  The project site’s legal address is 13900 and 13904 Carmenita Road.  The site’s 

corresponding Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) are 8059-004-054 (13900 Carmenita Road) and 8059-

004-031 (13904 Carmenita Road).  Major roadways in the vicinity of the project site include Imperial 

Highway, located 0.75 mile north of the project site; Rosecrans Avenue, located approximately one-

quarter of a mile south of the project site; Valley View Avenue, located 0.86 mile east of the project site; 

and, Bloomfield Avenue, located one-mile west of the project site.  A vicinity map is provided in Exhibit 2-

3.    

                                                           
6 Herdman Architecture and Design. Conceptual Site Plan. Plan dated September 11, 2019.  
 
7 Google Earth. Site accessed August 20, 2019.  
 
8 Quantum GIS. Shapefiles obtained from the United States Census Bureau GIS Program.  
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EXHIBIT 2-1 
REGIONAL MAP 

SOURCE: QUANTUM GIS 
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EXHIBIT 2-2 
CITYWIDE MAP 

SOURCE: QUANTUM GIS 

 

Project Site 
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EXHIBIT 2-3  
VICINITY MAP 

SOURCE: QUANTUM GIS 
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2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Existing uses found in the vicinity of the larger 6.57-acre site are summarized below (refer to Exhibit 2-4 

for an aerial photograph): 9 

● North of the project site.  An Atchison Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad right-of-way (ROW) extends 

along the north side of the project site in an east-west orientation.  Eurocar Bench Systems, a 

supplier of workshop equipment for auto body shops is located to the north of the aforementioned 

railroad ROW (13710 Carmenita Road).     

● South of the project site.  A recently constructed warehouse building abuts the project site to the 

south.   

● East of the project site.  A lumber yard Huff Lumber abuts the project site to the east (13535 

Rosecrans Avenue).   

● West of the project site.  Carmenita Road extends along the project site’s western boundary in a 

north-south orientation.  Various industrial and commercial uses occupy frontage further west 

along the west side of Carmenita Road.   

The project site is presently occupied by Univar, a global chemical engineering company and distributor.10 

The site was primarily agricultural up until 1959, when construction of the existing on-site structures 

began.11  The site soil and groundwater has been impacted by a former chemical storage and distribution 

facility and is under the oversight of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) 

pursuant to Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO #R4-2014-0130).  A single level brick building occupies 

frontage along the east side of Carmenita Road, while the northern and eastern portions of the site are 

occupied by a canopy and concrete tilt-up building.  A tank containment area is located within the 

southeast corner of the project site.  In addition, the project site is fenced off by a chain link fence with 

added barbed wire.   

2.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

2.4.1 PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The proposed project will consist of the following elements: 12 

● Site Plan.  The project site has a total land area of 6.57 acres (286,127 square feet).  The site has a 

maximum lot depth (east-west) of 572 feet and a lot width (north-south) of 462 feet.  Once 

complete, the proposed project will have a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of 0.51 to 1.0.   

                                                           
9 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted on July 29, 2019. 
 
10 Ibid.  
 
11Los Angeles County Office of the Assessor.   
 
12 Herdman Architecture and Design. Conceptual Site Plan. Plan dated September 11, 2019. 
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EXHIBIT 2-4 
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH 

SOURCE: GOOGLE MAPS 
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● New Building.  The proposed new building will have a total floor area of 150,548 square feet and 

will consist of 140,548 square feet of warehousing space, 5,000 square feet of ground floor office, 

and 5,000 square feet of office mezzanine.  The proposed warehouse building will have a depth 

(east-west) of 492 feet, a maximum width (north-south) of 325 feet, and a maximum height of 41 

feet.  In addition, a total of 16 dock high doors will be installed.   

● Access, Circulation, and Parking.  Access to the project site will be provided by two driveways 

located along the eastern side of Carmenita Road.  The northernmost driveway will have a curb-to-

curb width of 30 feet, while the southernmost driveway will have a curb-to-curb width of 40 feet.  

The southernmost driveway will provide ingress and egress for trucks, while the northernmost 

driveway will be reserved for passenger vehicles.  The project will include 120 feet of maneuvering 

space between the building’s southern elevation and the site’s southern property line.  Lastly, a 

total of 198 parking spaces will be provided including eight Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

compliant spaces, which will include one ADA EV charging space and one ADA van space.  In 

addition, five electric vehicle spaces, and 16 clean air vehicle spaces will be provided. 13 

● Landscaping.  Approximately 20,341 square feet of landscaping covering 7.1 percent of the site will 

be planted.  Landscaping will be provided along the northern, southern, eastern, and western sides 

of the project site.  Additional landscaping will be provided around all four of the warehouse’s 

sides.  The City is requiring a minimum of 11,550 square feet of landscape.   

The site plan is shown in Exhibit 2-5.  Conceptual elevations are provided in Exhibit 2-6.  A project 

summary table is shown in Table 2-1. 

Table 2-1 
Project Summary Table 

Project Element Description 

Total Site Area 6.57 acres (286,127 sq.ft.) 

Total Floor Area 150,548 sq.ft. 

Warehousing Space 140,548 sq. ft. 

Ground Level Office 5,000 sq.ft. 

Office Mezzanine 5,000 sq.ft. 

Maximum Height 41 ft. 

Floor Area Ratio 0.51 to 1.0 

Dock High Doors 16 doors 

Total Parking Provided 198 spaces 

Landscaping 20,341 sq.ft. 

Source: Herdman Architecture and Design.  

   

  

                                                           
13 Herdman Architecture and Design. Conceptual Site Plan. Plan dated September 11, 2019. 
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2.4.2 OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The specific businesses and/or tenant(s) that would ultimately occupy the proposed buildings are not 

known at this time.  Warehouse uses are permitted by right under the City of Santa Fe Springs Zoning 

Ordinance.  The operating hours of the potential business or businesses that may ultimately occupy the 

buildings are also unknown at this time.  The proposed project is anticipated to add up to 99 new jobs 

based on a ratio of one employee per 1,518 square feet of floor area.14  The project will have an adequate 

supply of parking to accommodate demand from new employees.   

2.4.3 CONSTRUCTION CHARACTERISTICS  

The construction of the phase for the proposed project would take approximately 10 months to complete.  

The key construction phases are outlined below: 

● Demolition.  The existing on-site improvements will be demolished during this phase.  This phase 

will take approximately one month to complete.   

● Site Preparation.  The project site will be readied for the construction of the proposed project.  

This phase will take approximately one month to complete.   

● Grading.  This phase will involve the grading and excavation of the ite.  In addition, the building 

footings, utility lines, and other underground infrastructure will be placed during this phase.  This 

phase will take approximately one month to complete.  

● Construction.  The erection of the warehouse will occur during this phase.  This phase will take 

approximately four months to complete.   

● Paving.  The site will be paved during this phase.  Equipment on-site during this phase would 

include cement and motor mixers, pavers, rollers, and other paving equipment.  This phase will 

take approximately one month to complete.   

● Landscaping and Finishing.  This phase will involve the planting of landscaping, painting of the 

warehouse, and the completion of the on-site improvements.  This phase will last approximately 

two months.   

2.4.4 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

The cumulative impacts of the proposed project, together with those of the related projects, are analyzed 

for each issue area in Section 3.  According to the City, there are two related projects located within one 

and one-half mile from the project site.  The two related projects are located near the northeast corner of 

Rosecrans Avenue and Carmenita Road approximately 400 feet south of the project site.   

                                                           
14 The Natelson Company, Inc. Employment Density Study Summary Report. October 31, 2001.  
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These two related projects include a 42,595 square foot warehouse, located at 14114 Carmenita Road, and a 

3,453 square foot convenience store, gasoline station, and carwash, located at 14317 Rosecrans Avenue.   

2.5 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS 

A Discretionary Action is an action taken by a government agency (for this project, the government agency 

is the City of Santa Fe Springs) that calls for an exercise of judgment in deciding whether to approve a 

project.  The proposed project will require the following approvals: 

● A Tentative Tract Map (TTM No. 82732), to reconfigure the boundaries of the existing parcels that 

comprise the project site;  

● A Development Plan Approval (DPA No. 967) to construct the warehouse; 

● The Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND); and,   

● The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).  
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SECTION 3 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

This section of the Initial Study prepared for the proposed project analyzes the potential environmental 

impacts that may result from the proposed project's implementation.  The issue areas evaluated in this 

Initial Study include the following: 

● Aesthetics (Section 3.1); 

● Agriculture and Forestry Resources (Section 

3.2); 

● Air Quality (Section 3.3); 

● Biological Resources (Section 3.4); 

● Cultural Resources (Section 3.5); 

● Energy (Section 3.6); 

● Geology and Soils (Section 3.7); 

● Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Section 3.8); 

● Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Section   

3.9); 

● Hydrology and Water Quality (Section 3.10); 

● Land Use and Planning (Section 3.11); 

● Mineral Resources (Section 3.12); 

● Noise (Section 3.13); 

● Population and Housing (Section 3.14); 

● Public Services (Section 3.15); 

● Recreation (Section 3.16); 

● Transportation (Section 3.17); 

● Tribal Cultural Resources (Section 3.18); 

● Utilities and Service Systems (Section 3.19); 

● Wildfire (Section 3.20); and, 

● Mandatory Findings of Significance (Section 

3.21). 

The analysis considers both the short-term (construction-related) and long-term (operational) impacts 

associated with the proposed project's implementation, and where appropriate, the cumulative impacts.  

To each question, there are four possible responses: 

● No Impact.  The proposed project will not result in any adverse environmental impacts. 

● Less than Significant Impact.  The proposed project may have the potential for affecting the 

environment, although these impacts will be below levels or thresholds that the City of Santa Fe 

Springs or other responsible agencies consider to be significant. 

● Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The proposed project may have the potential to 

generate a significant impact on the environment.  However, the level of impact may be reduced 

to levels that are less than significant with the implementation of the recommended mitigation 

measures. 

● Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed project may result in environmental impacts that 

are significant.  This finding will require the preparation of an environmental impact report 

(EIR). 
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3.1 AESTHETICS  

3.1.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A.  Would the project, except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, have a substantial 

adverse effect on a scenic vista? ● No Impact. 

The only scenic views that are presently available within the site and surrounding areas include views 

of the San Gabriel Mountains, which are located 18 miles north of the project site.  Views of these 

mountains are partially available travelling northbound on Carmenita Road.  The industrial buildings 

surrounding the site are of a similar size and height as the proposed warehouse building. The building 

that will be constructed will have a maximum height of 41 feet and the size and massing of this new 

building will not be great enough to obstruct any scenic views since many of the mountains in the San 

Gabriel Mountain range posses a topographical prominence (how high the features extend above their 

base) that exceeds 3,000 feet.  As a result, no impacts will occur.   

B. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? ● No Impact. 

According to the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Carmenita Road is not a 

designated scenic highway.15  The site has been disturbed to accommodate the existing on-site 

improvements and there are no historic rock outcroppings located within the project site.16  The 

vegetation that is present consists of species most commonly found in an urban environment.  Lastly, 

the project site does not contain any buildings listed in the State or National registrar (refer to Section 

3.5).  As a result, no impacts will occur. 

C. Would the project’s location, in a non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual 

character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that 

are experienced from publically accessible vantage point).  If the project is in an urbanized area, 

would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 

● Less than Significant Impact. 

The site is located in an urbanized area and is presently developed and is occupied by Univar.  A single 

level brick building occupies frontage along the east side of Carmenita Road, while the northern and 

eastern portions of the site are occupied by a canopy and concrete tilt-up building.  The remainder of 

the site’s frontage with Carmenita Road is dominated by surface parking.  A tank containment area is 

located within the southeast corner of the project site.  In addition, the project site is secured by a chain 

link fence with added barbed wire.   

 

                                                           
15California Department of Transportation. Official Designated Scenic Highways.  www.dot.ca.gov 
 
16 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted on July 29, 2019.  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/
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Once complete, the project will represent a substantial visual improvement over the existing 

conditions.  The project will feature modern architecture, façade treatments, and a neutral color 

scheme (grey and white walls and blue glazed windows).  Lastly, the size and mass of the proposed 

development will be consistent with the other warehouses located in the site’s vicinity.  As a result, less 

than significant impacts will occur.   

D. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect 

day or nighttime views in the area? ● No Impact.  

Exterior lighting can be a nuisance to adjacent land uses that are sensitive to this lighting.  This 

nuisance lighting is referred to as light trespass which is typically defined as the presence of unwanted 

light on properties located adjacent to the source of lighting.  Glare is related to light trespass and is 

defined as visual discomfort resulting from high contrast in brightness levels.  Glare-related impacts 

can adversely affect day or nighttime views.  As with lighting trespass, glare is of most concern if it 

would adversely affect sensitive land use or driver’s vision.  As stated above, the project will involve the 

construction of an industrial building consistent with the height and appearance of the surrounding 

existing industrial uses.  The exterior façade would consist of non-reflective materials, such as concrete.  

In addition, the windows would be comprised of blue reflective glazing, which reduces glare over other 

transparent surfaces.  As a result, no daytime light or glare-related impacts are anticipated, and no 

impacts will occur.   

3.1.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential aesthetic impacts related to views, aesthetics, and light and glare are site-specific. The 

two related projects are located near the northeast corner of Rosecrans Avenue and Carmenita Road 

approximately 400 feet south of the project site.  The proposed project and these two related projects 

will not restrict scenic views along the local streets, damage or interfere with any scenic resources or 

highways, degrade the visual character of the project site and surrounding areas, or result in light and 

glare impacts; therefore, no cumulative impacts will occur. 

3.1.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The preceding analysis determined that less than significant impacts related to aesthetics, view sheds, 

and light and glare are anticipated upon the implementation of the proposed project.  Therefore no 

mitigation measures are required. 
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3.2 AGRICULTURE & FORESTRY RESOURCES 

3.2.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping 

and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? ● No 

Impact. 

According to the California Department of Conservation, the project site does not contain any areas of 

Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.17  The project site is 

currently occupied by Univar, a global chemical engineering company and distributor.  Since the 

implementation of the proposed project will not involve the conversion of prime farmland, unique 

farmland, or farmland of statewide importance to urban uses, no impacts will occur.   

B. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act Contract?  

● No Impact. 

The project site is currently zoned as M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing), which permits any principal 

permitted use within the M-1, M-2, and M-L zone.  According to the City’s zoning code, agricultural 

uses (excluding dairies, stockyards, slaughter of animals and manufacturers of fertilizer) are listed as a 

permitted use within the M-1 zone.18  The proposed project is consistent with the M-2 zoning district 

and will not require a zone change.  Therefore, no loss in land zoned for/or permitting agricultural uses 

will occur.  Furthermore, the property is occupied by Univar and there are no agricultural uses located 

within the site that would be affected by the project’s implementation.  In addition, according to the 

California Department of Conservation Division of Land Resource Protection, the project site is not 

subject to a Williamson Act Contract.19  As a result, no impacts on existing Williamson Act Contracts 

will result from the proposed project’s implementation.  

C. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 

Public Resources Code section §12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 

section §4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 

section §51104(g))? ● No Impact. 

The City of Santa Fe Springs and the project site are located in the midst of a larger urban area and no 

forest lands are located within the City.  The City of Santa Fe Springs General Plan and Municipal Code 

do not provide for any forest land preservation.  As a result, no impacts on forest land or timber 

resources will result from the proposed project’s implementation. 

                                                           
17 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping, and Monitoring Program. 

California Important Farmland Finder.  ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2016/sbd16_so.pdf 
 
18 City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code. Title XV, Land Usage. Chapter 155, Code 155.211 Principal Permitted Uses.  
 
19 California Department of Conservation. State of California Williamson Act Contract Land. 

ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/WA/2012%20Statewide%20Map/WA_2012_8x11.pdf 

ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2016/sbd16_so.pdf
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/WA/2012 Statewide Map/WA_2012_8x11.pdf
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D. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use? 

● No Impact. 

No forest lands are located within or in the vicinity of the project site.  As a result, no loss or conversion 

of forest lands to urban uses will result from the proposed project’s implementation and no impacts 

will occur. 

E. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their location or 

nature, may result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or the conversion of forest 

land to a non-forest use? ● No Impact. 

The project would not involve the disruption or damage of the existing environment that would result 

in a loss of farm land to nonagricultural use, or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  The project 

site is not located in close proximity to any farm land or forest land.  As a result, no farm land 

conversion impacts will result from the implementation of the proposed project. 

3.2.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts related to agriculture and forestry are site-specific.  As indicated in the analysis 

of environmental impacts.  The City’s zoning code does permit some agricultural uses (excluding 

dairies, stockyards, slaughter of animals and manufacturers of fertilizer) within the M-1 zone.  

However, there are no related projects in the City that would lead to a loss in agricultural lands or 

forestry uses since no such land uses are found in the City.  The two related project sites were 

previously developed and are currently covered over in deteriorating concrete.  As a result, no 

cumulative impacts on agriculture or forestry resources will occur.   

3.2.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The preceding analysis determined that no impacts to agricultural and forestry resources will result 

upon the implementation of the proposed project.  Therefore no mitigation measures are required. 
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3.3 AIR QUALITY  

3.3.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct the implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

● Less than Significant Impact. 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has established quantitative thresholds 

for short-term (construction) emissions and long-term (operational) emissions for the following 

criteria pollutants:   

● Ozone (O3) is a nearly colorless gas that irritates the lungs, damages materials, and vegetation.  

Ozone is formed by photochemical reaction (when nitrogen dioxide is broken down by 

sunlight).   

● Carbon monoxide (CO) is a colorless, odorless toxic gas that interferes with the transfer of 

oxygen to the brain and is produced by the incomplete combustion of carbon-containing fuels 

emitted as vehicle exhaust.  

● Nitrogen dioxide (NO2) is a yellowish-brown gas, which at high levels can cause breathing 

difficulties.  NO2 is formed when nitric oxide (a pollutant from internal combustion) combines 

with oxygen.   

● Sulfur dioxide (SO2) is a colorless, pungent gas formed primarily by the combustion of sulfur-

containing fossil fuels.  Health effects include acute respiratory symptoms and difficulty in 

breathing for children.   

● PM10 and PM2.5 refers to particulate matter less than ten microns and two and one-half microns 

in diameter, respectively.  Particulates of this size cause a greater health risk than larger-sized 

particles since fine particles can more easily cause irritation. 

Projects in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) generating construction-related emissions that exceed 

any of the following emissions thresholds are considered to be significant under CEQA: 

● 75 pounds per day of reactive organic compounds; 

● 100 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxide; 

● 550 pounds per day of carbon monoxide; 

● 150 pounds per day of PM10; 

● 55 pounds per day of PM2.5; or, 

● 150 pounds per day of sulfur oxides. 

A project would have a significant effect on air quality if any of the following operational emissions 

thresholds for criteria pollutants are exceeded: 

● 55 pounds per day of reactive organic compounds; 

● 55 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxide; 
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● 550 pounds per day of carbon monoxide; 

● 150 pounds per day of PM10; 

● 55 pounds per day of PM2.5; or, 

● 150 pounds per day of sulfur oxides. 

The project area is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), which covers a 6,600 square-mile 

area within all of Orange County, the non-desert portions of Los Angeles County, Riverside County, and 

San Bernardino County.  Measures to improve regional air quality are outlined in the SCAQMD’s Air 

Quality Management Plan (AQMP).  The most recent 2016 AQMP was adopted in March 2017 and was 

jointly prepared with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the Southern California 

Association of Governments (SCAG).20   

The AQMP will help the SCAQMD maintain focus on the air quality impacts of major projects 

associated with goods movement, land use, energy efficiency, and other key areas of growth.  Key 

elements of the 2016 AQMP include enhancements to existing programs to meet the 24-hour PM2.5 

Federal health standard and a proposed plan of action to reduce ground-level ozone.  The primary 

criteria pollutants that remain non-attainment in the local area include PM2.5 and ozone.  Specific 

criteria for determining a project’s conformity with the AQMP is defined in Section 12.3 of the 

SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  The Air Quality Handbook refers to the following criteria as a 

means to determine a project’s conformity with the AQMP:21   

● Consistency Criteria 1 refers to a proposed project’s potential for resulting in an increase in the 

frequency or severity of an existing air quality violation or its potential for contributing to the 

continuation of an existing air quality violation.   

● Consistency Criteria 2 refers to a proposed project’s potential for exceeding the assumptions 

included in the AQMP or other regional growth projections relevant to the AQMP’s 

implementation.   

In terms of Criteria 1, the proposed project’s long-term (operational) airborne emissions will be below 

levels that the SCAQMD considers to be a significant impact (refer to the analysis included in the next 

section where the long-term stationary and mobile emissions for the proposed project are summarized 

in Table 3-2).  In addition, the project’s operational emissions will be well within the emissions 

projections identified in the most recent AQMP.  As shown in Table 3-5 of the Final 2016 AQMP, the 

future 2031 daily operational emissions with the estimated population, employment, and VMT growth 

projections are estimated to be: 345 tons per day of VOCs; 214 tons per day of NOx; 1,188 tons per day 

of CO; 18 tons per day of SOx; and 65 tons per day of PM2.5.  The project is consistent with the growth 

projections in the AQMP and therefore its operational emissions will be well within the emissions 

projections estimated in the AQMP.    

                                                           
20 South Coast Air Quality Management District.  Final 2016 Air Quality Plan.  Adopted March 2017. 
 
21 South Coast Air Quality Management District.  CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  April 1993. 
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The proposed project will also conform to Consistency Criteria 2 since it will not significantly affect any 

regional population, housing, and employment projections prepared for the City of Santa Fe Springs.  

Projects that are consistent with the projections of employment and population forecasts identified in 

the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) prepared by SCAG are 

considered consistent with the AQMP growth projections, since the RTP/SCS forms the basis of the 

land use and transportation control portions of the AQMP.  According to the Growth Forecast 

Appendix prepared by SCAG for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS, the City of Santa Fe Springs is projected to 

add a total of 7,400 new jobs through the year 2040.22  The project is consistent with the City of Santa 

Fe Spring’s General Plan and zoning ordinance, and is projected to result in a total of 99 new jobs.23  

The projected number of new jobs is well within SCAG’s employment projections for the City of Santa 

Fe Springs and the proposed project will not violate Consistency Criteria 2.  Since the proposed project 

will not be in violation of either Consistency Criteria, the project’s potential impacts are considered to 

be less than significant.   

B. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to result in a 

cumulatively considerable net increase in an existing or projected air quality violation? ● Less 

than Significant Impact. 

The entire construction period for the proposed project is expected to last for approximately 10 months  

(refer to Section 2.4.2) and would include the demolition of the existing on-site improvements, 

grading, soil remediation, site preparation, construction of the warehouse, and the finishing of the 

project (pavement areas, painting, and planting of landscaping).  The analysis of daily construction and 

operational emissions was prepared utilizing the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod 

V.2016.3.2).   

A 10-month construction period was assumed for the 150,548 square feet of new development 

(including 140,548 square feet of warehousing space and 10,000 square feet of office space) and 

79,200 square feet of parking space in an urban setting.  Construction-related mitigation that was 

assumed as part of this air quality modeling included the watering of exposed dirt areas three times per 

day consistent with the SCAQMD’s Rule 403. Operational mitigation included the installation of high 

efficiency lighting, and the installation of low-flow faucets and toilets.  These later mitigation measures 

are identified by the State of California as being effective in reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.  

The assumptions regarding the construction phases and the length of construction followed those 

identified herein in Section 2.4.2.  As shown in Table 3-1, daily construction emissions will not exceed 

the SCAQMD’s significance thresholds.   

The soil remediation and grading activities will involve the import of approximately 2,322 cubic yards 

of soil and the export of approximately 8,136 cubic yards of soil.  The emissions from these truck trips 

were also calculated using the CalEEMod.  As indicated in Table 3-1 the impacts from remediation and 

                                                           
22 Southern California Association of Governments.  Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 2016-

2040.  Demographics & Growth Forecast.  April 2016. 
 
23 The Natelson Company, Inc. Employment Density Study Summary Report. October 31, 2001. 
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the resulting transport trips are shown in the “grading” and “site preparation” rows.  The impacts are 

less than significant.   

Table 3-1 
Estimated Daily Construction Emissions 

Construction Phase ROG NO2 CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Demolition (on-site) 3.31 33.20 21.75 0.03 1.65 1.54 

Demolition (off-site) 0.06 0.04 0.61 -- 0.16 0.04 

Total Demolition 3.37 33.24 22.36 0.03 1.81 1.58 

Site Preparation & Remediation (on-site) 4.07 42.41 21.51 0.03 20.26 11.95 

Site Preparation & Remediation (off-site) 0.38 10.99 2.91 0.03 0.94 0.28 

Total Site Preparation 4.45 53.40 24.42 0.06 21.20 12.23 

Grading & Remediation  (on-site) 2.42 26.38 16.05 0.02 7.60 4.51 

Grading & Remediation  (off-site) 0.14 2.89 1.17 -- 0.36 0.10 

Total Grading 4.28 26.42 16.66 0.02 7.93 4.57 

Building Construction (on-site)  2.11 19.18 16.84 0.02 1.11 1.05 

Building Construction (off-site)  0.55 4.27 4.87 0.02 1.34 0.38 

Total Building Construction  2.66 23.45 21.71 0.04 2.45 1.43 

Paving 1.57 14.06 14.65 0.02 0.75 0.69 

Paving  0.06 0.04 0.61 -- 0.16 0.04 

Total Paving 1.63 14.10 15.26 0.02 0.91 0.73 

Architectural Coatings (on-site) 32.46 1.68 1.83 -- 0.11 0.11 

Architectural Coatings (off-site) 0.08 0.05 0.77 -- 0.21 0.05 

Total Architectural Coatings 32.54 1.73 2.60 -- 0.32 0.16 

Maximum Daily Emissions 32.54 53.40 24.42 0.06 21.20 12.23 

Daily Thresholds 75 100 55o 150 150 55 

Significant Impact? No No No No No No 

Source: California Air Resources Board CalEEMod [computer program]. 

 

As indicated previously, since the project site is located in a non-attainment area for ozone and 

particulates, the project Applicant will be required to adhere to all SCAQMD regulations related to 

fugitive dust generation and other construction-related emissions.  According to SCAQMD Regulation 

403, all unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be regularly watered up to three times per day 

during excavation, grading, and construction as required (depending on temperature, soil moisture, 

wind, etc.).  Watering could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 55%.  Rule 403 also requires that 

temporary dust covers be used on any piles of excavated or imported earth to reduce wind-blown dust.  

In addition, all clearing, earthmoving, or excavation activities must be discontinued during periods of 

high winds (i.e. greater than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.  Finally, the 

contractors must comply with other SCAQMD regulations governing equipment idling and emissions 

controls.  The aforementioned SCAQMD regulations are standard conditions required for every 

construction project undertaken in the City as well as in the cities and counties governed by the 

SCAQMD.  The contractors will be required to adhere to all pertinent provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403 

pertaining to the generation of fugitive dust during grading and/or the use of equipment on unpaved 

surfaces.  However, only one Rule 403 mitigation measure is included and calculated within the 
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CalEEMod air quality model (watering of dirt surfaces three times daily); therefore, emissions will be 

lower than those listed in Table 3-1.   

Long-term emissions refer to those air quality impacts that will occur once the proposed project has 

been constructed and is operational.  These impacts will continue over the operational life of the 

project.  The two main sources of operational emissions include mobile emissions and area emissions 

related to offsite power generation..  In addition, forklifts will be completely electric.  Table 3-2 (shown 

on the following page) depicts the estimated project operational emissions related to the project’s 

operation during the summer months.  It should be noted that the analysis within Table 3-2 does not 

account for the existing on-site uses.  Given the nature of the existing Univar facility, the emissions 

from the existing use will be greater than that anticipated for the proposed project (please note the 

mobile and operational emissions for the existing use are also estimated in Appendix A).   

Table 3-2 
Estimated Operational Emissions in lbs/day (Summer) 

Emission Source ROG NO2 CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Area-wide (lbs/day) 3.40 -- 0.03 -- -- -- 

Energy (lbs/day)  0.03 0.02 -- -- -- 

Mobile (lbs/day) 0.48 2.56 7.16 0.02 2.32 0.63 

Total (lbs/day) 3.89 2.60 7.23 0.02 2.32 0.63 

Daily Thresholds 55 55 55o 15o 15o 55 

Significant Impact? No No No No No No 

Source: California Air Resources Board CalEEMod [computer program]. 

As indicated in Table 3-2, the projected long-term emissions are below thresholds considered to 

represent a significant impact.   

C. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

Sensitive receptors refer to land uses and/or activities that are especially sensitive to poor air quality 

and typically include residences, board and care facilities, schools, playgrounds, hospitals, parks, 

childcare centers, and outdoor athletic facilities, and other facilities where children or the elderly may 

congregate.24  These population groups are generally more sensitive to poor air quality.  The nearest 

sensitive receptors to the project site include the single family neighborhood, located 1,100 feet to the 

southwest of the project site.  These nearby sensitive receptors are shown in Exhibit 3-1.   

An analysis of mobile source diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions was prepared for the project’s 

construction and operational phases.  The analysis of construction DPM emissions includes idling 

construction trucks, construction trucks travelling to the project site, idling worker trucks, worker 

trucks travelling to the site, and the operation of construction equipment.  Likewise, an analysis of 

                                                           
24 South Coast Air Quality Management District.  CEQA Air Quality Handbook,  Appendix 9.  As amended 2017 
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operational DPM emissions was performed for idling trucks and trucks travelling to the project site.  

Forklifts will be all-electric and therefore would not be a source of diesel emissions. 

As indicated previously, the nearest sensitive receptors include the single family units located 1,100 feet 

southwest of the project site and occupy approximately 1,020 feet of frontage along the west side of 

Carmenita Road.  For the purposes of this construction DPM analysis, it was assumed that construction 

and worker vehicles will travel to the site by driving northbound on Carmenita Road, at an average 

speed of 40 miles per hour.  These trucks will travel a total of 2,040 feet round trip (0.38 miles). 

In order to ascertain the DPM emissions for construction trucks, the 2017 EMFAC emissions factors for 

T-7 single construction vehicles, were utilized in order to perform the analysis for construction trucks.  

For the purposes of this analysis, construction trucks include watering trucks and cement trucks as per 

the CalEEMod User Guide.25  According to the CalEEMod worksheets prepared for this project, up to 

17.5 construction trucks will travel to the site during the building’s construction, resulting in 

approximately 35 vendor trips.  The 2017 EMFAC emissions factors for LHD2 vehicles, or Light-Heavy-

Duty trucks weighing no more than 14,000 pounds, were utilized in order to perform the analysis for 

construction worker trucks.  As indicated in the CalEEMod, there will be no more than 45 workers on-

site at a time.26  Finally, the emission factors for the individual construction equipment were derived 

from the SCAQMD.   

Table 3-3 shown below depicts the estimated mobile source emissions from the construction trucks.  As 

shown in the table, the project’s construction trucks will result in negligible emissions.   

Table 3-3 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions from Construction Vehicles 

Pollutants 
Emissions 

Factors 

Distance in miles 

(round trip) 

Number of 

Vehicles 
Emissions 

PM10 Exhaust at Idle  

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.131368997 

(grams/vehicle/day) 
-- 18 

2.36 grams per day,  

or 0.004 lbs./day 

Running PM10 Exhaust 

(grams/mile) 

0.157636944 
(grams/mile) 

0.38 mile 18 
1.07 grams per day,  

or 0.002 lbs./day 

PM2.5 Exhaust at Idle 

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.125686032 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

-- 18 
2.26 grams per day,  

or 0.004 lbs./day 

Running PM2.5 

Exhaust  

(grams/mile) 

0.15081764 

(grams/mile) 
0.38 mile 18 

1.03 grams per day,  

or 0.002 lbs./day 

Source: 2017 EMFAC Factors 

   

                                                           
25 As indicated in the CalEEMod User Guide, cement and watering trucks count as Vendor Trips.   
 
26 According to the CalEEMod User Guide, in order to determine the number of workers on-site, one would take the number of 

pieces of equipment and multiply that by 1.25.  The number of worker trips during the building construction will total 90 trips 
(roundtrips).  Assuming one person per trip, there is a potential for up to 45 workers on-site.   
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  EXHIBIT 3-1 
SENSITIVE RECEPTORS MAP 

SOURCE: QUANTUM GIS 
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Table 3-4 shown below depicts the estimated mobile source emissions from construction worker trucks.  

As shown in the table, construction worker trucks will result in negligible emissions.   

Table 3-4 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions from Construction Worker Vehicles 

Pollutants 
Emissions 

Factors 

Distance in miles 

(round trip) 

Number of 

Vehicles 
Emissions 

PM10 Exhaust at Idle  

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.028339901 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

-- 45 
1.27 grams per day,  

or 0.002 lbs./day 

Running PM10 Exhaust 

(grams/mile) 

0.019087583 
(grams/mile) 

0.38 mile 45 
0.32 grams per day,  

or 0.0007 lbs./day 

PM2.5 Exhaust at Idle 

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.027113929 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

-- 45 
1.22 grams per day,  

or 0.002 lbs./day 

Running PM2.5 Exhaust  

(grams/mile) 

0.018261863 
(grams/mile) 

0.38 mile 45 
0.31 grams per day,  

or 0.0006 lbs./day 

Source: 2017 EMFAC Factors 

Table 3-5 depicts the project’s mobile source DPM emissions during the demolition phase.  The 

number and pieces of equipment that will be used during the demolition phase was taken from the 

CalEEMod worksheets that were prepared for this project.  As shown in the table, the project’s 

demolition phase will result in negligible emissions.   

Table 3-5 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions During Demolition 

Equipment 
Number of 

Vehicles 
Pollutants 

Emissions 

Factors 

Number of 

Hours 
Emissions 

Excavators 3 

PM Exhaust during 

Operations 

(pounds/hour) 

0.0227 

(pounds/hour) 
8 0.54 lbs./day 

Rubber 

Tired Dozers 
2 

PM Exhaust during 

Operations 

(pounds/hour) 

0.0559 

(pounds/hour) 
8 0.89 lbs./day 

Source: 2017 EMFAC Factors 

Table 3-6 depicts the project’s mobile source DPM emissions during the site preparation phase.  The 

number and pieces of equipment that will be used during the site preparation phase was taken from the 

CalEEMod worksheets that were prepared for this project.  As shown in the table, the project’s site 

preparation phase will result in negligible emissions.  The soil remediation and grading activities will 

involve the import of approximately 2,322 cubic yards of soil and the export of approximately 8,136 

cubic yards of soil.  The emissions from these truck trips were also calculated using the CalEEMod.  As 

indicated in Table 3-1 the impacts from remediation and the resulting transport trips are shown in the 

“grading” and “site preparation” rows.  The impacts are less than significant.   

 

 



INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 3 ● ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 44 

 

Table 3-6 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions During Site Preparation 

Equipment 
# of 

Vehicles 

Emissions 

Factors 

Number 

of Hours 
Emissions 

Tractors 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Loaders 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Backhoes 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Rubber 

Tired Dozers 
3 0.0559 (lbs./hr.) 8 1.34 lbs./day 

Table 3-7 depicts the project’s mobile source DPM emissions during the grading phase.  The number 

and pieces of equipment that will be used during the grading phase was taken from the CalEEMod 

worksheets that were prepared for this project.  As shown in the table, the grading phase will result in 

negligible emissions.    

Table 3-7 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions During Grading 

Equipment 
Number of 

Vehicles 

Emissions 

Factors 

Number of 

Hours 
Emissions 

Excavators 1 
0.0227 

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.181 lbs./day 

Graders 1 
0.0343 

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.274 lbs./day 

Tractors 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Loaders 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Backhoes 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Rubber 

Tired Dozers 
1 

0.0559 

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.447 lbs./day 

Table 3-8 depicts the project’s mobile source DPM emissions during the construction phase.  The 

number and pieces of equipment that will be used during the construction phase was taken from the 

CalEEMod worksheets that were prepared for this project.  As shown in the table, the construction 

phase will result in negligible emissions.   
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Table 3-8 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions During Construction 

Equipment 
Number of 

Vehicles 

Emissions 

Factors 

Number of 

Hours 
Emissions 

Crane 1 
0.0190 

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.152 lbs./day 

Forklift 3 
0.008  

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.064 lbs./day 

Tractors 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Loaders 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Backhoes 3 0.016 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.384 lbs./day 

Table 3-9 depicts the project’s mobile source DPM emissions during the paving phase.  The number 

and pieces of equipment that will be used during the paving phase was taken from the CalEEMod 

worksheets that were prepared for this project.  As shown in the table, the paving phase will result in 

negligible emissions.   

Table 3-9 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions During Paving 

Equipment 
Number of 

Vehicles 

Emissions 

Factors 

Number of 

Hours 
Emissions 

Cement and 

Mortar 

Mixers 

2 
0.002 

(lbs./hr.) 
8 0.032 lbs./day 

Pavers 1 0.046 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.368 lbs./day 

Rollers 2 0.014 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.224 lbs./day 

Paving 

Equipment 
2 0.036 (lbs./hr.) 8 0.576 lbs./day 

An analysis of operational mobile source diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions was performed for 

idling trucks and trucks travelling to the project site.  The 2017 EMFAC emissions factors for T-7 POLA 

Heavy-Heavy Duty Diesel Drayage Trucks travelling to the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles were 

utilized in order to perform the analysis for operational DPM emissions.  According to the traffic study 

prepared for the proposed project by Crown City Engineers (the results of the traffic study can be found 

within Section 3.17.1.A), it is estimated that the project will generate approximately 53 truck trips per day.  

The trucks may expose nearby sensitive receptors along a 1,020 foot stretch (2,040 feet roundtrip) on 

Carmenita Road to operational DPM emissions.  Therefore, the project’s operational DPM emissions 

were calculated and are included in Table 3-10, shown on the following page.  
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Table 3-10 
Mobile Source Particulate Emissions from Operational Trucks 

Pollutants 
Emissions 

Factors 

Distance in miles 

(round trip) 

Number of 

Vehicles 
Emissions 

PM10 Exhaust at Idle  

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.017291397 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

-- 53 
0.92 grams per day,  

or 0.003 pounds per day 

Running PM10 Exhaust 

(grams/mile) 

0.040551236 
(grams/mile) 

0.38 mile 53 
0.82 grams per day,  

or 0.002 pounds per day 

PM2.5 Exhaust at Idle 

(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.016543379 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

-- 53 
0.88 grams per day, 

 or 0.002 pounds per day 

Running PM2.5 

Exhaust  

(grams/mile) 

0.038797007 
(grams/vehicle/day) 

0.38 mile 53 
0.78 grams per day,  

or 0.002 pounds per day 

Source: 2017 EMFAC Factors 

As shown in the table, the project’s operational DPM emissions will be negligible.  As a result, the 

construction and operation of the proposed project will result in less than significant impacts to local 

sensitive receptors in regards to DPM emissions.   

Most vehicles generate carbon monoxide (CO) as part of the tail-pipe emissions, and high 

concentrations of CO along busy roadways and congested intersections are a concern.  The areas 

surrounding the most congested intersections are often found to contain high levels of CO that exceed 

applicable standards and are referred to as hot-spots.  Three variables influence the creation of a CO 

hot-spot: traffic volumes, traffic congestion, and the background CO concentrations for the source 

receptor area.  Typically, a CO hot-spot may occur near a street intersection that is experiencing severe 

congestion (a LOS E or LOS F) where idling vehicles result in ground level concentrations of carbon 

monoxide.  However, within the last decade, decreasing background levels of pollutant concentrations 

and more effective vehicle emission controls have significantly reduced the potential for the creation of 

hot-spots.  The SCAQMD stated in its CEQA Handbook that a CO hot-spot would not likely develop at 

an intersection operating at LOS C or better.  Since the Handbook was written, there have been new CO 

emissions controls added to vehicles and reformulated fuels are now sold in the SCAB.  These new 

automobile emissions controls, along with the reformulated fuels, have resulted in a lowering of both 

ambient CO concentrations and vehicle emissions.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to 

be less than significant.   

D. Would the project result in substantial emissions (such as odors or dust) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The SCAQMD has identified those land uses that are typically associated with odor complaints.  These 

uses include activities involving livestock, rendering facilities, food processing plants, chemical plants, 

composting activities, refineries, landfills, and businesses involved in fiberglass molding.27  The 

building tenants are not yet known.  However, if the proposed uses will emit odors, the tenant will be 

required to comply with Section 155.420 (Odors) of the Santa Fe Spring Municipal Code, which states: 

                                                           
27 South Coast Air Quality Management District.  CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9.  As amended 2017. 
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“Any process which involves the creation or emission of any odors, gases or other odorous 

matter shall at all times comply with the standards set by the Air Pollution Control District 

of Los Angeles County.  In no event shall odors, gases, or other odorous matter be emitted 

in such quantities as to be readily detectable when diluted in a ratio of one volume of 

odorous air to four volumes of clean air.”28 

Furthermore, truck drivers must adhere to Title 13 - §2485 of the California Code of Regulations, which 

limits the idling of diesel powered vehicles to less than five minutes.29  Adherence to the 

aforementioned regulation will minimize odor impacts from diesel trucks.  In addition, the project’s 

contractors must adhere to SCAQMD Rule 403 regulations, which significantly reduce the generation 

of fugitive dust.  As a result, the potential impacts will be less than significant.   

3.3.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

According to the City, there are two related projects located within one and one-half mile from the 

project site.  The two related project are located near the northeast corner of Rosecrans Avenue and 

Carmenita Road.  These two related projects include a 42,595 square foot warehouse, located at 14114 

Carmenita Road, and a 3,453 square foot convenience store, gasoline station, and carwash, located at 

14317 Rosecrans Avenue.  The combined operational emissions from the two projects (including the 

proposed project) will still be below the thresholds of significance established by the SCAQMD (the 

CalEEMod worksheets for the related projects are also provided in the Appendix).  Furthermore, the 

addition of the project trips as well as the trips from the aforementioned related projects will not result 

in the degradation of any intersection’s level of service and no carbon “hot-spots” will be created as a 

result of the project’s implementation.   

3.3.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of air quality impacts indicated that no significant air quality impacts would occur as part 

of the proposed project's implementation.  As a result, no mitigation is required.  

  

                                                           
28 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code, Title XV Land Usage, Chapter 155 Zoning, Section 155.420 Odors.   
 
29 California, State of.  California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Section 2485 Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-

Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling.  
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

3.4.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local 

or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? ● No Impact. 

A review of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife California Natural Biodiversity Database 

(CNDDB) Bios Viewer for the Whittier Quadrangle indicated that there are six threatened or 

endangered species located within the Whittier Quadrangle (the City of Santa Fe Springs is listed under 

the Whittier Quadrangle).30  These species include the coastal California Gnatcatcher, the Least Bell’s 

Vireo, the Bank Swallow, the Santa Ana Sucker, the Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo, and California 

Orcutt Grass.31  The proposed project will not have an impact on the aforementioned species since 

there is no suitable riparian or native habitat located within, or in the vicinity of, the project site.  These 

species typically require wetland or riparian habitat with native vegetation and access to bodies of 

water.32   

An additional search was conducted using the California Native Plant Society’s Inventory of Rare and 

Endangered Plants to ascertain any rare or endangered plant species which may occur in the Whittier 

Quadrangle.  The search yielded six results.  The following six plants have been identified in the 

Whittier Quadrangle: intermediate mariposa lily; lucky morning-glory; many stemmed dudleya; 

Coulter’s goldfields; prostrate vernal pool navarretia; and Parish’s gooseberry.33  None of these plants 

were encountered during the site visual survey.  As indicated previously, the only vegetation that is 

present on-site consists of non-native introduced species used as ornamental landscaping.  As a result, 

no impacts on any candidate, sensitive, or special status species will result.  

B. Would the project 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 Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? ● No Impact. 

The field survey that was conducted for this project indicated that there are no wetlands or riparian 

habitat present on-site or in the surrounding areas.  This conclusion is also supported by a review of the 

                                                           
30 California Department of Fish and Wildlife.  Bios Viewer.  https://map.dfg.ca.gov/bios/?tool=cnddbQuick 
 
31 Ibid. 
 
32 Audubon.  California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica).  https://www.audubon.org/field-guide/bird/california-

gnatcatcher; California Partners in Flight Riparian Bird Conservation Plan.  Least Bell’s Vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus).  
http://www.prbo.org/calpif/htmldocs/species/riparian/least_bell_vireo.htm; Audubon.  Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia).   
https://www.audubon.org/guia-de-aves/ave/bank-swallow; US Fish and Wildlife Service.  Sacramento Fish and Wildlife 
Office, Public Advisory.  http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/Public-Advisories/WesternYellow-
BilledCuckoo/outreach_PA_Western-Yellow-Billed-Cuckoo.htm; County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.  Listed 
Species in the County of Los Angeles.  http://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bikepath/bikeplan/docs/App_C_Bio.pdf. 

 
33 California Native Plant Society, Rare Plant Program. 2018. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California (online 

edition, v8-03 0.39). Website http://www.rareplants.cnps.org [accessed 15 August 2019] 
 

https://map.dfg.ca.gov/bios/?tool=cnddbQuick
https://www.audubon.org/field-guide/bird/california-gnatcatcher
https://www.audubon.org/field-guide/bird/california-gnatcatcher
http://www.prbo.org/calpif/htmldocs/species/riparian/least_bell_vireo.htm
https://www.audubon.org/guia-de-aves/ave/bank-swallow
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/Public-Advisories/WesternYellow-BilledCuckoo/outreach_PA_Western-Yellow-Billed-Cuckoo.htm
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/Public-Advisories/WesternYellow-BilledCuckoo/outreach_PA_Western-Yellow-Billed-Cuckoo.htm
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bikepath/bikeplan/docs/App_C_Bio.pdf
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory, Wetlands Mapper.34  In addition, there are 

no designated “blue line streams” located within the project site.  As a result, no impacts on natural or 

riparian habitats will result from the proposed project’s implementation.   

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 

(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means? ● No Impact. 

As indicated in the previous subsection, the project site and adjacent developed properties do not 

contain any natural wetland and/or riparian habitat.35  As a result, the proposed project will not impact 

any protected wetland area or designated blue-line stream and no impacts will occur.   

D. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory 

fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 

impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service is responsible for enforcing the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

of 1918.  The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 makes it illegal to take, possess import, export, 

transport, barter, or offer for sale, purchase, or barter, any migratory bird, or the parts, nests, or eggs of 

such bird except under the terms of a valid Federal permit.36  There are five trees located on-site which 

may have the potential to harbor migratory birds.  These trees will not be removed as part of the 

project.  The project site is surrounded by development on all sides and lacks suitable wildlife habitat.37  

Furthermore, the project site contains no natural hydrological features.  Constant disturbance (traffic, 

light, noise and vibration) from vehicles travelling on the adjacent roadways such as Carmenita Road 

limit the project site’s utility as a migration corridor.  As a result, less than significant impacts to native 

or migratory species will occur. 

E. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? ● Less than Significant Impact.  

Title IX (General Regulations) Chapter 96 Codes 130-140 of the City of Santa Fe Springs municipal 

code serves as the City’s “Tree Ordinance.”38  The tree ordinance establishes strict guidelines regarding 

the removal or tampering of trees located within any public right-of-way (such as streets and alleys).  

According to Section 96.133 of the aforementioned code:  

“No person shall cut, trim, prune, plant, remove, injure or interfere with any tree, shrub or plant 

                                                           
34 United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory. https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.html 
 
35 Ibid. 
 
36 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Migratory Bird Treaty Act. https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-

legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php 
 
37 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted July 29, 2019.  
 
38 Santa Fe Springs, City of, Municipal Code.  Title IX General Regulations, Chapter 96 Streets and Sidewalks, Street Trees. 
 

https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.html
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
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upon any street, alley or public right-of-way within the city without a permit from the Director. 

The Director is hereby authorized to grant such permit in his discretion and, where necessary, 

subject to the condition that the removed tree be replaced by an official tree as designated by the 

master street tree plan. No such permit shall be valid for a longer period than 30 days after its 

date of issuance.” 

There are five trees located within the landscaped areas that extend along the east side of Carmenita 

Road).  These trees are to remain under the proposed project.  Nevertheless, if the trees were to be 

removed at any point during the project’s construction, it would not represent a substantial loss since 

the trees are not mature and they consist of ornamental species (rather than a Coast Live Oak or 

California Sycamore).  Furthermore, the project Applicant would be required to adhere to the 

aforementioned Code Section.  As a result, the potential impacts will be less than significant.  

F. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation 

plans? ● No Impact. 

The proposed project will not impact an adopted or approved local, regional, or State habitat 

conservation plan because the proposed project is located in the midst of an urban area on a site that 

has been fully developed.  In addition, the Puente Hills Significant Ecological Area (SEA #15) is the 

closest protected SEA and is located approximately four miles northeast of the project site.39  The 

construction and operation of the proposed project will not affect the Puente Hills SEA because the 

proposed development will be restricted to the project site.  Therefore, no impacts will occur.   

3.4.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential cumulative environmental impacts related to biological resources are site-specific.  The 

proposed project will not involve any an incremental loss or degradation of protected habitat and the 

analysis determined that the proposed project will not result in any impacts on protected plant and 

animal species.  The two related project sites were previously developed and both sites are currently 

covered over in deteriorating concrete.  As a result, no cumulative impacts on biological resources will 

be associated with the proposed project’s implementation.   

3.4.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any impacts on biological 

resources.  As a result, no mitigation is required. 

  

                                                           
39 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning.  Significant Ecological Areas and Coastal Resource Areas Policy 

Map.  February 2015. 
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES  

3.5.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A.  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 

pursuant to §15064.5? ● No Impact. 

Historic structures and sites are defined by local, State, and Federal criteria.  A site or structure may be 

historically significant if it is locally protected through a local general plan or historic preservation 

ordinance.  A site or structure may be historically significant according to State or Federal criteria even 

if the locality does not recognize such significance.  The State, through the State Historic Preservation 

Office (SHPO), maintains an inventory of those sites and structures that are considered to be 

historically significant.  Finally, the U.S. Department of Interior has established specific Federal 

guidelines and criteria that indicate the manner in which a site, structure, or district is to be defined as 

having historic significance and in the determination of its eligibility for listing on the National Register 

of Historic Places.40   

To be considered eligible for the National Register, a property’s significance may be determined if the 

property is associated with events, activities, or developments that were important in the past, with the 

lives of people who were important in the past, or represents significant architectural, landscape, or 

engineering elements.41  State historic preservation regulations include the statutes and guidelines 

contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Public Resources Code (PRC).  

A historical resource includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, 

record, or manuscript, that is historically or archaeologically significant.  The State regulations that 

govern historic resources and structures include Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1 and 

CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5(a) and 15064.5(b).  According to Section 5024.1(c) of the State 

Public Resources Code:  

(c) A resource may be listed as an historical resource in the California Register if it meets any of 

the following National Register of Historic Places criteria: 

(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage. 

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 

(3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 

construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 

high artistic values. 

(4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

                                                           
40 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service.  National Register of Historic Places.  http://nrhp.focus.nps.gov. 2010. 
 
41 Ibid. 

http://nrhp.focus.nps.gov/
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In addition, California law protects Native American burials, skeletal remains, and associated grave 

goods regardless of the antiquity and provides for the sensitive treatment and disposition of those 

remains.  CEQA, as codified at PRC Sections 21000 et seq., is the principal statute governing the 

environmental review of projects in the State.  Two locations in the City are recorded on the National 

Register of Historic Places and the list of California Historical Resources: the Clarke Estate, located 

3.40 miles to the northwest at 10211 Pioneer Boulevard; and the Patricio Ontiveros Adobe or Ontiveros 

Adobe, located 2.88 miles to the northwest of the project site.42  Other structures and sites of historic 

significance within the City of Santa Fe Springs are outlined in Table 3-11.  The sites and structures 

listed in Table 3-11 are not located within or adjacent to the project site.   

Table 3-11 
Historic Resources in Santa Fe Springs 

Resource Name Location Description 

Clarke Estate  10211 Pioneer Boulevard 
Site is on the National Register of Historic Places and the 
list of California Historical Resources. 

Hawkins-Nimocks Estate 
(Ontiveros Adobe) 

12100 Telegraph Road 
Site is on the National Register of Historic Places and the 
list of California Historical Resources. 

Hathaway Home 11901 E. Florence Avenue 

The Hathaway Ranch Museum is a registered 501(c)(3) 
non-profit corporation dedicated to preserving and 
presenting the eras of farming, ranching, and oil 
development in early Fulton Wells/Santa Fe Springs.   

German Baptist Church 
Cemetery 

Corner of Los Nietos Road and 
Painter Avenue 

Just before the turn of the century, a colony of German 
Baptists known as Dunkers settled in the area to farm.  In 
1972, the Dunkers moved to Modesto, leaving behind their 
church and the neighboring graveyard. 

Santa Fe Springs Hotel   
2 blocks north of Telegraph Rd. 
and 2 blocks east Norwalk Blvd. 

Site of 1880’s hotel. 

Four Corners (Fulton Wells) Norwalk Blvd. and Telegraph Rd. A Banning Stage Coach stop was located here. 

Source: Los Angeles County Historical Directory.   

A search through the California Office of Historic Preservation, California Historical Resources 

database indicated that the project site does not contain any historic structures listed in the National or 

California Registrar.43  Furthermore, the buildings that occupy the site do not meet any of the criteria 

of a historic structure identified above.  The buildings are currently used by Univar, which has been 

located on-site since the late 1950’s.  No historical events have occurred within the project site and no 

persons of significance currently reside within the property, or have resided within the property.  In 

addition, the project’s construction and operation will not affect any of the historic resources identified 

in Table 3-11 shown above.  As a result, no impacts to historic resources will occur.   

                                                           
42 U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service.  National Register of Historic Places.  http://focus.nps.gov/nrhp.  

Secondary Source: California State Parks, Office of Historic Preservation.  Listed California Historical Resources.  Website 
accessed August 24, 2019. 

 
43 California Office of Historic Preservation. California Historical Resources. http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ ListedResources/ 

?view=county&criteria=30 

http://focus.nps.gov/nrhp
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/
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B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 

resource pursuant to §15064.5 ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The greater Los Angeles Basin was previously inhabited by the Gabrieleño-people, named after the San 

Gabriel Mission.  The Gabrieleño tribe has lived in this region for around 7,000 years.44  Prior to 

Spanish contact, approximately 5,000 Gabrieleño people lived in villages throughout the Los Angeles 

Basin.45  The project site is currently occupied by Univar.  The project site has been subject to 

disturbance to accommodate the existing on-site operations and the surrounding development.  In 

addition, the project area is not located within an area that is typically associated with habitation sites, 

foraging areas, ceremonial sites, or burials. However, in response to AB-52 consultation, the 

Gabrieleño-Kizh indicated that the project site is situated in an area of high archaeological significance.  

As a result, a mitigation measure is provided in Section 3.18 (Tribal Cultural Resources) to ensure that 

a tribal representative is present during construction-related ground-disturbing activities.  Title 14; 

Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQA will apply in terms of the identification of significant 

archaeological resources and their salvage.  As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.  

C. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

There are no dedicated cemeteries located within the vicinity of the project site.46  There are three 

cemeteries located near the project site: the Little Lake Cemetery, located 2.51 miles to the northwest of 

the project site; Paradise Memorial Park, located 3.01 miles to the northwest of the site; and the Olive 

Grove Cemetery, located 2.72 miles to the northwest of the project site.47  Just before the turn of the 

century, a colony of German Baptists known as Dunkers settled in the area and founded the Olive 

Grove Cemetery.  In 1972, the colony moved to Modesto, leaving behind their church and the 

neighboring graveyard.48  The church no longer exists but the cemetery remains.    

The proposed project will be restricted to the project site and will not affect any dedicated cemeteries.  

Notwithstanding, in the unlikely event that remains are uncovered by construction crews, all 

excavation and grading activities shall be halted and the City of Santa Fe Springs Department of Police 

Services would be contacted (the Department would then contact the County Coroner).  This is a 

standard condition under California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(b).  As a result, the 

proposed construction activities are not anticipated to impact any interred human remains. 

 

 

                                                           
44 Tongva People of Sunland-Tujunga. Introduction. http://www.lausd.k12.ca.us/Verdugo_HS/classes/multimedia/intro.html.   
 
45 Rancho Santa Ana Botanical Garden. Tongva Village Site. http://www.rsabg.org/tongva-village-site-1. 
 
46 Google Earth. Website accessed August 24, 2019 
 
47 Ibid. 
  
48 Los Angeles Times.  Pioneer Cemeteries.  November 21, 1994. 

http://www.lausd.k12.ca.us/Verdugo_HS/classes/multimedia/intro.html
http://www.rsabg.org/tongva-village-site-1
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3.5.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential environmental impacts related to cultural resources are site-specific.  Furthermore, the 

analysis competed for the two related projects determined that the development of the two related 

project sites would not result in any impacts on cultural resources.  As a result, no cumulative impacts 

will occur as part of the proposed project’s implementation.   

3.5.3MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of potential cultural resources impacts indicated that no significant impacts would result 

from the proposed project’s implementation.  As a result, no mitigation is required. 
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3.6 ENERGY  

3.6.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, 

inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 

operation? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

Table 3-12 below provides an estimate of electrical and natural gas consumption for the proposed 

project.  As indicated in the table, the project is estimated to consume approximately 669,938 kilowatts 

(kWh) of electricity and 4,516 therms of natural gas on an annual basis.   

Table 3-12 
Estimated Annual Energy Consumption 

Project Consumption Rate Total Project Consumption 

Proposed Project (assumes 150, 548 sq. ft.) 

Electrical Consumption 4.45 kWh/sq. ft./year 669,938 kWh/year total 

Natural Gas Consumption 0.03 themes/sq. ft./year 4,516 therms/year total  

Source: CEC End-Use Survey. 

The traffic study indicated that the proposed project would result in a total of 208 passenger car trips and 

53 truck trips per day.  Assuming an average gas mileage of 27.2 mpg for the personal vehicles and 5.64 

MPG for the trucks, a total of 109 gallon of fuel and 526 gallons of diesel would be used.  These figures 

assume an average VMT of 2,969 per day.  According to the California Commercial End-Use Survey 

that was prepared for the California Energy Commission, the biggest single end use with warehouse 

uses is interior lighting, followed by cooling and ventilation.49  The report also indicates that heating 

accounts for most of the gas consumption.  It is important to note that the proposed project will be in 

accordance with the City’s Building Code requirements and with Part 6 and Part 11 of Title 24 of the 

California Code of Regulations.  The project will include energy efficient fixtures including new light 

standards that will be used as operational and security lighting.  This lighting will conform to all state 

and local building code and lighting regulations.  In addition, the proposed project will utilize electric 

forklifts, solar ready roofs and LED lighting.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less 

than significant.   

B.  Would the project conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy 

efficiency? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24, Part 11: California Green Building Standards (Title 

24) became effective to aid efforts to reduce GHG emissions associated with energy consumption.  Title 

24 now requires that new buildings reduce water consumption, employ building commissioning to 

increase building system efficiencies, divert construction waste from landfills, and install low 

pollutant‐emitting finish materials.  The 2016 version of the standards became effective as of January 1, 

                                                           
49 Intron. California Commercial End-Use Survey. Report dated March 2006. 
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2017.  The proposed project will conform to all pertinent energy conservation requirements.  As a 

result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.   

3.6.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”) and Sempra Energy provide service upon demand, 

to both of the related project sites and the proposed project site.  Both utilities currently serve the 

project area.  The actual energy consumption will actually be reduced because the new development 

will employ energy-saving equipment compared to the older obsolete buildings that previously 

occupied the project site and the two related project sites.  As a result, no cumulative impacts will occur 

as part of the proposed project’s implementation.   

3.6.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The preceding analysis concluded that the proposed project will not result in any significant impacts 

that would warrant mitigation.   
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3.7 GEOLOGY & SOILS  

3.7.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 

risk of loss, injury, or death involving 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), strong seismic ground shaking, 

seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, or landslides? ● Less than Significant 

Impact. 

The City of Santa Fe Springs is located in a seismically active region (refer to Exhibit 3-2).  Many major 

and minor local faults traverse the entire Southern California region, posing a threat to millions of 

residents, including those who reside in the City.  In 1972, the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Zoning Act 

was passed in response to the damage sustained in the 1971 San Fernando Earthquake.  The Alquist-

Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act's main purpose is to prevent the construction of buildings used for 

human occupancy on the surface trace of active faults.50  A list of cities and counties subject to the 

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones is available on the State’s Department of Conservation website.  

The City of Santa Fe Springs is not on the list.51   

The Whittier Fault is the closest known fault to the project site.  This fault is located approximately 5.37 

miles northeast of the project site.52  Compliance with the most recent State and local building codes 

will mitigate potential impacts related to earthquakes.  Construction is regulated by the California 

Building Standards Code and the Building Regulations within Chapter 150 of the Santa Fe Springs 

Municipal Code.53  These building codes provide requirements for construction, grading, excavations, 

use of fill, and foundation work including type of materials, design, procedures, etc., which are 

intended to limit the probability of occurrence and the severity of consequences from geological 

hazards.  

Other potential seismic issues include ground failure, liquefaction, and lateral spreading.  Ground 

failure is the loss in stability of the ground and includes landslides, liquefaction, and lateral spreading.  

The project site is located in an area that is subject to liquefaction.  According to the United States 

Geological Survey, liquefaction is the process by which water-saturated sediment temporarily loses 

strength and acts as a fluid.  Essentially, liquefaction is the process by which the ground soil loses 

strength due to an increase in water pressure following seismic activity.  

 

                                                           
50 California Department of Conservation. What is the Alquist-Priolo Act.  

http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/main.aspx. 
 
51 California Department of Conservation.  Table 4, Cities and Counties Affected by Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones as of 

January 2010.  http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/affected.aspx. 
 
52 Google Earth.  Website accessed August 24, 2019. 
 
53 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 150, Building Regulations. 

http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/main.aspx
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/affected.aspx
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EXHIBIT 3-2 
SEISMIC HAZARDS MAP 

SOURCE: QUANTUM GIS 
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Compliance with the most recent State and local building codes will minimize potential impacts related 

to liquefaction.  Construction is regulated by the California Building Standards Code and the Building 

Regulations within Chapter 150 of the Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code.54  These building codes 

provide requirements for construction, grading, excavations, use of fill, and foundation work including 

type of materials, design, procedures, etc., which are intended to limit the probability of occurrence and 

the severity of consequences from geological hazards.  Lastly, the project site is not subject to the risk of 

landslides because there are no hills or mountains within the vicinity of the project site.  As a result, the 

potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.   

B. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ● Less than Significant 

Impact. 

The University of California, Davis SoilWeb database was consulted to determine the nature of the soils 

that underlie the project site.  According to the University of California, Davis SoilWeb database, the 

project site is underlain by Urban Land – Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils.55  Urban Land – 

Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils have a slight risk for erosion; however, construction activities and 

the placement of “permanent vegetative cover” will reduce the soil’s erosion risk.56   

The site is, and will continue to be level and no slope failure or landslide impacts are anticipated to 

occur.  Once operational, the project site would be paved over and landscaped, which would minimize 

soil erosion.  The project’s construction will not result in soil erosion.  The project Applicant will be 

required to prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) pursuant to Federal NPDES 

regulations since the project would be required to comply with the City’s MS4 permit requirements.  

Adherence to these regulations is mandated in Section 154.17 (Grading and Erosion Control) of the 

Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code, which ensures compliance with grading and erosion control 

regulations.57  As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.  

C. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 

unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on or off-site landslide, lateral 

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The project site is underlain by Urban Land – Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils.  Urban Land – 

Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils have a slight risk for erosion; however, construction activities and 

the placement of “permanent vegetative cover” will reduce the soil’s erosion risk.58  Once complete, the 

project will not destabilize the new soils since the project will include new paved surfaces and new 

landscaping which would minimize soil erosion.   

                                                           
54 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 150, Building Regulations. 
 
55 UC Davis. Soil Web. https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/ 
 
56 United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service. Report and General Soil Map, Orange County, California. 

Revised 1969.  
 
57 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 154, Subdivisions, Section 154.17 Grading and 

Erosion Control. 
 
58 UC Davis. Soil Web. https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/. 

https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/
https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/
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The site and the surrounding area is relatively level and is at no risk for landslides (refer to Exhibit 3-

2).  Lateral spreading is a phenomenon that is characterized by the horizontal, or lateral, movement of 

the ground.  Lateral spreading could be liquefaction induced or can be the result of excess moisture 

within the underlying soils.  Liquefaction induced lateral spreading will not affect the proposed project 

because the project will be constructed in compliance with the most recent State and local building 

codes.  Compliance with the most recent State and local building codes will minimize potential impacts 

related to liquefaction.  Construction is regulated by the California Building Standards Code and the 

Building Regulations within Chapter 150 of the Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code.59  Therefore, lateral 

spreading caused by liquefaction will not affect the project.   

The soils that underlie the project site (Urban Land – Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils) possess a 

low potential for shrinking and swelling.  Soils that exhibit certain shrink swell characteristics expand 

according to the moisture content present at the time.  Since the underlying soils are not prone to 

shrinking and swelling, lateral spreading resulting from an influx of groundwater is slim.  The 

likelihood of lateral spreading will be further reduced since the project’s implementation will not 

require grading and excavation that would extend to depths required to encounter groundwater.  In 

addition, the project will not result in the direct extraction of groundwater located below ground 

surface (BGS) since the project will continue to be connected to the City’s water system.    

The soils that underlie the project site are not prone to subsidence.  Subsidence occurs via soil 

shrinkage and is triggered by a significant reduction in an underlying groundwater table, thus causing 

the earth on top to sink.  No groundwater would be drained to accommodate the construction of the 

proposed project.  Therefore, the likelihood of on-site subsidence is considered to be remote.  Lastly, 

the project will not expose future employees and patrons to collapsible soils since the Applicant is 

proposing to remove and re-compact unsuitable soils.  Collapsible soils consist of loose, dry, low-

density materials that collapse and compact under the addition of water or excessive loading.60   As a 

result, the potential impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.   

D. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 

Code (2012) creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

The University of California, Davis SoilWeb database was consulted to determine the nature of the soils 

that underlie the project site.  According to the University of California, Davis SoilWeb database, the 

project site is underlain by Urban Land – Hueneme San Emigdio complex soils.61  According to the 

United States Department of Agriculture, the soils that comprise the Urban Land – Hueneme San 

Emigdio complex soils possess a low potential for shrinking and swelling.62  The shrinking and swelling 

                                                           
59 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 150, Building Regulations. 
 
60 Association of Environmental & Engineering Geologists. Expansive and Collapsible Soils.  

http://www.aegweb.org/?page=ExpansiveSoil. Website accessed August 21, 2019.  
 
61 UC Davis. Soil Web. https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/ 
 
62 United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service. Report and General Soil Map Orange, California. Revised 

1969. 

http://www.aegweb.org/?page=ExpansiveSoil
https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/
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of soils is influenced by the amount of clay present in the underlying soils.63  If soils consist of 

expansive clay, damage to foundations and structures may occur.  A minimal amount of clay is present 

in the aforementioned soils.  All soils that are unsuitable for development will be removed during the 

project’s grading phase.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.     

E. Would the project be located on soils that are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic 

tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal 

of wastewater? ● No Impact. 

No septic tanks will be used as part of proposed project.  The project will be connected to the existing 

sanitary sewer system.  As a result, no impacts associated with the use of septic tanks will occur as part 

of the proposed project’s implementation.   

F.  Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

unique geological feature? ● Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. 

The underlying soils are alluvial in nature and are classified as Old Alluvial Valley Deposits (Qoa).64 

Alluvial deposits are typically quaternary in age (from two million years ago to the present day) and 

span the two most recent geologic epochs, the Pleistocene and the Holocene.65  Old Alluvial Valley 

Deposits are aged 781,000 to 11,000 years.66  Due to the age of the underlying soils, the following 

mitigation is required:  

● If previously unidentified paleontological resources are unearthed during construction, work 

shall cease within 50 feet of the find, and the project Applicant must retain a qualified 

paleontologist, approved by the City, to assess the significance of the find.  If a find is 

determined to be significant, the Lead Agency and the paleontologist will determine 

appropriate avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation.  All significant fossil 

materials recovered will be, as necessary and at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist, 

subject to scientific analysis, professional museum curation, and documentation according to 

current professional standards. 

Adherence to the above-mentioned mitigation will reduce potential impacts to levels that are less than 

significant.   

 

 

                                                           
63  Natural Resources Conservation Service Arizona. Soil Properties Shrink/Swell Potential. 

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detailfull/az/soils/?cid=nrcs144p2_065083  
 
64 California Department of Transportation. SR-710 North Study Paleontological Identification and Evaluation Report, Figure 

6-3 BRT Alternative Project Area Geology. Report prepared March 14, 2014.  
 
65 United States Geological Survey. What is the Quaternary? 

http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/quaternary/stories/what_is.html 
 
66 California Department of Transportation. SR-710 North Study Paleontological Identification and Evaluation Report. Report 

prepared March 14, 2014.  

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detailfull/az/soils/?cid=nrcs144p2_065083
http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/quaternary/stories/what_is.html
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3.7.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential cumulative impacts related to earth and geology are typically site-specific.  Furthermore, 

the analysis for both the proposed project and the related projects determined that they would not 

result in significant adverse impacts related to ground shaking, liquefaction, landslides, soil erosion, 

lateral spreading, or subsidence.  As a result, no cumulative impacts will occur.   

3.7.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation is required due to the potential presence of paleontological resources:  

Mitigation Measure No. 1 (Geology & Soils).  If previously unidentified paleontological resources 

are unearthed during construction, work shall cease within 50 feet of the find, and the project 

Applicant must retain a qualified paleontologist, approved by the City, to assess the significance of 

the find.  If a find is determined to be significant, the Lead Agency and the paleontologist will 

determine appropriate avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation.  All significant fossil 

materials recovered will be, as necessary and at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist, 

subject to scientific analysis, professional museum curation, and documentation according to 

current professional standards. 
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3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

3.8.1 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

A. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have 

a significant impact on the environment? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The State of California requires CEQA documents to include an evaluation of greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions, or gases that trap heat in the atmosphere.  GHG is emitted by both natural processes and 

human activities.  Examples of GHG that are produced both by natural and industrial processes include 

carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O).  The accumulation of GHG in the 

atmosphere regulates the earth's temperature.  Without these natural GHG, the Earth's surface will be 

about 61°F cooler.67  However, emissions from fossil fuel combustion have elevated the concentrations 

of GHG in the atmosphere to above natural levels.  The SCAQMD has formed a GHG CEQA 

Significance Threshold Working Group to provide guidance to local lead agencies on determining 

significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents.  For all industrial projects, the SCAQMD 

adopted a screening threshold of 10,000 million tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MTCO2E) per 

year.  SCAQMD concluded that projects with emissions less than the screening threshold would not 

result in a significant cumulative impact.  As the proposed project involves the construction of a new 

warehouse, the 10,000 MTCO2E per year industrial screening threshold has been selected as the 

significance threshold.  .   

Table 3-13 summarizes annual greenhouse gas (CO2E) emissions from the proposed project.  

Greenhouse emissions include long-term emissions, which refer to those air quality impacts that will 

occur once the proposed project has been constructed and is operational.  The analysis of greenhouse 

gas emissions was prepared utilizing the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod 

V.2016.3.2).  The analysis assumed 150,548 square feet of new development (including 140,548 square 

feet of warehousing space and 10,000 square feet of office space) and 79,200 square feet of parking 

space in an urban setting.  Long-term mitigation assumed as part of this air quality model included the 

installation of high efficiency lighting, and the installation of low-flow faucets and toilets.  Carbon 

dioxide equivalent, or CO2E, is a term that is used for describing different greenhouses gases in a 

common and collective unit.  As indicated in Table 3-13, the CO2E total for the proposed project is 

885.57 MTCO2E per year, which is below the aforementioned threshold.  The project’s construction will 

result in an annual generation of 325.07 MTCO2E per year.  When amortized over a 30-year period, 

these emissions decrease to 10.83 MTCO2E per year.  These amortized construction emissions were 

added to the project’s operational emissions to calculate the proposed project’s true GHG emissions.  

As shown in the table, the proposed project’s total operational emissions will be 896.40 MTCO2E per 

year, which is still below the thresholds identified for industrial land uses.  It should be noted that the 

analysis within Table 3-13 does not account for the existing on-site uses. 

 

                                                           
67 California, State of.  OPR Technical Advisory – CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review.  June 19, 2008.  
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Table 3-13 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory  

Source 
GHG Emissions (tons/year) 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2E 

Long-Term – Area Emissions -- -- -- -- 

Long-Term - Energy Emissions 202.89 -- -- 203.63 

Long-Term - Mobile Emissions 447.89 0.02 -- 448.41 

Long-Term – Waste Emissions 28.72 1.69 -- 71.17 

Long-Term – Water Emissions 131.22 0.96 0.02 162.33 

Long-Term - Total Emissions 810.75 2.68 0.02 885.57 

Total Construction Emissions 323.38 0.06 -- 325.07 

Construction Emissions Amortized Over 30 Years 

 

10.83 MTCO2E 

Total Operational Emissions with Amortized 

Construction Emissions 
896.40 MTCO2E 

Significance Threshold 10.000 MTCO2E 

The GHG emissions estimates reflect what a warehouse of the same location and description would 

generate once fully operational.  The type of activities that may be undertaken once the proposed 

project is operational have been predicted and accounted for in the model for the selected land use 

type.  It is important to note that the proposed project is an “infill” development, which is seen as an 

important strategy in combating the release of GHG emissions.  Infill development provides a regional 

benefit in terms of a reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) since the proposed project is 

consistent with the regional and State sustainable growth objectives identified in the State’s Strategic 

Growth Council (SGC).68  Infill development reduces VMT by recycling existing undeveloped or 

underutilized properties located in established urban areas.  When development is located in a more 

rural setting, such as further east in the desert areas, employees, patrons, visitors, and residents may 

have to travel farther since rural development is often located a significant distance from employment, 

entertainment, and population centers.  Consequently, this distance is reduced when development is 

located in urban areas since employment, entertainment, and population centers tend to be set in 

more established communities.  As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.   

B.   Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose 

of reducing emissions of greenhouse gases? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

Assembly Bill 32 (AB-32), written by Fran Pavely (Assembly Member) and Fabian Nunez (Assembly 

Speaker) was signed into law September 27, 2006 which requires the reduction of GHG emissions to 

1990 levels, which would require a minimum 28% in "business as usual" GHG emissions for the entire 

State.  Additionally, Governor Edmund G. Brown signed into law Executive Order B-30-15 on April 29, 

                                                           
68 California Strategic Growth Council.  http://www.sgc.ca.gov/Initiatives/infill-development.html.  Promoting and enabling 

sustainable infill development is a principal objective of the SGC because of its consistency with the State Planning Priorities 

and because infill furthers many of the goals of all of the Council’s member agencies.  

 

http://www.sgc.ca.gov/Initiatives/infill-development.html
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2015, the Country’s most ambitious policy for reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions.  Executive Order B-

30-15 calls for a 40% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions below 1990 levels by 2030.69   

The City of Santa Fe Springs does not presently have an adopted Climate Action Plan.  However, the 

City’s General Plan includes a Conservation Element that has an air quality focus.  In this section, the 

following policies related to air quality are identified: 

● Policy 2.1:  Continue to research alternatives and pollution control measures that influence air 

quality, including trip reductions, carpooling, and local transit services. 

● Policy 2.2:  Encourage urban infill and land uses and densities that result in reduced trips and 

reduced trip lengths, and that support non-motorized modes of travel.  

● Policy 2.3: Initiate capital improvement programs that allow for bus turnouts, traffic 

synchronization, and intersection channelization.  

● Policy 2.4:  Continue to participate and support cooperative programs between cities which 

will reduce trips and vehicle miles traveled. 

The proposed project will not involve or require any variance from an adopted plan, policy, or 

regulation governing GHG emissions.  The emissions generated by the proposed project will be less 

than the thresholds of significance established for CO2 (refer to Table 3-13).  As indicated previously, 

the project will include energy efficient lighting and bicycle parking.  In addition, the proposed project 

will utilize electric forklifts, solar ready roofs and LED lighting.  There will also be a regional benefit in 

terms of a reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) because it is an infill project that is consistent with 

the regional and State sustainable growth objectives identified in the State’s Strategic Growth Council 

(SGC).  As a result, less than significant impacts will occur.  

3.8.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The analysis herein determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant adverse 

impacts related to the emissions of greenhouse gases.  As a result, no cumulative impacts will result 

from the proposed project’s implementation. 

3.8.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined the proposed impacts would be less than significant.  As a result, no 

mitigation is required.   

  

                                                           
69 Office of Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr.  New California Goal Aims to Reduce Emissions 40 Percent Below 1990 Levels by 

2030. http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=18938. 

http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=18938
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3.9 HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

3.9.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? ● Less than Significant Impact with 

Mitigation. 

The project’s construction would involve the use of diesel fuel to power the construction equipment.  

The diesel fuel would be properly sealed in tanks and would be transported to the site by truck.  Other 

hazardous materials that would be used on-site during the project’s construction phase include, but are 

not limited to, gasoline, solvents, architectural coatings, and equipment lubricants.   

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Document Review prepared by Ardent Environmental 

Group, Inc. dated December 21, 2018 was prepared for the proposed project.  This Phase I is provided 

in Appendix B.  According to the Phase I, the site was used by Chemcentral or its predecessors since 

1959 as a chemical distribution and blending facility.  Extensive soil investigations were conducted in 

1999 and 2000.  The site is currently under the jurisdiction of the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board, Los Angeles Region.  The agency has directed the preparation of a Remedial Action Plan to be 

undertaken by Univar, successor to Chemcentral, to address soil, soil vapor and groundwater 

contamination.  The redevelopment of the site will be completed in a manner which permits the 

remedial activities to be performed, while integrating engineered controls for the protection of site 

occupants as well as institutional controls to limit site activities as directed by the agency.  A soil 

management plan will be adopted and performed under the oversight of the agency to ensure the 

proper management of any residual contamination detected during redevelopment.  Other 

contaminants of concern that are or may be present on-site include Volatile Organic Compounds 

(VOCs), Lead Based Paint (LBP), and/or Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM).70  As a result, the 

following mitigation is required to minimize the risk of exposure to hazardous materials during the 

project’s construction phase:  

●  Prior to issuance of a demolition permit, a comprehensive asbestos and LBP survey shall be 

completed and submitted to the City. If ACMs and/or LBP are present, all demolition and 

abatement work shall be conducted in compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1403 – Asbestos 

Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities and Cal-OSHA Lead Construction Standard, 

Title 8, California Code of Regulation (CCR) 1532.   

●  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) approved by the 

LARWQCB for use during grading and redevelopment activities shall be submitted to the City.   

●  The warehouse building shall include a vapor intrusion mitigation system approved by the 

LARWQCB.   

                                                           
70 Ardent Environmental Group, Inc. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Document Review. Report dated December 21, 

2018.  
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The precise nature of the tenant(s) that will occupy the new building are not known at this time.  In the 

event any future tenant(s) is involved in the transport, use, or storage of hazardous materials, the 

tenant(s) will be required to comply with Federal and State regulations regarding hazardous materials.  

The tenant(s) would also be required to comply with the EPA’s Hazardous Materials Transportation 

Act, Title 42, Section 11022 of the United States Code and Chapter 6.95 of the California Health and 

Safety Code which requires the reporting of hazardous materials when used or stored in certain 

quantities.  Furthermore, the future tenant(s) will be required to file a Hazardous Materials Disclosure 

Plan and a Business Emergency Plan to ensure the safety of the employees and citizens of Santa Fe 

Springs.   Adherence to all pertinent local, State, and Federal regulations will reduce potential impacts 

to levels that are less than significant with the implementation of the above-mentioned mitigation.   

B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 

materials into the environment? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The project’s construction would require the use of diesel fuel to power the construction equipment.  

The diesel fuel would be properly sealed in tanks and would be transported to the site by truck.  Other 

hazardous materials that would be used on-site during the project’s construction phase include, but are 

not limited to, gasoline, solvents, architectural coatings, and equipment lubricants.  According to the 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Document Review, extensive soil and project site 

investigations were conducted over the past 20 years.  These site and soil investigations revealed the 

presence of elevated concentrations of PCE and TCE, along with the presence of petroleum 

hydrocarbons, benzene, and ethylbenzene.  Other contaminants of concern that are or maybe present 

on-site include Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs), Lead Based Paint (LBP), and/or Asbestos 

Containing Materials (ACM).71  As a result, the project Applicant will be required to adhere to the 

mitigation provided in the previous subsection.   

The precise nature of the tenant(s) that will occupy the new building are not known at this time.  In the 

event any future tenant(s) is involved in the transport, use, or storage of hazardous materials, the 

tenant(s) will be required to comply with Federal and State regulations regarding hazardous materials.  

The tenant(s) would also be required to comply with the EPA’s Hazardous Materials Transportation 

Act, Title 42, Section 11022 of the United States Code and Chapter 6.95 of the California Health and 

Safety Code.  Furthermore, the future tenant(s) will be required to file a Hazardous Materials 

Disclosure Plan and a Business Emergency Plan to ensure the safety of the employees and citizens of 

Santa Fe Springs.   Adherence to all pertinent local, State, and Federal regulations will reduce potential 

impacts to levels that are less than significant.   

C. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 

materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? ● No 

Impact. 

                                                           
71 Ardent Environmental Group, Inc. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Document Review. Report dated December 21, 

2018.  
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John Glenn High school is the closest school to the project site.  This school is located just over this 

distance (0.26 miles) to the west.72  The project’s construction will require the use diesel fuel to power 

the construction equipment.  Other hazardous materials that would be used on-site during the project’s 

construction phase include, but are not limited to, gasoline, solvents, architectural coatings, and 

equipment lubricants.  In addition, the project site is currently occupied by Univar, a chemical 

engineering manufacturer and distributor.  The removal of all storage tanks, contaminated soil, and 

obsolete building materials will be performed in accordance with all pertinent State and Federal 

regulations.  As stated in Section 3.8.2.A, if any of the proposed project’s future tenants are involved in 

the transport, use, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials, the tenants would need to comply with 

Federal and State regulations regarding hazardous materials.  In addition, the tenants would need to 

obtain a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).  Therefore, the proposed project will not create a significant 

hazard to any local school and no impacts are anticipated. 

D. Would the project be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous material sites 

compiled pursuant to Government Code Section §65962.5, and, as a result, would it create a 

significant hazard to the public or the environment? ● No Impact. 

The Cortese List refers to the provisions included in Government Code Section 65962.5.  Government 

Code § 65962.5 was originally enacted in 1985, and per subsection (g), the effective date of the changes 

called for under the amendments to this section was January 1, 1992.  While Government Code Section 

65962.5 makes reference to the preparation of a “list,” many changes have occurred related to web-

based information access since 1992 and this information is now largely available on the Internet sites 

of the responsible governmental agencies.  Individuals requesting a copy of the Cortese “list” are now 

referred directly to the appropriate information resources contained on the Internet web sites of the 

boards or departments that are referenced in the statute, as listed below: 

●  Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) EnviroStor database (List of Hazardous 

Waste and Substances sites).  The project site is not identified on this list. 

●  State of California Water Board’s GeoTracker database (List of Open Active Leaking 

Underground Storage Tank Sites).  Two sites located in the City appear on this list though the 

project site is not included. 

● State of California Water Board (List of “active” cease and desist order (CDO) and cleanup and 

abatement order (CAO)).  The project site is not identified on this list.   

● List of hazardous waste facilities subject to corrective action pursuant to Section 25187.5 of the 

Health and Safety Code, identified by DTSC.  The project site is not included on this list though 

three sites located in the City were identified.  These sites included the Neville Chemical 

                                                           
72 Google Earth.  Website accessed August 27, 2019. 
 

http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65962.5
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&site_type=CSITES,FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?CMD=search&case_number=&business_name=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&SITE_TYPE=LUFT&oilfield=&STATUS=+Open%2COpen+-+Active%2COpen+-+Assessment+%26+Interim+Remedial+Action%2COpen+-+Eligible+for+Closure%2COpen+-+Inactive%2COpen+-+Referred%2COpen+-+Remediation%2COpen+-+Reopen+Case%2COpen+-+Site+Assessment%2COpen+-+Verification+Monitoring&BRANCH=&MASTER_BASE=&Search=Search
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2016/10/SiteCleanup-CorteseList-CDOCAOList.xlsx
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2016/10/SiteCleanup-CorteseList-CDOCAOList.xlsx
https://calepa.ca.gov/site-cleanup/cortese-list-data-resources/section-65962-5a/
https://calepa.ca.gov/site-cleanup/cortese-list-data-resources/section-65962-5a/
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Company (12800 Imperial Highway), Waste Disposal, Inc. (12731 Los Nietos Road), and 

Angeles Chemical Company, Inc. (8915 Sorenson Avenue).73   

As indicated previously, the project site is currently under the jurisdiction of the Regional Water 

Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region.  The agency has directed the preparation of a Remedial 

Action Plan to be undertaken by Univar, successor to Chemcentral, to address soil, soil vapor and 

groundwater contamination.  The redevelopment of the site will be completed in a manner which 

permits the remedial activities to be performed, while integrating engineered controls for the 

protection of site occupants as well as institutional controls to limit site activities as directed by the 

agency.   

The project will include the remediation of soil impacted from a former chemical storage and 

distribution facility under the direction and oversight of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality 

Control Board (LARWQCB) pursuant to Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO #R4-2014-0130).  The 

proposed project will be developed in accordance with a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) approved by the 

LARWQCB to ensure protection of human health and the environment.  The previous mitigation 

measures identified under “Subsection A” will ensure the proper management of any residual 

contamination detected during redevelopment.  Therefore, no impacts will occur. 

E. For a project located within an airport land use plan, or where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would the project result in a 

safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area? ● No Impact. 

The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.  Fullerton 

Airport is located approximately 4.23 miles southeast of the project site and the Joint Forces Training 

Base in the City of Los Alamitos is located 7.46 miles south of the project site.74  The proposed project is 

not located within the Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) of any of the aforementioned airports.  In 

addition, the proposed project will not penetrate the designated slopes for any of the aforementioned 

airports.  Essentially, the proposed project will not introduce a building that will interfere with the 

approach and take-off of airplanes utilizing any of the aforementioned airports and will not risk the 

safety of the people working in the project area.  As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 

F. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? ● No Impact. 

At no time will Carmenita Road be completely closed to traffic during the proposed project’s 

construction phases.  As a result, no impacts are associated with the proposed project’s 

implementation.   

                                                           
73 California, State of. Environmental Protection Agency.  Cortese List Data Resources.   

https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/%20corteselist/ 

 
74 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, California.  

http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm.  
 

https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/%20corteselist/
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm
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G. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of 

loss, injury, or death involving wild land fire? ● No Impact. 

As indicated previously, the adjacent properties are urbanized and there are no areas of native or 

natural vegetation found within the vicinity of the project site.  There is no chaparral present on-site or 

within the adjacent properties that would contribute to a heightened wild land fire risk.  The project 

site is located outside of any wildfire risk designation area.75  As a result, no risk from wildfire is 

anticipated with the approval and subsequent occupation of the proposed project and no impacts will 

occur. 

3.9.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts related to hazardous materials are site-specific.  Furthermore, the analysis 

herein determined that the implementation of the proposed project would not result in any significant 

adverse impacts related to hazards and/or hazardous materials with the appropriate mitigation 

measures.  As a result, no cumulative impacts related to hazards or hazardous materials will result 

from the proposed project’s implementation.   

3.9.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The preceding analysis concluded that the following mitigation measures were required with respect to 

hazards and hazardous materials.   

Mitigation Measure No. 2 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a demolition 

permit, a comprehensive asbestos and LBP survey shall be completed and submitted to the City. If 

ACMs and/or LBP are present, all demolition and abatement work shall be conducted in 

compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation 

Activities and Cal-OSHA Lead Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of Regulation (CCR) 

1532. 

Mitigation Measure No. 3 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a grading 

permit, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) approved by the LARWQCB for use during grading and 

redevelopment activities shall be submitted to the City.   

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  The warehouse building shall 

include a vapor intrusion mitigation system approved by the LARWQCB. 

  

                                                           
75 Cal Fire. Fire Hazard Severity Zone in SRA for Los Angeles County. 

http://frap.fire.ca.gov/webdata/maps/los_angeles/fhszs_map.19.pdf 

http://frap.fire.ca.gov/webdata/maps/los_angeles/fhszs_map.19.pdf
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3.10 HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY 

3.10.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 

otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? ● Less than Significant 

Impact. 

Title 5 –Public Works, Chapter 52– Stormwater Management, and Discharge Control of the City of 

Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code regulates stormwater discharge pursuant to the federal Clean Water 

Act.  The federal Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of pollutants into “waters of the United 

States,” or rivers, streams, and lakes that fall under federal jurisdiction, without a permit.  The federal 

Clean Water Act also provides for the regulation and reduction of pollutants discharged into the waters 

of the United States by extending (“NPDES”) requirements to stormwater and urban runoff discharge 

into municipal storm drain systems.  Certain development projects that connect to the City’s MS4 

(Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System)76 must obtain two National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) permits: the General Construction Activities Stormwater Permit (GCASP) and the 

General Industrial Activities Stormwater Permit (GIASP).  NPDES permits typically incorporate 

specific discharge limitations for point source discharges to ensure that dischargers meet permit 

conditions and protect State-defined water quality standards.  The NPDES framework also regulates 

stormwater runoff originating from municipal and industrial sources.  The project Applicant will be 

required to prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) in order to comply with the 

aforementioned NPDES permit requirements.  The SWPPP will contain recommended Best 

Management Practices (BMPs) which will prevent the contamination of stormwater runoff during 

construction.  The SWPPP will also identify post-construction structural BMPs that will be 

incorporated in the project design.  The BMPs will reduce the amount of contaminants present in 

surface runoff.   

The project’s construction will not result in a violation of water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements.  Construction is regulated by the California Building Standards Code and the Building 

Regulations within Chapter 150 of the Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code.77  These building codes 

provide requirements for construction, grading, excavations, use of fill, and foundation work including 

type of materials, design, procedures, etc., which are intended to limit the probability of occurrence and 

the severity of consequences from sedimentation and erosion.  In addition, Section 154.17 (Grading and 

Erosion Control) of the Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code ensures compliance with grading and erosion 

control regulations.78  Adherence to SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements will also prevent the introduction 

of sediment and other pollutants into surface runoff and will prevent the discharge of contaminated 

runoff off-site.  Prior to issuance of any grading permit for the project that would result in soil 

disturbance of one or more acres of land, the Applicant will be required to demonstrate that coverage 

                                                           
76 The four stands for the four S’s (Separate Storm Sewer System). 
 
77 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 150, Building Regulations. 
 
78 Santa Fe Springs, City of.  Municipal Code.  Title XV, Land Usage.  Chapter 154, Subdivisions, Section 154.17 Grading and 

Erosion Control. 
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has been obtained under California's General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with 

Construction Activity by providing a copy of the Notice of Intent (NOI) submitted to the State Water 

Resources Control Board, and a copy of the subsequent notification of the issuance of a Waste 

Discharge Identification (WDID) Number or other proof of filing shall be provided to the Chief 

Building Official and the City Engineer.   

Once constructed, the project will not introduce polluted runoff into the existing storm drain system.  

In addition, the project will not create excess runoff that will exceed the capacity of the existing storm 

water drainage system.  A Low Impact Development (LID) report dated June 3, 2019 was prepared for 

the project by JLC Engineering & Consulting, Inc.  This report is provided in Appendix C.  The project 

Applicant was required to prepare a LID report since the project will be replacing new impervious area 

for the entire project site.  According to the LID report, the project Applicant will install seven Filterra 

Catch Basin Inlets to provide a bio-filtration treatment, a new 18 inch storm drain to convey 

stormwater runoff, a double barrel 96 inch subsurface storage system with a storage capacity of 36,000 

cubic yards of runoff, and a new pump system to transport treated runoff off-site.79  

According to Contech, the manufacturers of the Filterra system, stormwater runoff enters the Filterra 

system through a curb-inlet opening or pipe and flows through a specially designed filter media 

mixture contained in a landscaped concrete container.  The filter media captures and immobilizes 

pollutants; those pollutants are then decomposed, volatilized and incorporated into the biomass of the 

Filterra system’s micro/macro fauna and flora.  Stormwater runoff flows through the media and into 

an underdrain system at the bottom of the container, where the treated water is discharged.  80  From 

there, filtered runoff will be conveyed to the subsurface storage system where it will be stored prior to 

off-site discharge.    

These BMPs will filter out contaminants of concern (oil, debris, sediment, waste, VOCs, etc) and will 

reduce the volume of water discharged into the local storm drains.  Furthermore, the project Applicant 

will be required to implement the effective source control BMPs listed in Table 10 of Part VI.D.6.f. of 

the municipal NPDES permit.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than 

significant.   

B. Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management 

of the basin? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The grading and trenching that would be undertaken to accommodate the building footings, utility 

lines, and other underground infrastructure such as stormwater appurtenances and double check 

detector assemblies would not extend to depths required to encounter groundwater.  According to the 

Phase I report, groundwater was encountered starting 16 feet BGS.  Therefore, no direct construction 

related impacts to groundwater supplies, or groundwater recharge activities would occur.  The project 

would be connected to the City’s water lines and would not result in a direct decrease in underlying 

                                                           
79 JLC Engineering & Consulting, Inc. Low Impact Development (LID) Report.  Report dated June 3, 2019.  
 
80 Contech. Filterra Biolfitration. https://www.conteches.com/stormwater-management/biofiltration-bioretention/filterra 

https://www.conteches.com/stormwater-management/biofiltration-bioretention/filterra
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groundwater supplies.  Furthermore, the construction and post-construction BMPs will filter out 

contaminants of concern from excess runoff, thereby preventing the contamination of local 

groundwater.  As a result, the impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.   

C. Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 

the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in 

a manner, which would: result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; substantially 

increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or 

off-site; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 

storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or, 

impede or redirect flood flows? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The proposed project will alter the site’s existing drainage characteristics, though the project’s 

construction will be restricted to the project site and the construction of the proposed project will not 

alter the course of any stream or river that would lead to on - or off-site siltation or erosion, a 

redirection of flood flows, or an introduction of contaminated runoff.  The Coyote Creek Channel is 

located approximately 850 feet east of the site.  This channel is concrete lined at its closest point to the 

project site.  The implementation of the proposed project will not alter any off-site drainage patterns 

since the project will not introduce additional impervious surfaces off-site.  The site is surrounded on 

all sides by development.  In addition, the portion of Carmenita Road that extends along the project 

site’s west side is paved and a storm drain is located to the south of the project site along the east side 

of Carmenita Road.  Nevertheless, the introduction of additional landscaping, new pavement, and new 

stormwater appurtenances will alter the site’s drainage characteristics.  A majority of the site is paved 

over.  Currently, surface runoff is discharged off-site into Carmenita Road or percolates into the 

ground through pockets of landscaping.  Contaminants of concern such as oil, debris, waste, sediment, 

VOCs, and other materials may pollute stormwater runoff as runoff is currently conveyed off-site.  

Once constructed, approximately seven percent of the project site will be covered over in landscaping.  

The project’s implementation will result in a decrease in the amount of impervious surfaces on-site and 

will not result in the release of any untreated stormwater off-site.  Therefore, no on- or off-site erosion 

or siltation resulting from an increase in impervious surfaces will occur since surface runoff could 

percolate into the ground through the additional pervious surfaces.   

As indicated previously, the project Applicant prepared a LID report that recommended the inclusion 

of seven Filterra Catch Basin Inlets to provide a bio-filtration treatment, a new 18 inch storm drain to 

convey stormwater runoff, a double barrel 96 inch subsurface storage system with a storage capacity of 

36,000 cubic yards of runoff, and a new pump system to transport treated runoff off-site.81    These 

BMPs will result in the slow and controlled discharge of runoff into the City’s storm drains and will 

filter out contaminants of concern.  Therefore, no excess runoff will be discharged off-site and the 

proposed project will not result in off-site erosion or flooding.  In addition, the project will not create 

polluted runoff or runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing storm drains with implementation 

of the BMPs outlined in the SUSMP.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than 

significant.   

                                                           
81 JLC Engineering & Consulting, Inc. Low Impact Development (LID) Report.  Report dated June 3, 2019.  
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D. Would the project, in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to 

project inundation? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood insurance map obtained from 

the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, the proposed project site is located in Zone X.82  

This flood zone has an annual probability of flooding of less than 0.2 percent and represents areas 

outside the 500-year flood plain.  Thus, properties located in Zone X are not located within a 100-year 

flood plain.83  The proposed project site is not located in an area that is subject to inundation by seiche 

or tsunami.  A seiche in the Coyote Creek is not likely to happen due to the current level of 

channelization and volume of water present.  In addition, the project site is located inland 

approximately 12 miles from the Pacific Ocean and the project area would not be exposed to the effects 

of a tsunami.84   

The Santa Fe Springs General Plan and the City’s Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan indicates the 

greatest potential for dam failure and the attendant inundation comes from the Whittier Narrows Dam 

located approximately five miles northwest of the City.  The City of Santa Fe Springs Multi-Hazard 

Functional Plan states there is a low risk that the City will experience flooding due to dam failure.  

Nevertheless, in the event of dam failure, the western portion of the City located to the west of Norwalk 

Boulevard would experience flooding approximately one hour after dam failure.  The maximum flood 

depths could reach as high as five feet in depth, gradually declining to four feet at the southern end of 

the City's impacted area.85  The project site is located outside of the Whittier Narrows Dam inundation 

area.  As a result, no impacts with regards to flooding, tsunamis, seiches, or dam inundation will occur.   

E. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 

sustainable groundwater management plan? ● No Impact. 

The proposed project is in compliance with Title 5, Chapter 52 of the City of Santa Fe Springs 

Municipal Code since the Applicant has prepared a LID report.  Title 5, Chapter 52 of the City of Santa 

Fe Springs Municipal Code is responsible for implementing the NPDES and MS4 stormwater runoff 

requirements.  In addition, the project’s construction and operation will not interfere with any 

groundwater management or recharge plan because there are no active groundwater management 

recharge activities on-site or in the vicinity.  As a result, no impacts are anticipated.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                           
82 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. Flood Zone Determination Website. 

http://dpw.lacounty.gov/wmd/floodzone/ 
 
83 FEMA. Flood Zones, Definition/Description. http://www.fema.gov/floodplain-management/flood-zones 
 
84 Google Earth.  Website accessed August 27, 2019. 
 
85 City of Santa Fe Springs.  Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan.  October 11, 2004. 

http://www.fema.gov/floodplain-management/flood-zones
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3.10.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts related to hydrology and stormwater runoff are typically site-specific.  

Furthermore, the analysis determined that the implementation of the proposed project would not 

result in any significant adverse impacts with the adoption of appropriate mitigation measures.  The 

proposed project will be required to comply with the most current stormwater runoff and Clean Water 

Act requirements.  As a result, no cumulative impacts are anticipated.   

3.10.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis indicated that the proposed project would not result in any hydrological, stormwater 

runoff, or water quality impacts.  As a result, no mitigation is required.  
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3.11 LAND USE & PLANNING  

3.11.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project physically divide an established community? ● No Impact. 

Existing uses found in the vicinity of the 6.73 acre project site are summarized below: 86 

● North of the project site.  An Atchison Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad right-of-way extends 

along the north side of the project site in an east-west orientation.  A business park is located 

further north of the project site, north of the aforementioned railroad ROW..   

● South of the project site.  A recently constructed warehouse abuts the project site to the south.   

● East of the project site.  A lumber yard abuts the project site to the east.   

● West of the project site.  Carmenita Road extends along the project site’s western boundary in a 

north-south orientation.  Various industrial uses occupy frontage along the west side of 

Carmenita Road.   

The project is consistent with the surrounding industrial uses.  As a result, the project will not lead to 

any division of an existing established neighborhood and no impacts will occur.   

B. Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use 

plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 

effect? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The project site is currently zoned as Heavy Manufacturing (M-2) (refer to Exhibit 3-3 for the zoning 

map).  The project site’s General Plan land use designation is Industrial (refer to Exhibit 3-3 for the 

General Plan land use map).  The project’s proposed warehousing uses are consistent with the General 

Plan and zoning designations for the project site.  The project’s implementation will require a 

Development Plan Approval (DPA No. 967) for the new warehouse and a Tentative Tract Map (TTM 

No. 82732).  Table 3-14 depicts the proposed project’s conformity with the City’s M-2 zoning standards.   

Table 3-14 
The Project Conformity with the City’s Zoning Standards 

Description City Requirements Project Element Conforms? 

Maximum Lot Coverage N/A 50%  Yes 

Parking Required 198 spaces 198 spaces Yes 

Front Yard Setback 20 ft 82 ft Yes 

Landscaping Required 11,550 sq. ft. 20,341 sq. ft. Yes 

Source: City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code   

 

                                                           
86 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted on July 29, 2019. 
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EXHIBIT 3-3 
CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING 

MAP 
SOURCE: CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS AND QUANTUM GIS 
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As shown in Table 3-14, the proposed project conforms to the City’s Zoning Standards.  Nevertheless, 

the project will still be subject to the aforementioned discretionary actions.  As a result, the potential 

impacts are considered to be less than significant.   

3.11.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential cumulative impacts with respect to land use are site-specific.  Furthermore, the analysis 

determined that the proposed project will not result in any adverse land use impacts.  As a result, no 

cumulative land use impacts will occur as part of the proposed project’s implementation. 

3.11.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined that no significant impacts on land use and planning would result from the 

implementation of the proposed project.  As a result, no mitigation measures are required. 
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3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES  

3.12.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 

value to the region and the residents of the State? ● No Impact. 

The project site is not located in a Significant Mineral Aggregate Resource Area (SMARA) nor is it 

located in an area with active mineral extraction activities.  A review of California Division of Oil, Gas, 

and Geothermal Resources well finder indicates that there are no wells located in the vicinity of the 

project site.87  As indicated previously, the site is occupied by Univar.  There are no active mineral 

extraction activities occurring on-site or in the adjacent properties.  As a result, no impacts to mineral 

resources will occur.   

B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource 

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? ● No 

Impact. 

As previously mentioned, no mineral, oil, or energy extraction and/or generation activities are located 

within the project site.  Moreover, the proposed project will not interfere with any resource extraction 

activity.  Therefore, no impacts will result from the implementation of the proposed project.    

3.12.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts on mineral resources are site-specific.  Furthermore, the analysis determined 

that the proposed project would not result in any impacts on mineral resources.  As a result, no 

cumulative impacts will occur.  

3.12.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of potential impacts related to mineral resources indicated that no impacts would result 

from the proposed project's approval and subsequent implementation.  As a result, no mitigation 

measures are required. 

  

                                                           
87 California, State of. Department of Conservation.  California Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources Well Finder. 

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-117.41448/34.56284/14 

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-117.41448/34.56284/14


INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 3 ● ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 80 

3.13 NOISE 

3.13.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project result in the generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 

ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project excess of standards established in the local 

general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? ● Less than 

Significant Impact.   

Noise levels may be described using a number of methods designed to evaluate the "loudness" of a 

particular noise.  The most commonly used unit for measuring the level of sound is the decibel (dB). 

Zero on the decibel scale represents the lowest limit of sound that can be heard by humans.  The 

eardrum may rupture at 140 dB.  In general, an increase of between 3.o dB and 5.o dB in the ambient 

noise level is considered to represent the threshold for human sensitivity.  In other words, increases in 

ambient noise levels of 3.0 dB or less are not generally perceptible to persons with average hearing 

abilities.88  Noise levels may be expressed as dBA where an “A” weighting has been incorporated into 

the measurement metric to account for increased human sensitivity to noise.  The A-weighted 

measurements correlate well with the perceived nose levels at lower frequencies.  Noise levels that are 

associated with common, everyday activities are illustrated in Exhibit 3-4.   

Noise may be generated from a point source, such as machinery, or from a line source, such as a 

roadway segment containing moving vehicles.  Because the area of the sound wave increases as the 

sound gets further and further from the source, less energy strikes any given point over the surface area 

of the wave.  This phenomenon is known as “spreading loss.”  Due to spreading loss, noise attenuates 

(decreases) with distance.  Stationary, or point, noise subject to spreading loss experiences a 6.0 dBA 

reduction for every doubling of the distance beginning with the initial 50-foot distance.89  Noise 

emanating from travelling vehicles, also referred to as a line source, decreases by approximately 3.0 

dBA 50 feet from a source over a hard, unobstructed surface such as asphalt, and by approximately 4.5 

dBA over a soft surface, such as vegetation.  For every doubling of distance thereafter, noise levels drop 

another 3.0 dBA over a hard surface and 4.5 dBA over a soft surface.90  The ambient noise environment 

within the project area is dominated by traffic noise emanating from Carmenita Road.   

An Extech Digital Sound Meter was used to conduct the noise measurements.  The meter was 

performed using a slow response setting, with an “A” weighting.  The meter’s height above the ground 

surface was five feet.  A series of 100 discrete noise measurements were recorded along the east side of 

Carmenita Road.  The duration of each measurement period was 15 minutes.  The results of the survey 

are summarized in Table 3-15.   

  

                                                           
88  Bugliarello, et. al., The Impact of Noise Pollution, Chapter 127, 1975. 
 
89 United States Department of Transportation – Federal Highway Administration. Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 

Assessment Manual. Report dated September 2018.  
 
90 Ibid. 
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EXHIBIT 3-4 
TYPICAL NOISE SOURCES AND LOUDNESS SCALE  

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning 
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 The measurements were taken on a Thursday morning at 10:00 AM.  The median ambient noise level 

(L50) was 73.1 dBA at the measurement location.  The L50 represents the noise level that is exceeded 

50% of the time (half the time the noise level exceeds this level and half the time the noise level is less 

than this level).  As shown in Table 3-15, the average ambient noise level was 73.3 dBA.   

Table 3-15 
Noise Measurement Results 

Noise Metric Noise Level (dBA)  

Lmax (Maximum Noise Level) 82.9 dBA 

L99 (Noise levels <99% of time) 81.2 dBA 

L90 (Noise levels <90% of time) 78.0 dBA 

L75 (Noise levels <75% of time) 75.9 dBA 

L50 (Noise levels <50% of time) 73.1 dBA 

Lmin (Minimum Noise Level) 68.0 dBA 

Average Noise Level 73.3 dBA 

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. 

Construction  

The project’s construction noise levels were estimated using the Federal Highway Administration’s 

(FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model Version 1.1.  The pieces and number of equipment that 

will be utilized was taken from the CalEEMod worksheets prepared for this project and include one 

excavator, one grader, one dozer, three backhoes, three front end loaders and three tractors.  The 

construction noise modeling was performed for the grading phase and the type and number of 

equipment that will be used was chosen from the CalEEMod program.  The pieces of equipment that 

will be used on-site during the aforementioned phase were distributed throughout the site to give an 

accurate, real-world estimate of construction noise.  As indicated by the model, the project’s 

construction will result in ambient noise levels of up to 61.6 dBA at the nearest sensitive receptor.  

Construction noise will barely be audible since it will be masked by the existing ambient noise 

environment.  According to the City’s Municipal Code, the absolute maximum noise level permitted 

within the M-2 zone is 90 dBA.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than 

significant.   

Operational  

A majority of the project’s operational noise will derive from the idling, loading, and maneuvering of 

trucks on-site.  Trucks at idle produce an average noise level of 70 dBA from a distance of 70 feet from 

the noise source.91  Other sources of operational noise include forklifts, roll-up doors, back-up alarms, 

and employees conversing in the parking or loading areas.  Once operational, the proposed project will 

not expose future employees to excessive noise levels.  According to the City’s Municipal Code, the 

absolute maximum noise level permitted within the M-2 zone is 90 dBA.  The building’s future tenant 

must adhere to the California Occupational Noise Control Standards contained in the California Code 

                                                           
91 Noise measurements collected by Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. July 2019. 
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of Regulations, Title 8, Industrial Relations, Chapter 4.  The California Occupational Noise Control 

Standards outline permissible noise exposure at a workplace, which includes a maximum noise 

exposure level of 90 dBA for more than eight hours in any workday.  Finally, future tenants must 

comply with all Occupation Health and Safety Administration (OSHA) requirements regarding noise 

control.  Adherence to the above-mentioned operational regulations will protect employees from 

excessive noise levels.  

Once operational, noise emanating from trucks traveling to the site as well as from trucks idling on-site 

will not negatively affect the nearby sensitive receptors.  The traffic associated with the proposed 

project will not be great enough to result in a measurable or perceptible increase in traffic noise (it 

typically requires a doubling of traffic volumes to increase the ambient noise levels to 3.0 dBA or 

greater).  The average daily traffic volumes on Carmenita Road are approximately 30,230 vehicles per 

day.  As indicated in the traffic analysis, the proposed project will generate approximately 208 passenger 

car trips and 53 truck trips per day.  All of these vehicle trips will use Carmenita Road to both enter and exit the 

site.  The proposed project’s traffic generation will represent 0.86% of the total existing traffic using Carmenita 

Road, well under the doubling to result in a perceptible increase in traffic noise levels.  As a result, the traffic 

noise impacts are deemed to be less than significant.   

As indicated previously, trucks at idle produce an average noise level of 70 dBA from a distance of 70 

feet from the noise source.  The closest sensitive receptors are located 1,100 feet southwest of the 

project site.  In addition, these sensitive receptors do not possess a line-of-sight with the project site.  

Noise emanating from trucks will be subject to spreading loss, which would reduce noise levels by up to 

16.5 dBA.  Truck noise will be further reduced by the buildings and structures that obstruct the line-of-

sight between the project site and the nearest sensitive receptors.  The building’s shell will result in a 

20 dBA reduction of exterior noise levels.92  Therefore, noise emanating from idling trucks during the 

project’s operation will result in less than significant impacts. 

B. Would the project result in a generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne 

noise levels? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

Buildings located in the vicinity of the construction site respond to these vibrations with varying results 

ranging from no perceptible effects, low rumbling sounds and discernible vibrations at moderate levels, 

and actual building damage at the highest levels.  Ground vibrations associated with construction 

activities using modern construction methods and equipment rarely reach the levels that result in 

damage to nearby buildings though vibration related to construction activities may be discernible in 

areas located near the construction site.  A possible exception is in older buildings where special care 

must be taken to avoid damage.  Table 3-16 summarizes the levels of vibration and the usual effect on 

people and buildings.  The U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) has guidelines for vibration 

levels from construction related to their activities, and recommends that the maximum peak-particle-

velocity (PPV) levels remain below 0.05 inches per second at the nearest structures.  PPV refers to the 

movement within the ground of molecular particles and not surface movement.  Vibration levels above 

                                                           
92 California Department of Transportation. Technical Noise Supplement to the Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol – Table 7-1 

FHWA Building Noise Reduction Factors.  Report dated 2013.  
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0.5 inches per second have the potential to cause architectural damage to normal dwellings.  The U.S. 

DOT also states that vibration levels above 0.015 inches per second (in/sec) are sometimes perceptible 

to people, and the level at which vibration becomes an irritation to people is 0.64 inches per second. 

Table 3-16 
Common Effects of Construction Vibration 

Peak Particle 

Velocity (in/sec) 
Effects on Humans Effects on Buildings 

<0.005 Imperceptible No effect on buildings 

0.005 to 0.015 Barely perceptible  No effect on buildings 

0.02 to 0.05 
Level at which continuous vibrations begin to annoy 

occupants of nearby buildings 
No effect on buildings 

0.1 to 0.5 
Vibrations considered unacceptable for persons 

exposed to continuous or long-term vibration. 

Minimal potential for damage to weak or 

sensitive structures 

0.5 to 1.0 
Vibrations considered bothersome by most 

people, however tolerable if short-term in length 

Threshold at which there is a risk of 

architectural damage to buildings with 

plastered ceilings and walls. Some risk to 

ancient monuments and ruins. 

1.0 to 2.0 Vibrations considered unpleasant by most people. 

U.S. Bureau of Mines data indicates that 

blasting vibration in this range will not 

harm most buildings. Most construction 

vibration limits are in this range. 

>3.0 Vibration is unpleasant 
Potential for architectural damage and 
possible minor structural damage 

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation 

The proposed improvements would be constructed over a shallow foundation that would extend no 

more than three to four feet below ground surface (BGS).  The use of shallow foundations precludes the 

use of pile drivers or any auger type equipment.  As shown in the construction noise model, the 

project’s construction would not require the use of impact producing equipment.  Typical construction 

noise levels are shown in Exhibit 3-5.  Once occupied, the overall increase in ambient noise level would 

not be readily apparent to an individual with normal hearing.   

In addition, the project will not result in the exposure of nearby residents to the generation of excessive 

ground-borne noise due to truck traffic.  The traffic associated with the proposed project will not be 

great enough to result in a measurable or perceptible increase in traffic noise (it typically requires a 

doubling of traffic volumes to increase the ambient noise levels to 3.0 dBA or greater).  The average 

daily traffic volumes on Carmenita Road are approximately 30,230 vehicles per day.  As indicated in 

the traffic analysis, the proposed project will generate approximately 208 passenger car trips and 53 truck 

trips per day.  All of these vehicle trips will use Carmenita Road to both enter and exit the site.  The proposed 

project’s traffic generation will represent 0.86% of the total existing traffic using Carmenita Road, well under the 

doubling to result in a perceptible increase in traffic noise levels.  As a result, the traffic noise impacts 

resulting from the proposed project’s occupancy are deemed to be less than significant.  
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TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS  

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning 
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C. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan, or where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 

would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

● No Impact. 

The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.  Fullerton 

Airport is located approximately 4.23 miles southeast of the project site and the Joint Forces Training 

Base in the City of Los Alamitos is located 7.46 miles south of the project site.93  In addition, the project 

site is not located within the 60 CNEL boundaries for any of the aforementioned airports.  As a result, 

no impacts will occur.   

3.13.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The analysis indicated that the proposed project would not result in any significant adverse noise 

impacts.  As a result, no cumulative noise impacts will occur with the implementation of the proposed 

project. 

3.13.2 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of potential impacts related to noise indicated that no impacts would result from the 

proposed project's approval and subsequent implementation.  As a result, no mitigation measures are 

required. 

  

                                                           
93 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, California.  

http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm.  

http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm
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3.14 POPULATION & HOUSING 

3.14.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for 

example by proposing new homes or businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of 

new homes or infrastructure related to a project)? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

Growth-inducing impacts are generally associated with the provision of urban services to an 

undeveloped or rural area.  Growth-inducing impacts include the following: 

● New development in an area presently undeveloped and economic factors which may 

influence development.  The site is currently occupied by Univar and is located in the midst of 

an industrial area.   

● Extension of roadways and other transportation facilities.  Neither Carmenita Road nor the 

adjacent railroad right-of-way will be expanded under this project.   

● Extension of infrastructure and other improvements.  The project will utilize the existing 

infrastructure, though new utility lines will be installed.  The installation of these new utility 

lines will not lead to subsequent development since these utility lines will serve the site only.   

● Major off-site public projects (treatment plants, etc.).  The project is a proposal to construct a 

148,897 square feet warehouse on a site that is currently occupied by Univar.  The project’s 

increase in demand for utility services can be accommodated without the construction or 

expansion of landfills, water treatment plants, or wastewater treatment plants.   

● The removal of housing requiring replacement housing elsewhere.  The site is occupied by 

Univar and there are no housing units located on-site.    

● Additional population growth leading to increased demand for goods and services.  The 

proposed project is anticipated to add up to 99 new jobs based on a ratio of one employee per 

1,518 square feet of floor area.94  The project Applicant will be required to pay all required 

development impact fees mandated under Chapter 14.36 – Development Impact Fees of the 

City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code.   

● Short-term growth-inducing impacts related to the project’s construction.  The project will 

result in temporary employment during the construction phase.   

The proposed project is an infill development that will utilize existing roadways and infrastructure.  

The new utility lines that will be provided will not extend into undeveloped areas and will not result in 

unplanned growth.  The proposed project is anticipated to add up to 99 new jobs based on a ratio of 

                                                           
94 The Natelson Company, Inc. Employment Density Study Summary Report. October 31, 2001.  
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one employee per 1,518 square feet of floor area.95  According to the Growth Forecast Appendix 

prepared by SCAG for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS, the City of Santa Fe Springs is projected to add a total 

of 7,400 new jobs through the year 2040.96  The projected number of new jobs is well within SCAG’s 

employment projections for the City of Santa Fe Springs.  As a result, less than significant impacts will 

occur.   

B. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? ● No Impact. 

No housing units will be displaced as a result of the proposed project’s implementation.  The site is 

currently occupied by Univar.  Therefore, no impacts will result.   

3.14.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The analysis of potential population and housing impacts indicated that no impacts would result upon 

the proposed project’s implementation.  The two related project sites do not contain any housing units.  

In addition, the two related projects will not involve any residential development.  As a result, no 

cumulative impacts will occur.  

3.14.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of potential population and housing impacts indicated that no significant impacts would 

result from the proposed project's approval and subsequent implementation.  As a result, no mitigation 

is required. 

  

                                                           
95 The Natelson Company, Inc. Employment Density Study Summary Report. October 31, 2001.  
 
96 Southern California Association of Governments.  Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 2016-

2040.  Demographics & Growth Forecast.  April 2016. 
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3.15 PUBLIC SERVICES 

3.15.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project 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: Fire 

protection services; Police protection; Schools; Parks; other Governmental facilities? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

The City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department provides fire prevention and emergency medical services 

within the City.  The department consists of three separate divisions: Operations, Fire Prevention and 

Environmental Protection.  The Operations Division provides fire suppression, emergency medical 

services (EMS), hazardous materials response, and urban search and rescue.  The Fire Prevention 

Division provides plan check, inspections, and public education.  Finally, the Environmental Protection 

Division is responsible for responding to emergencies involving hazardous materials.  The Fire 

Department operates from four stations: Station No. 1 (11300 Greenstone Avenue), Station No. 2 

(8634 Dice Road), Station No. 3 (15517 Carmenita Road), and Station No. 4 (11736 Telegraph Road).   

The first response station to the site is station No. 3, which is located one mile southwest of the project 

site.  The Fire Department currently reviews all new development plans, and future development will 

be required to conform to all fire protection and prevention requirements, including, but not limited 

to, building setbacks and emergency access.  The proposed project would only place an incremental 

demand on fire services since the project will involve the construction of a modern structure that will 

be subject to all pertinent fire and building codes.  Like all development projects within the City, the 

proposed project will undergo review by the City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department to ensure that 

sprinklers, hydrants, fire flow, etc. are adequate in meeting the Department’s requirements.  The 

Department will also review the project’s emergency access and clearance.  Compliance with the 

aforementioned requirement, as well as the pertinent codes and ordinances, would reduce the impacts 

to levels that are less than significant. 

The City of Santa Fe Springs Department of Police Services (DPS) is responsible for management of all 

law enforcement services within the City.  The DPS is staffed by both City personnel and officers from 

the City of Whittier Police Department (WPD) that provide contract law enforcement services to Santa 

Fe Springs.  The police services contract between the two cities provides for a specified number of 

WPD patrolling officers though the DPS has the ability to request an increased level of service.  WPD 

law enforcement personnel assigned to the City includes 35 sworn officers and 6 support personnel.97  

The proposed project would only place an incremental demand on police protection services since the 

project is not anticipated to be an attractor for crime due to the lack of unsecure vacant space.  To 

ensure the proposed project elements adhere to the City’s security requirements, the City of Santa Fe 

Springs Department of Police Services will review the site plan for the proposed project to ensure that 

                                                           
97 City of Whittier.  http://www.cityofwhittier.org/depts/police/sfs/default.asp.  

http://www.cityofwhittier.org/depts/police/sfs/default.asp
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the development adheres to the Department requirements, including, but not limited to, photometric 

plan review.  Adherence to the above-mentioned requirement will reduce potential impacts to levels 

that are less than significant.   

Due to the nature of the proposed project, no direct enrollment impacts regarding school services will 

occur.  The proposed project will not directly increase demand for school services.  Pursuant to SB-50, 

payment of fees to the applicable school district is considered full mitigation for project-related 

impacts.  School fees that will be paid by the developer and as a result, less than significant impacts will 

occur.  Lastly, no new public facilities will be needed since the proposed project will be an industrial 

development that will not result in a direct increase in population and therefore will not create a 

significant need for increased public services.  As a result, no impacts are anticipated.   

3.15.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The future development contemplated as part of the proposed project’s implementation will not result 

in a significant incremental increase in the demand for public services.  As a result, no cumulative 

impacts are anticipated.   

3.15.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant impact on public 

services.  As a result, no mitigation is required.  
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3.16 RECREATION 

3.16.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 

accelerated? ● No Impact. 

Due to the nature of the proposed project, no significant increase in the usage of City parks and 

recreational facilities is anticipated to occur.  The nearest park to the project site is Ramona Park, 

located 0.45 miles to the southwest of the project site.  The nearest City-owned Park is Little Lake Park, 

located 2.60 miles northwest of the project site.  The proposed warehouse development will be 

constructed within the confines of the project site and the proposed project will not physically impact 

the aforementioned parks.  Since the project will not negatively impact any park, no impacts will occur.   

B. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? ● No 

Impact. 

The proposed project is a request to construct a warehouse.  The proposed project will not involve the 

construction of new recreational facilities nor will the project result in a direct demand for park 

facilities.  As a result, no changes in the demand for local parks and recreation facilities are anticipated 

and no impacts are anticipated. 

3.16.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant impact on 

recreational facilities and services.  As a result, no cumulative impacts on recreational facilities would 

result from the proposed project’s implementation.   

3.16.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant impact on 

recreational facilities and services.  As a result, no mitigation is required.  
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3.17 TRANSPORTATION  

3.17.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? ● Less than Significant 

Impact. 

This analysis provides data regarding existing operational characteristics of traffic in the general 

vicinity of the project, as well as an analysis of the proposed project’s impacts to these existing and 

anticipated future traffic conditions.  The report identifies and quantifies the impacts at key 

intersections and attempts to address the most appropriate and reasonable mitigation strategies at any 

impacted intersections which are identified to be operating at a deficient level of service. 

Traffic analysis and level of service (LOS) parameters, such as LOS and intersection performance 

metrics, significant impact thresholds, saturation flow rates for lane groups, and other factors were 

applied in accordance with the City’s currently adopted methods for traffic studies.  The analysis 

methodology is based on the City of Santa Fe Springs’ traffic study criteria, which is derived from the 

requirements and procedures established in the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority’s Congestion Management Program (CMP).  Intersection operating conditions are defined in 

terms of “Level of Service” (LOS), a grading scale used to represent the quality of traffic flow at an 

intersection.  Level of Service ranges from LOS “A,” representing free-flow conditions, to LOS “F,” 

which indicates failing or severely congested traffic flow.  Both the City of Santa Fe Springs and the 

County of Los Angeles CMP recognize LOS “D” as the minimum satisfactory Level of Service during 

peak hour conditions.   

To determine the above peak-hour intersection LOS values for each intersection, the intersection 

capacity utilization (ICU) methodology was used.  ICU methodology calculates the efficiency of an 

intersection to handle certain traffic conditions by summing the volume-to-capacity (V/C) of critical 

east/west and north/south conflicting movement combinations, which are determined from the 

volume and direction of entering traffic, and the capacity and configuration of the approach lanes 

serving this traffic.  The resulting ICU is expressed in terms of the overall V/C of the intersection, and 

adapted to a simplistic grading scale in terms of level of service (LOS), where LOS "A" represents free-

flow activity and LOS "F" represents overcapacity operation.  Classifications of the six levels of service 

for signalized intersections are shown in Table 3-17.98 

 

 

 

                                                           
98 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa Fe 

Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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Table 3-17 
Level of Service Definitions  

Level of 
Service 

V/C Ratio or ICU 
(signalized) 

A 0.00 – 0.60 

B 0.61 – 0.70 

C 0.71 – 0.80 

D 0.81 – 0.90 

E 0.91 – 1.00 

F 1.01 or greater 

Table 3-18, included on the following page, provides a description of each specific level of service grade 

(LOS A through LOS F). 

Table 3-18 
Level of Service Description 

LOS Description 

A 
No approach phase is fully utilized by traffic, and no vehicle waits longer than one red indication.  
Typically, the approach appears quite open, turns are made easily, and nearly all drivers find 
freedom of operation. 

B 
This service level represents stable operation, where an occasional approach phase is fully utilized 
and a substantial number are nearing full use.  Many drivers begin to feel restricted within platoons 
of vehicles. 

C 
This level still represents stable operating conditions.  Occasionally drivers may have to wait 
through more than one red signal indication, and backups may develop behind turning vehicles.  
Most drivers feel somewhat restricted, but not objectionably so. 

D 

This level encompasses a zone of increasing restriction approaching instability at the intersection.  
Delays to approaching vehicles may be substantial during short peaks within the peak period; 
however, enough cycles with lower demand occur to permit periodic clearance of developing queues, 
thus preventing excessive backups. 

E 
Capacity occurs at the upper end of this service level.  It represents the most vehicles that any 
particular intersection approach can accommodate.  Full utilization of every signal cycle is seldom 
attained no matter how great the demand. 

F 

This level describes forced flow operations at low speeds, where volumes exceed capacity.  These 
conditions usually result from queues of vehicles backing up from a restriction downstream.  Speeds 
are reduced substantially, and stoppages may occur for short or long periods of time due to the 
congestion.  In the extreme case, both speed and volume can drop to zero. 

In order to assess future operating conditions both with and without the proposed project, existing 

traffic conditions within the study area were evaluated.  Exhibit 3-6 illustrates the existing circulation 

network within the project area as well as the location of the proposed project. 99    

  

                                                           
99 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa Fe 

Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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EXHIBIT 3-6 
EXISTING CIRCULATION NETWORK 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc. 
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The following paragraphs provide a brief description of the existing roadways which comprise the 

circulation network of the study area, providing the majority of both regional and local access to the 

project. 

● Carmenita Road.  Carmenita Road is a major north-south arterial street with two travel lanes in 

each direction plus a two-way turn lane in the center.  The street is approximately 80 feet wide 

and posted with a speed limit of 45 miles per hour.  Most of the intersections are signalized and 

exclusive left- and right-turn lanes are provided at major intersections.  On-street parking is 

prohibited along the sides of the street. The intersection of Carmenita Road and Rosecrans 

Avenue, as well as Carmenita Road Imperial Highway are signalized.  Parking is permitted 

along the sides of the street.  The average daily volume on Carmenita Road is approximately 

30,230 vehicles per day (assuming PM peak hour volume counted on Carmenita Road 

represents approximately 10% of its average daily traffic volume). 

● Rosecrans Avenue.  Rosecrans Avenue is a major east-west arterial street with two travel lanes 

in each direction.  The street is approximately 76 feet wide and posted with a speed limit of 45 

miles per hour.  Directional travels are separated by a two-way turn lane in the center of the 

street.  Most of the intersections are signalized and exclusive left- and right-turn lanes are 

provided at major intersections.  On-street parking is prohibited along the sides of the street. 

The intersection of Rosecrans Avenue at Carmenita Road as well as Marquardt Avenue and at 

Valley View Avenue are signalized.  The average daily volume on Rosecrans Avenue is 

approximately 25,720 vehicles per day (assuming PM peak hour volume counted on Rosecrans 

Avenue represents approximately 10% of its average daily traffic volume). 

● Imperial Highway.  Imperial Highway is a major east-west arterial street with three travel 

lanes in each direction.  The street is approximately 80 feet wide and posted with a speed limit 

of 45 miles per hour.  Most of the intersections are signalized and exclusive left- and right-turn 

lanes are provided at major intersections. Directional travels are separated by a raised median 

island along the center of the street.  The intersection of Imperial Highway at Carmenita 

Avenue is signalized.  Parking is not permitted along the sides of the street.  The average daily 

volume on Imperial Highway is approximately 24,670 vehicles per day (assuming PM peak 

hour volume counted on Imperial Highway represents approximately 10% of its average daily 

traffic volume).100 

For the purpose of evaluating existing operating conditions as well as future operating conditions with 

and without the proposed project, the study area was carefully selected in accordance with local traffic 

study guidelines. Manual turning movement counts for the selected intersections were collected in the 

field for the morning and evening peak periods during the month of August 2019. The intersections were 

counted during the peak hours of 7:00 to 9:00 AM and 4:00 to 6:00 PM on a typical weekday (Tuesday, 

Wednesday or Thursday) in a non-holiday school week.  

 

                                                           
100 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 

Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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It was determined that the following 6 (six) key intersections would be analyzed in the study: 

 Carmenita Road and I-5 Northbound Off/On-Ramps (Signalized); 

 Carmenita Road and I-5 Southbound Off/On-Ramps (Signalized); 

 Carmenita Road and Rosecrans Avenue (Signalized); 

 Carmenita Road and Foster Road (Signalized); 

 Carmenita Road and Imperial Highway (Signalized); 

 Rosecrans Avenue and Marquardt Avenue (Signalized); and, 

 Rosecrans Avenue and Valley View Avenue (Signalized).101 

Existing lane configurations at the key intersections are shown in Exhibit 3-7.  Existing turning 

movement counts for AM and PM peak hour conditions are shown in Exhibit 3-8.  Table 3-19 presents 

existing condition intersection level of service (LOS) analysis summary. Detailed calculations relating to 

the study intersections are included in the Technical Appendix of this report.  Based on the results of 

this analysis, 4 of the 7 study intersections are operating at an acceptable level of service (i.e., LOS D or 

better) during the AM and PM peak hours under existing 2019 traffic conditions. The intersections of 

Carmenita Road and Rosecrans Avenue, Carmenita Road and Imperial Highway, and Rosecrans Avenue 

and Valley View Avenue are operating at a deficient level (i.e., LOS E) during the PM peak hours, as 

shown in Table 3-19. 

Table 3-19 

Existing Conditions (2019) Level of Service Summary 

Intersection Peak Hour 
Existing Conditions 

Level of 
Service (LOS) 

Volume to 
Capacity (V/C) 

1. Carmenita Rd and I-5 N/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.825 

PM C 0.765 

2. Carmenita Rd and I-5 S/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM B  0.694 

PM C 0.730 

3. Carmenita Rd and Rosecrans Ave  

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.878 

PM E 0.972 

4. Carmenita Rd and Foster Rd  

(Signalized) 

AM C 0.772 

PM B 0.678 

5. Carmenita Rd and Imperial Hwy  

(Signalized) 

AM E 0.972 

PM E 0.959 

6. Rosecrans Ave and Marquardt Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM A 0.486 

PM A 0.514 

7. Rosecrans Ave and Valley View Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM E 0.911 

PM D 0.897 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc.   

                                                           
101 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 

Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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EXHIBIT 3-7 
EXISTING LANE CONFIGURATION AT KEY INTERSECTIONS 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc. 
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EXHIBIT 3-8 
EXISTING 2019 TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT KEY INTERSECTIONS 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc. 
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A 1.0 percent per year annual traffic growth rate was applied to existing traffic volumes to create a 2021 

base condition (i.e., a factor of 1.02 was applied to 2019 volumes to obtain 2021 base traffic volumes 

due to ambient growth).  This annual traffic growth rate accounts for the population growth within the 

study area and traffic from any other minor projects to be developed in the study area.  Per City’s 

records, there are two other related projects located within the one and one- half mile radius of the 

project that will contribute to cumulative traffic volumes with the development of this project.  The 

locations of these related projects are shown in Exhibit 3-9 included in the traffic study (refer to 

Appendix E).102 

Trip generation estimates for these related projects were developed by using nationally recognized and 

recommended rates contained in “Trip Generation” manual, 10th Edition, published by the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers (ITE).  ITE also provides information on percentage of truck traffic associated 

with warehouse/storage land use.  For warehouse uses, vehicle trips were calculated in terms of 

passenger car equivalents (PCE) by using vehicle mix percentages provided for warehouse uses in the 

City of Fontana’s “Truck Trip Generation Study”, August 2003.  A truck trip is generally equivalent to 2 

or 3 passenger car trips depending on the type of trucks.  Accordingly, a 2.0 factor was applied to the 

number of 2-axle and 3-axle truck trips and a 3.0 factor was applied to the number of 4+-axle truck 

trips to estimate passenger car equivalent (PCE) trips generated by the trucks.103 

Table 4 of the Traffic Study (refer to Appendix E) shows a summary of trip generation estimates for the 

related projects.  It is estimated that the related projects will generate approximately 2,054 PCE trips 

per average day (1,027 inbound and 1,027 outbound). The trip generation for the related projects are 

shown in Table 4 included in the Traffic Study (refer to Appendix E).  The average weekday net new 

peak hour trips will be approximately 209 PCE trips during the AM peak hour (107 inbound and 102 

outbound), and 226 PCE trips during the PM peak hour (111 inbound and 115 outbound).  Exhibit 3-9 

also shows related projects’ trips distributed at the study intersections.104 

The projected peak hour traffic volumes from these projects were added to existing traffic volumes with 

ambient growth at the study intersections to represent a 2021 pre-project traffic condition for the AM 

and PM peak hours.  Exhibit 3-10 shows future 2021 pre-project traffic volumes at the study 

intersections.  This pre-project traffic condition was evaluated using the Intersection Capacity 

Utilization (ICU) method of level of service (LOS) analysis for signalized intersections.  The LOS and 

V/C ratios for the study intersections under 2021 pre-project conditions (without project) are shown in 

Table 3-20.  Detailed calculations relating to the study intersections are included in the Technical 

Appendix of the Traffic Study.105 

 

                                                           
102 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 

Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
 
103 Ibid. 
 
104 Ibid. 
 
105 Ibid. 
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EXHIBIT 3-9 

RELATED PROJECT LOCATIONS AND DISTRIBUTION OF TRIPS 
SOURCE: CROWN CITY ENGINEERS, INC. 



INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 3 ● ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 101 

 

 

  

EXHIBIT 3-10 
FUTURE 2021 PRE-PROJECT TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc. 
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Table 3-20 

Future Year (2021) Pre-Project Conditions without Level of Service Summary 

Intersection Peak Hour 
Future Pre-Project Conditions 

Level of 
Service (LOS) 

Volume to 
Capacity (V/C) 

1. Carmenita Rd and I-5 N/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.841 

PM C 0.781 

2. Carmenita Rd and I-5 S/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM C  0.710 

PM C 0.747 

3. Carmenita Rd and Rosecrans Ave  

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.901 

PM E 0.998 

4. Carmenita Rd and Foster Rd  

(Signalized) 

AM C 0.789 

PM B 0.693 

5. Carmenita Rd and Imperial Hwy  

(Signalized) 

AM E 0.995 

PM E 0.982 

6. Rosecrans Ave and Marquardt Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM A 0.506 

PM A 0.541 

7. Rosecrans Ave and Valley View Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM E 0.939 

PM E 0.923 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc.   

As the results indicate, 4 of the 7 study intersections will continue to operate at an acceptable level of 

service (i.e., LOS D or better) during the AM and PM peak hours under future cumulative traffic 

conditions without the project.  The intersections of Carmenita Road and Rosecrans Avenue, 

Carmenita Road and Imperial Highway, and Rosecrans Avenue and Valley View Avenue will continue 

to be operating at a deficient level (i.e., LOS E) during the PM peak hours.106 

In order to evaluate future traffic conditions with the proposed project, trip generation estimates were 

developed for the project. Trip generation rates for the project are based on the nationally recognized 

recommendations contained in “Trip Generation” manual, 10th edition, published by the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers (ITE).  ITE also provides information on percentage of truck traffic 

associated with warehouse/storage land use.  The vehicle-mix percentages provided for heavy 

warehouse use in the City of Fontana’s “Truck Trip Generation Study”, August 2003, were used to 

determine the number of various types of truck trips to be generated.  A truck trip is generally 

equivalent to 2 or 3 passenger car trips depending on the type of trucks.  Accordingly, a 2.0 factor was 

applied to the number of 2-axle and 3-axle truck trips and a 3.0 factor was applied to the number of 4+-

axle truck trips to estimate passenger car equivalent (PCE) trips generated by the trucks. 

 

                                                           
106 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 
Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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Table 3-21 shows a summary of trip generation estimates for the project.  It should be noted that no 

credit was taken for existing uses at the project site.  It is estimated that the project will generate 

approximately 208 passenger trips and 53 truck trips per day, which is equivalent to 346 new one-way PCE 

trips per average day (173 inbound and 173 outbound).  The average weekday new peak hour PCE trips 

will be approximately 34 trips during the AM peak hour (26 inbound and 8 outbound), and 39 trips 

during the PM peak hour (9 inbound and 30 outbound).107 

Table 3-21 

Proposed Project’s Trip Generation 

ITE 
Code/ Land 

Use 

Size & 
Unit 

Trip Generation Rate1 Average Traffic Volume 

Daily 
Total 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
Daily 
Total 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Total %IN %OUT Total %IN %OUT IN OUT Total IN OUT Total 

Total Vehicle Trip Generation 

150 
Ware- house 

150.548 
KSF 

1.74 0.17 77% 23% 0.19 27% 73% 226 20 6 26 8 21 29 

Vehicle Mix2 and Passenger Car Equivalent (PCE) Trips 

Vehicle Mix Trip % 

Vehicle Trips PCE trips 

Daily 
Total 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Daily 
Total 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

IN OUT Total IN OUT Total IN OUT Total IN OUT Total 

Car 
(PCE=1.0) 

79.57% 208 16 5 21 6 17 23 208 16 5 21 6 17 23 

2-axle Truck 
(PCE=2.0) 

3.46% 9 1 0 1 0 1 1 18 2 0 2 0 2 2 

3-axle Truck 
(PCE=2.0) 

4.64% 12 1 0 1 0 1 1 24 2 0 2 0 2 2 

4+-axle Truck 
(PCE=3.0) 

12.33% 32 2 1 3 1 3 4 96 6 3 9 3 9 12 

TOTAL TRIPS IN PCE: 346 26 8 34 9 30 39 

Note: All trip rates are average rates per Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)’s publication manual “Trip 

Generation”, 10th Edition, 2017. 
1 Trip rates for Warehouse (ITE Code 150) from Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), "Trip 

Generation” manual, 10th Edition, 2017 
2 Vehicle mix percentages for Heavy Warehouse (ITE Code 150) from the City of Fontana, "Truck 
Trip Generation Study", August 2003 

The 2019 cumulative post-project traffic volumes were estimated by adding project related traffic 

volumes to the 2021 pre-project traffic volumes with 1.0% per year ambient growth and related project 

traffic.  Exhibit 3-11 shows Year 2021 post-project cumulative volumes for AM and PM peak hours.  

Year 2021 post-project cumulative (i.e., existing plus ambient traffic plus related project plus project 

traffic) conditions were evaluated using the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method of level of 

service (LOS) analysis for signalized intersections.  The LOS and V/C ratios for the study intersections 

under 2021 post-project cumulative conditions (with project) are summarized in Table 3-21.  Detailed 

calculations relating to the study intersections are included in the Technical Appendix of this report. 

                                                           
107 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 

Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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EXHIBIT 3-11 
FUTURE 2021 POST PROJECT CUMULATVE TRAFFIC VOLUMES  

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc. 
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The results indicate that, 4 of the 7 study intersections will continue to operate at an acceptable level of 

service (i.e., LOS D or better) during the AM and PM peak hours under future cumulative traffic conditions 

with the project. The intersections of Carmenita Road and Rosecrans Avenue, Carmenita Road and 

Imperial Highway, and Rosecrans Avenue and Valley View Avenue will be operating at a deficient level 

(i.e., LOS E) during the PM peak hours.108 

Table 3-22 

Future Year (2021) with Project Conditions Level of Service Summary 

Intersection Peak Hour 
Future with Project Conditions 

Level of 
Service (LOS) 

Volume to 
Capacity (V/C) 

1. Carmenita Rd and I-5 N/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.844 

PM C 0.782 

2. Carmenita Rd and I-5 S/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM C  0.711 

PM C 0.749 

3. Carmenita Rd and Rosecrans Ave  

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.904 

PM E 1.004 

4. Carmenita Rd and Foster Rd  

(Signalized) 

AM C 0.791 

PM B 0.694 

5. Carmenita Rd and Imperial Hwy  

(Signalized) 

AM E 0.998 

PM E 0.985 

6. Rosecrans Ave and Marquardt Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM A 0.507 

PM A 0.541 

7. Rosecrans Ave and Valley View Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM E 0.940 

PM E 0.924 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc.   

As previously indicated, 4 of the 7 study intersections will continue to operate at an acceptable level of 

service (i.e., LOS D or better) during the AM and PM peak hours under future cumulative traffic 

conditions with the project.  The intersections of Carmenita Road and Rosecrans Avenue, Carmenita 

Road and Imperial Highway, and Rosecrans Avenue and Valley View Avenue will be operating at a 

deficient level (i.e., LOS E)  during the PM peak hours. 

The project’s off-site traffic impact would not be considered significant at any of these intersections 

based on volume to capacity ratio and level of service expected after the project.  A project’s impact on 

the circulation system is determined by comparing the level of service (LOS) and V/C ratios at key 

intersections under the future pre-project conditions and future post-project conditions.  A LOS level D 

or better is acceptable for urban area intersections.  A level of service worse than D (i.e., LOS E or F) is 

considered deficient and unacceptable.  A project’s traffic impact is determined to be significant if the 

increase in V/C ratio is 0.04 or more at LOS C, or 0.02 or more at LOS D, or 0.01 or more at LOS E and 

F.   

                                                           
108 Crown City Engineers, Inc.  Traffic Impact Study [for the] SFS Bridge Univar Development, 13900 Carmenita Road. Santa 

Fe Springs, California.  October 14, 2019. 
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The LOS, V/C ratio (or ICU) for the study intersections under 2021 cumulative conditions (with project 

as well as without project) are summarized in Table 3-23 to compare the project’s traffic impact at key 

intersections.  The increase in V/C ratio by project traffic would not exceed the significance thresholds 

of project-related impacts.  Therefore, the project is not expected to significantly impact traffic 

conditions at any of the key intersections in the vicinity.  Since the project’s traffic impacts would not 

be significant at any of the off-site intersections, no off-site mitigation measures would be necessary for 

the development of this project. 

Table 3-23 

Future (2021) Level of Service Summary with and without Project 

Intersection Peak Hour 

Future 2021 Conditions 
Increase 
in V/C by 
Project 

Without Project With Project 

LOS V/C LOS V/C 

1. Carmenita Rd and I-5 N/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.841 D 0.844 0.003 

PM C 0.781 C 0.782 0.001 

2. Carmenita Rd and I-5 S/B Off/On-Ramps 

(Signalized) 

AM C 0.710 C 0.711 0.001 

PM C 0.747 C 0.749 0.002 

3. Carmenita Rd and Rosecrans Ave  

(Signalized) 

AM D 0.901 D 0.904 0.003 

PM E 0.998 E 1.004 0.006 

4. Carmenita Rd and Foster Rd  

(Signalized) 

AM C 0.789 C 0.791 0.002 

PM B 0.693 B 0.694 0.001 

5. Carmenita Rd and Imperial Hwy  

(Signalized) 

AM E 0.995 E 0.998 0.003 

PM E 0.982 E 0.985 0.003 

6. Rosecrans Ave and Marquardt Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM A 0.506 A 0.507 0.001 

PM A 0.541 A 0.541 0.000 

7. Rosecrans Ave and Valley View Ave  
(Signalized) 

AM E 0.939 E 0.940 0.001 

PM E 0.923 E 0.924 0.001 

Source: Crown City Engineers, Inc.   

It is importation to note that Table 3-23 compares the potential project’s level of service impacts on the 

seven study intersection for the project’s build-out year (2021) both with and without the proposed 

project’s anticipated traffic.  Comparing the potential project’s level of service impacts to the existing 

(2019) condition is not meaningful since some growth background traffic will be expected to occur 

between 2019 and 2021.  A 1.0 percent per year annual traffic growth rate was applied to existing traffic 

volumes to create a 2021 base condition (i.e., a factor of 1.02 was  applied to 2019 volumes to obtain 

2021 base traffic volumes due to ambient growth).  This annual traffic growth rate accounts for the 

population growth within the study area and traffic from any other minor projects to be developed in 

the study area.  Based on the results of the traffic impact analysis, the proposed Bridge Univar 

Industrial Warehouse project would not significantly impact any of the key intersections analyzed in the 

surrounding roadway system.  
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B. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.3 subdivision (b)? ● 

Less than Significant Impact. 

Section 15064.3 (b) of the CEQA Guidelines codifies the transition from Level of Service (LOS) to 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as a metric for transportation impact analysis.  This section was added to 

the CEQA Guidelines as a part of other modifications and finalized by the California Natural Resources 

Agency in late 2018.  Section 15064.3 does not become applicable statewide until July 1, 2020.  Until 

that time, pursuant to Section 15064.3(c), agencies are not required to use VMT as the basis for 

evaluation of traffic impacts or may elect to use Section 15064.3 immediately.  The City of Santa Fe 

Springs has not yet adopted a VMT methodology to address this updated Appendix G Checklist 

Question.  Thus, at this time, traffic analyses within the City continue to be based on LOS to evaluate 

traffic impacts of a project (consistent with Checklist Question XVII.b of the CEQA Guidelines prior to 

the latest update).  

C. Would the project substantially increases hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

Access to the project site will be provided by two driveway connections located along the east side of 

Carmenita Road.  These driveways will have sufficient curb-to-curb width to accommodate pedestrian 

vehicles as well as large trucks.  In addition, adequate gap time is available for cars and trucks entering 

or exiting the project site.  Lastly, the proposed project is industrial in nature and the project’s 

operation will not result in land use conflicts or the use of incompatible equipment on the adjacent 

roadways since the project will consist of a warehouse.  As a result, less than significant impacts will 

occur.   

D. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? ● No Impact. 

The project would not affect emergency access to any adjacent parcels.  At no time will any local streets 

or parcels be closed to traffic.  As a result, the proposed project’s implementation will not result in any 

impacts.   

3.17.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The future development contemplated as part of the proposed project’s implementation will not result 

in significant increased traffic generation in the area.  There are two related projects located within one 

and one-half mile from the project site.  The two related project are located near the northeast corner of 

Rosecrans Avenue and Carmenita Road approximately 400 feet south of the project site.  These two 

related projects include a 42,595 square foot warehouse, located at 14114 Carmenita Road, and a 3,453 

square foot convenience store, gasoline station, and carwash, located at 14317 Rosecrans Avenue.   

The cumulative impacts identified through the traffic study will be reduced to a less than significant 

impact after mitigation measures are implemented.  The Traffic Study (refer to Appendix E) shows a 

summary of trip generation estimates for the related projects.  It is estimated that the related projects 
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will generate approximately 2,054 PCE trips per average day (1,027 inbound and 1,027 outbound). The 

average weekday net new peak hour trips will be approximately 209 PCE trips during the AM peak hour 

(107 inbound and 102 outbound), and 226 PCE trips during the PM peak hour (111 inbound and 115 

outbound).  Exhibit 3-9 included in the previous section shows the related projects’ trips distributed at 

the study intersections.109 

3.17.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The project is not expected to significantly impact traffic conditions at any of the key intersections in 

the vicinity.  Since the project’s traffic impacts would not be significant at any of the off-site 

intersections, no off-site mitigation measures would be necessary for the development of this project. 

 

  

                                                           
109 Ibid. 
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3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

3.18.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 

landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred 

place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe, and that is: listed or 

eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or a resource 

determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be 

significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1 

In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the 

lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American 

Tribe? ● Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. 

A Tribal Resource is defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 and includes the following: 

● Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a 

California Native American tribe that are either of the following: included or determined to be 

eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local 

register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1. 

● A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1.  In 

applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this 

paragraph, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native 

American tribe. 

● A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (a) is a tribal cultural resource to the 

extent that the landscape is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the 

landscape. 

● A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined 

in subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a “non-unique archaeological resource” as defined in 

subdivision (h) of Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms with the 

criteria of subdivision (a). 

The project site is located within an urbanized area of the City that has been disturbed due to past 

development and there is a limited likelihood that artifacts will be encountered.  The grading and 

excavation will involve the clearance of the site, shallow excavation, and the installation of the new 

building footings and utility connections.  In addition, the project area is not located within an area 

that is typically associated with habitation sites, foraging areas, ceremonial sites, or burials.   
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Mitigation was received as part of the AB-52 process.  Under AB-52, the lead agency is required to 

engage in consultation with various tribes who request AB-52 consultation.  Formal requests for 

consultation were sent out to various local tribes for the mandatory 30-day review period.  As of August 

28 2019, only one tribe has responded.  The project site is located within the cultural area that was 

formerly occupied by the Gabrieleño-Kizh.  Although the project area has been subject to disturbance 

to accommodate the existing buildings, the Gabrieleño-Kizh indicated that the project site is situated in 

an area of high archaeological significance.  As a result, the following mitigation is required: 

● The project Applicant shall obtain the services of a qualified Native American Monitor(s) 

during construction-related ground disturbance activities.  Ground disturbance is defined by 

the Tribal Representatives from the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians, Kizh Nation as 

activities that include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot-holing or auguring, 

boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the project area.  The monitor(s) must be 

approved by the tribal representatives and must be present on-site during the construction 

phases that involve any ground-disturbing activities.   

Title 14; Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQA will apply in terms of the identification of 

significant archaeological resources and their salvage.  Adherence to the above-mentioned mitigation 

will reduce potential impacts to levels that are less than significant. 

3.18.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The future development contemplated as part of the proposed project’s implementation will be subject 

to mitigation recommended by the Gabrieleño-Kizh as a means to address potential impacts to tribal 

resources.  This mitigation will also be applicable to the two related project sites.  As a result, no 

cumulative impacts on tribal resources are anticipated.     

3.18.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis concluded that the following mitigation would be required.  

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Tribal Cultural Resources).  The project Applicant shall obtain the 

services of a qualified Native American Monitor(s) during construction-related ground 

disturbance activities.  Ground disturbance is defined by the Tribal Representatives from the 

Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians, Kizh Nation as activities that include, but are not limited to, 

pavement removal, pot-holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the 

project area.  The monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal representatives and must be present 

on-site during the construction phases that involve any ground-disturbing activities.   
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3.19 UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS 

3.19.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 

or wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 

telecommunications facilities or relocation of which could cause significant environmental 

impacts? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The project site is presently occupied by Univar.  There are no existing water or wastewater treatment 

plants, electric power plants, telecommunications facilities, natural gas facilities, or stormwater 

drainage infrastructure located on-site.  Therefore, the project’s implementation will not require the 

relocation of any of the aforementioned facilities.  In addition, the increase in demand for waste 

disposal, water, and wastewater treatment services can be adequately handled and no expansion of 

these services is required (refer to the following subsections).  As a result, the potential impacts are 

considered to be less than significant.    

B. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and the reasonably 

foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

According to the City’s Urban Water Management Plan, the City of Santa Fe Springs Water System has 

approximately 6,015 service connections through a pipeline network of approximately 108 miles.  The 

large industrial makeup of the City creates high daytime water demands and low nighttime water 

demands.  The City’s potable water system is supplied by one water well, two MWD connections, and 

two 4-million gallon reservoirs each with its own booster pumping station.110  The City’s Urban Water 

Management Plan indicates that the City will have an adequate supply of water to meet projected 

demand through the year 2040.  The report also states that the City will have an adequate supply of 

water to meet the project demand during a single dry year as well as multiple dry years.111 

Water in the local area is supplied by the Santa Fe Springs Water Utility Authority (SFSWUA).  Water 

is derived from two sources: groundwater and surface water.  The SFSWUA pumps groundwater from 

the local well and disinfects this water with chlorine before distributing it to customers.  SFSWUA also 

obtains treated and disinfected groundwater through the City of Whittier from eight active deep wells 

located in the Whittier Narrows area.  In addition, SFSWUA receives treated groundwater from the 

Central Basin Water Quality Protection Program facility located in the Central Basin, through the City 

of Whittier.  Lastly, the SFSWUA also receives Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s 

(MWD) filtered and disinfected surface water, which is a blend of water from both the Colorado River 

and the State Water Project in Northern California.  As indicated in Table 3-24, the proposed project is 

projected to consume approximately 6,373 gallons of water on a daily basis.  At peak demand, the 

                                                           
110 Stetson Engineers, Inc. City of Santa Fe Springs, 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. May 2017.   
 
111 Ibid (refer to Tables 7-2, 7-3, and 7-4) of the Urban Water Management Plan. 
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existing Univar facility would consume 13,078 gallons of water on a daily basis.  As shown in the table, 

the project will consume 6,705 gallons less per day than the existing use.   

The project will connect to an existing water line located along Carmenita Road.  The existing water 

supply facilities and infrastructure will be able accommodate this additional demand.  In addition, the 

warehouse will be equipped with water efficient fixtures and drought tolerant landscaping will be 

planted throughout the project site.  As a result, the impacts are considered to be less than significant.  

C. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves 

or may serve the project that it has inadequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand 

in addition to the provider's existing commitments? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The City of Santa Fe Springs is located within the service area of the Sanitation District 18 of Los 

Angeles County.  The nearest wastewater treatment plant to Santa Fe Springs is the Los Coyotes Water 

Reclamation Plant (WRP) located in Cerritos.  The Los Coyotes WRP is located at 16515 Piuma Avenue 

in the City of Cerritos and occupies 34 acres at the northwest junction of the San Gabriel River (I-605) 

and the Artesia (SR-91) Freeways.  The plant was placed in operation on May 25, 1970, and initially 

had a capacity of 12.5 million gallons per day and consisted of primary treatment and secondary 

treatment with activated sludge.  The Los Coyotes WRP provides primary, secondary, and tertiary 

treatment for 37.5 million gallons of wastewater per day. The Los Coyotes Water Reclamation Plant 

(WRP) currently produces an average recycled water flow of 20.8 million gallons per day (mgd).  The 

plant serves a population of approximately 370,000 people.  Over five million gallons per day of the 

reclaimed water is reused at over 270 reuse sites.  Reuse includes landscape irrigation of schools, golf 

courses, parks, nurseries, and greenbelts; and industrial use at local companies for carpet dying and 

concrete mixing.  The remainder of the effluent is discharged to the San Gabriel River.   

Table 3-25 indicates the future wastewater generation in gallons per day.  According to Table 3-25, the 

proposed project is expected to generate approximately 4,811 gallons of sewage per day, which is well 

within the daily average totals for the Los Coyotes WRP.  At peak demand, the existing Univar facility 

would generate 10,445 gallons of sewage on a daily basis.  As shown in the table, the project will 

produce 5,634 gallons less per day than the existing use.   

Table 3-24 
Water Consumption (gals/day) 

Use Unit Factor Generation 

Previous Use 

Chemical Laboratory (Commercial) 41,783 sq.ft. 313 gallons/1,000 sq.ft./day 13,078 gals/day 

Proposed Project 

Warehouse 140,548  sq. ft. 24 gallons/1,000 sq. ft./day 3,373 gals/day 

Office 
10,000 sq. ft. 

0.30 gallons/day/sq. ft. 3,000 gals/day 

Proposed Project Total 6,373 gals/day 

Net Difference    6,705 gals/day 

Source: City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
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The project will connect to an existing sewer located along Carmenita Road.  The existing collection 

and treatment facilities have capacity to accommodate the projected flows.  In addition, the new 

plumbing fixtures that will be installed will consist of water conserving fixtures as is required by the 

current City Code requirements, no new or expanded sewage, and/or water treatment facilities will be 

required to accommodate the proposed project.  It should be noted that the Districts are empowered 

by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the privilege of connecting (directly 

or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System for increasing the strength or quantity of wastewater 

discharged from connected facilities.  This connection fee is a capital facilities fee that is imposed 

in an amount sufficient to construct an incremental expansion of the Sewerage System to 

accommodate the proposed project.  Payment of a connection fee will be required before a permit to 

connect to the sewer is issued.  In determining the impact to the Sewerage System and applicable 

connection fees, the Districts' Chief Engineer and General Manager will determine the user category 

(e.g. Condominium, Single-Family home, etc.) that best represents the actual or anticipated use of 

the parcel or facilities on the parcel.  As a result, the impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

D. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards or in excess of the 

capacity of local infrastructure? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The Sanitation Districts operate a comprehensive solid waste management system serving the needs of 

a large portion of Los Angeles County.  This system includes sanitary landfills, recycling centers, 

materials recovery/transfer facilities, and energy recovery facilities.  The two operational sites are the 

Calabasas Landfill, located near the City of Agoura Hills, and the Scholl Canyon Landfill, located in the 

City of Glendale.  The Sanitation Districts continue to maintain environmental control systems at the 

other closed landfills, which include the Spadra, Palos Verdes, and Mission Canyon landfills.  Waste 

may also be transported to the Olinda Alpha landfill (the Puente Landfill is now closed).  The Olinda 

Alpha landfill accepts up to 8,000 tons of solid waste on a daily basis and processes an average of 5,322 

tons of waste per day.112  Additionally, the nearby Puente Hills Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 

                                                           
112 Solid Waste Association of North America (SWANA). SWANA 2014 Landfill Management Excellence Award for Olinda Alpha 

Table 3-25 
Future Wastewater Generation (gals/day) 

Use Unit Factor Generation 

Previous Use 

Chemical Laboratory (Commercial) 41,783 sq.ft. 250 gallons/1,000 sq.ft./day 10,445 gals/day 

Proposed Project 

Warehouse 140,548  sq. ft. 20 gallons/1,000 sq. ft./day 2,811 gals/day 

Office 10,000 sq. ft. 0.20 gallons/day/sq. ft. 2,000 gals/day 

Proposed Project Total 4,811 gals/day 

Net Difference    5,634 gals/day 

Source: City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
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Facility (MRF) is able to accept 4,440 tons per day of solid waste.  Waste may also be transferred to the 

Downey Area Recycling and Transfer Facility, the South Gate Transfer Station, and the Southeast 

Resource and recovery facility.  Operational waste that cannot be recycled or taken to area landfills can 

be transported to other permitted disposal facilities.   

The proposed project is anticipated to generate approximately 963 pounds per day of solid waste (refer 

to Table 3-26 below).  At peak demand, the existing Univar facility would generate 250 pounds of solid 

waste on a daily basis.  As shown in the table, the project will produce 713 pounds more per day than 

the existing use.  Nevertheless, the aforementioned landfills and MRFs will be able to accommodate the 

increase in demand.  As a result, less than significant impacts will occur.   

E. Would the project negatively impact the provision of solid waste services or impair the 

attainment of solid waste reduction goals? ● No Impact. 

Santa Fe Springs City Ordinance Number 914 requires all development to identify materials that will be 

reused, recycled, or disposed from daily operations.  The project Applicant must submit a Waste 

Management Plan pursuant to the aforementioned code prior to the issuance of any permits for 

construction.  This Waste Management Plan must demonstrate compliance with the City’s goal of 

reusing or recycling at least 75 percent of project waste.  This plan must be approved by the 

Environmental Programs Manager.  As a result, no impacts related to State and local statutes 

governing solid waste are anticipated. 

F.  Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? ● No Impact. 

AB 341 establishes a policy goal for the state that not less than 75 percent of solid waste generated be 

source reduced, recycled, or composted by the year 2020.  This goal is reflected in Santa Fe Springs 

City Ordinance Number 914, which requires the preparation of a Waste Management Plan prior to the 

                                                                                                                                                                                      
Landfill. Site access on October 11, 2016.  

Table 3-26 
Solid Waste Generation (lbs/day) 

Use Unit Factor Generation 

Previous Use 

Chemical Laboratory (Commercial) 41,783 sq.ft. 6 lbs/1,000 sq. ft./day 250 lbs/day 

Proposed Project 

Warehouse 140,548  sq. ft. 6 lbs/1,000 sq. ft./day 903 lbs/day 

Office 10,000 sq. ft. 6 lbs/1,000 sq. ft./day 60 lbs/day 

Proposed Project Total 963 lbs/day 

Net Difference    -713 lbs/day 

Source: City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
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issuance of any construction permits.  This plan must demonstrate compliance with the City’s goal of 

reusing or recycling at least 75 percent of project waste.  As a result, no impacts related to State and 

local statutes governing solid waste are anticipated.  

3.19.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts related to utility capacities are site-specific.  Furthermore, the analysis herein 

also determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant adverse impacts on local 

utilities.  The ability of the existing sewer lines, water lines, and other utilities to accommodate the 

projected demand from future related projects will require evaluation on a case-by-case basis.  As a 

result, no cumulative impacts on utilities will occur.   

3.19.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis of utilities impacts indicated that no significant impacts would result from the proposed 

project's approval and subsequent implementation.  As a result, no mitigation is required. 
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3.20 WILDFIRE 

3.20.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Would the project impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? ● 

No Impact. 

The proposed project site is located within an urbanized area and no areas containing natural 

vegetation is located near the project site.  Furthermore, the proposed project would not involve the 

closure or alteration of any existing evacuation routes that would be important in the event of a 

wildfire.  As a result, no impacts will occur.   

B. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, would the project exacerbate wildfire risks, 

and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 

uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? ● Less than Significant Impact. 

The project site and surrounding areas are relatively flat.  Furthermore, the project site and the 

adjacent properties are urbanized and there are no areas of native or natural vegetation found within 

the vicinity of the project area.  The project site is located five miles southwest of the Puente Hills.  The 

proposed project may be exposed to criteria pollutant emissions generated by wildland fires due to the 

project site’s proximity to fire hazard severity zones.  However, the potential impacts would not be 

exclusive to the project site since criteria pollutant emissions from wildland fires may affect the entire 

City as well as the surrounding cities and unincorporated county areas.  As a result, the potential 

impacts are considered to be less than significant.   

C. Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 

roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate 

fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? ● Less than 

Significant Impact. 

There is no risk from wildfire within the project site or the surrounding area given the project site’s 

distance from any area that may be subject to a wildfire event.  In addition, wildland fires are identified 

as a low level of risk event in the City’s General Plan Safety Element.  The project will include the 

installation of new utility lines such as gas lines, water lines, etc.  These utilities lines will be located 

below ground surface.  In addition, the project will be constructed in compliance with the 2016 

Building Code and the City Fire Department’s recommendations and will not exacerbate wildfire risks.  

Furthermore, the use of hazardous materials will be limited to those that are commercially available 

and are used in a household setting.  The proposed project, like most development in the City, may be 

subject to pollutant concentrations from industrial, gas line, or chemical fires due to the active oil wells 

located in the vicinity.  As a result, less than significant impacts will occur.   
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D. Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including down slope or 

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

changes? ● No Impact. 

There is no risk from wildfire within the project site or the surrounding area given the project 

site’s distance from any area that may be subject to a wildfire event.  The project site and 

surrounding areas are relatively flat and there are no slopes located nearby.  In addition, the 

project site will be covered over in pavement and landscaping.  Therefore, the project will not 

expose future employees to flooding or landslides facilitated by runoff flowing down barren 

and charred slopes and no impacts will occur.   

3.20.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The potential impacts related to potential wildfire risk are typically site-specific.  There is no potential 

for wildfire to affect the project site or those of the related projects.  All three locations are located in an 

urban environment.  As a result, no cumulative impacts related to potential wildfire risk will occur.   

3.20.3 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The analysis determined that no wildfire impacts would result from the proposed project’s 

implementation.  As a result, no mitigation is required. 

3.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

3.21.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The following findings can be made regarding the Mandatory Findings of Significance set forth in 

Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines based on the results of this environmental assessment: 

A. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to 

drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 

substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 

eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? ● Less 

than Significant Impact.   

The proposed project will not impact any biological resources because the proposed project is located 

in the midst of an urban area on a site that has been fully developed.  A search of the National Wetlands 

Inventory, Wetlands Mapper and the field survey that was conducted for this project indicated that 

there are no wildlife habitats, sensitive habitats, wetlands or riparian habitats present on-site or in the 

surrounding areas.  Furthermore, the level of development in the region and constant disturbance 

(traffic, light, noise and vibration) from vehicles travelling on the adjacent roadways such as Carmenita 

Road limit the project site’s utility as a migration corridor.   
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A search through the California Office of Historic Preservation, California Historical Resources 

database indicated that the project site does not contain any historic structures listed in the National or 

California Registrar.  Furthermore, the buildings that occupy the site do not meet any of the Federal or 

State criteria of a historic structure.  It has been indicated by the Gabrieleño-Kizh that the project site is 

situated in an area of high archaeological significance.  As a result, a mitigation measure is provided in 

Section 3.18 (Tribal Cultural Resources) to ensure that a tribal representative is present during 

construction-related ground-disturbing activities.   

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)?  ● Less than Significant Impact.   

The proposed project’s cumulative emissions will be less than significant.  As indicated in Tables 3-1, 3-

2, and 3-13, the proposed project’s air quality and GHG emissions will be under the thresholds of 

significance established by the SCAQMD.  When examined in a cumulative city-wide context, the 

proposed project’s air quality and GHG emissions will be less than significant.  The proposed project is 

an infill development, which is seen as an important strategy in combating the release of GHG 

emissions.  Infill development provides a regional benefit in terms of a reduction in Vehicle Miles 

Traveled (VMT) since the proposed project is consistent with the regional and State sustainable growth 

objectives identified in the State’s Strategic Growth Council (SGC).  Infill development reduces VMT by 

recycling existing undeveloped or underutilized properties located in established urban areas.  In 

addition, the Applicant will be required to incorporate any fire or police department recommendations 

into the site plan.  Furthermore, the proposed project’s cumulative traffic impacts will be less than 

significant since the project will result in fewer trips than the current use.  Therefore, less than 

significant impacts will result.   

C. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly?  ● Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.   

Daytime and nighttime light and glare from both the proposed project would not contribute any 

significant impacts since the project must comply with the City’s municipal code.  The project’s 

operational air quality impacts would be less than significant.  However, the project’s construction 

would have the potential to result in particulate matter emissions which may affect the adjacent 

sensitive receptors.  Therefore, project contractors would be responsible for maintaining compliance 

with SCAQMD mandatory Rule 403 regulations, which significantly reduce the generation of fugitive 

dust.  In addition, future truck drivers must adhere to Title 13 - §2485 of the California Code of 

Regulations, which limits the idling of diesel powered vehicles to less than five minutes.  Adherence to 

the aforementioned standard condition will minimize odor impacts from diesel trucks.   

Adherence to Rule 403 Regulations and Title 13 - §2485 of the California Code of Regulations will 

reduce potential impacts to levels that are less than significant.  Furthermore, the project’s construction 

and operational noise impacts are considered to be less than significant and no mitigation is required.  

Lastly, the addition of the project’s traffic would not result in a deterioration of any intersection’s level 
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of service or the creation of a CO hot-spot.  As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less 

than significant with adherence to the required mitigation measures.  

3.21.2 MITIGATION MEASURES 

The environmental analysis in the previous sections determined that the following mitigation would be 

required:   

Mitigation Measure No. 1 (Geology & Soils).  If previously unidentified paleontological resources 

are unearthed during construction, work shall cease within 50 feet of the find, and the project 

Applicant must retain a qualified paleontologist, approved by the City, to assess the significance of 

the find.  If a find is determined to be significant, the Lead Agency and the paleontologist will 

determine appropriate avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation.  All significant fossil 

materials recovered will be, as necessary and at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist, 

subject to scientific analysis, professional museum curation, and documentation according to 

current professional standards. 

Mitigation Measure No. 2 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a demolition 

permit, a comprehensive asbestos and LBP survey shall be completed and submitted to the City. If 

ACMs and/or LBP are present, all demolition and abatement work shall be conducted in 

compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation 

Activities and Cal-OSHA Lead Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of Regulation (CCR) 

1532. 

Mitigation Measure No. 3 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a grading 

permit, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) approved by the LARWQCB for use during grading and 

redevelopment activities shall be submitted to the City. 

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  The warehouse building shall 

include a vapor intrusion mitigation system approved by the LARWQCB. 

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Tribal Cultural Resources).  The project Applicant shall obtain the 

services of a qualified Native American Monitor(s) during construction-related ground 

disturbance activities.  Ground disturbance is defined by the Tribal Representatives from the 

Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians, Kizh Nation as activities that include, but are not limited to, 

pavement removal, pot-holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the 

project area.  The monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal representatives and must be present 

on-site during the construction phases that involve any ground-disturbing activities.   
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SECTION 4 CONCLUSIONS 

4.1 FINDINGS  

This Initial Study determined that the proposed project is not expected to have significant adverse 

environmental impacts.  The following findings can be made regarding the Mandatory Findings of 

Significance set forth in Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines based on the results of this Initial Study: 

● The proposed project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 

● The proposed project will not have the potential to achieve short-term goals to the 

disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. 

● The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable, when considering planned or proposed development in the immediate vicinity. 

● The proposed project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect humans, 

either directly or indirectly. 

● A Mitigation Reporting and Monitoring Program will be required. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 4 ● CONCLUSIONS PAGE 122 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE HAS BEEN INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ● CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 
CARMENITA ROAD WAREHOUSE ● 13900 AND 13904 CARMENITA ROAD ● DPA NO.967 AND TTM NO.82732 

 

SECTION 5 ● REFERENCES 

 

PAGE 123 

SECTION 5 REFERENCES 

5.1 PREPARERS 

 

Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning  

2211 South Hacienda Boulevard, Suite 107 

Hacienda Heights, CA 91745 

(626) 336-0033 

 

Marc Blodgett, Project Principal  

Bryan Hamilton, Project Manager  

5.2 REFERENCES 

The references consulted as part of this Initial Study’s preparation are noted using footnotes. 
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APPENDIX B – PHASE I 
APPENDIX C – LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT (LID) REPORT 

APPENDIX D – NOISE WORKSHEETS 
APPENDIX E – TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS  

APPENDIX F – UTILITY WORKSHEETS 
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1. OVERVIEW OF THE PROJECT 

The proposed project involves the construction of a 150,548 square feet warehouse on a 6.57-acre (286,127 

square feet) site within the City of Santa Fe Springs.  This 150,548 square feet warehouse will consist of 

140,548 square feet of warehousing space, 5,000 square feet of ground floor office, and 5,000 square feet of 

office mezzanine.  A total of 198 parking spaces will be provided including six spaces for electric vehicles 

including one EV space that is compliant with the American’s with Disabilities Act (ADA).  In addition, 

approximately 20,341 square feet of landscaping will be planted along the project site’s northern, southern, 

eastern, and western boundaries.  Access to the project site will be provided by two driveways located along 

the eastern side of Carmenita Road.  

2. FINDINGS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

The Initial Study prepared for the proposed project indicated that the proposed project will not result in 

significant environmental impacts upon implementation of the required mitigation measures.  The following 

Mandatory Findings of Significance can be made as set forth in Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines, as 

amended, based on the results of this environmental assessment: 

● The proposed project will not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 

population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 

substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare or threatened species or 

eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.  As indicated in 

Section 3.1 through 3.20, the proposed project will not result in any significant unmitigable 

environmental impacts. 

● The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable.  The proposed project is relatively small and the attendant environmental impacts will 

not lead to a cumulatively significant impact on any of the issues analyzed in the Initial 

Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

● The proposed project will not have environmental effects which will cause substantially adverse 

effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.  As indicated in Section 3.1 through 3.21 of the 

Initial Study prepared for the proposed project, the proposed project’s construction and operation will 

not result in any significant unmitigable environmental impacts. 

3.  FINDINGS RELATED TO MITIGATION MONITORING   

Section 21081(a) of the Public Resources Code states that findings must be adopted by the decision-makers 

coincidental to the approval of a Mitigated Negative Declaration.  These findings shall be incorporated as part 

of the decision-maker’s findings of fact, in response to AB-3180.  In accordance with the requirements of 

Section 21081(a) and 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code, the following additional findings may be made: 

● A mitigation reporting or monitoring program will be required; 

● Site plans and/or building plans, submitted for approval by the responsible monitoring agency, shall 

include the required standard conditions; and, 
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● An accountable enforcement agency or monitoring agency shall be identified for the mitigations 

adopted as part of the decision-maker’s final determination. 

4. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The environmental analysis included in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the 

following mitigation would be required:   

Mitigation Measure No. 1 (Geology & Soils).  If previously unidentified paleontological resources are 

unearthed during construction, work shall cease within 50 feet of the find, and the project Applicant must 

retain a qualified paleontologist, approved by the City, to assess the significance of the find.  If a find is 

determined to be significant, the Lead Agency and the paleontologist will determine appropriate 

avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation.  All significant fossil materials recovered will be, as 

necessary and at the discretion of the qualified paleontologist, subject to scientific analysis, professional 

museum curation, and documentation according to current professional standards. 

Mitigation Measure No. 2 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a demolition permit, a 

comprehensive asbestos and LBP survey shall be completed and submitted to the City. If ACMs and/or 

LBP are present, all demolition and abatement work shall be conducted in compliance with SCAQMD 

Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities and Cal-OSHA Lead 

Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of Regulation (CCR) 1532. 

Mitigation Measure No. 3 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a 

Soil Management Plan (SMP) approved by the LARWQCB for use during grading and redevelopment 

activities shall be submitted to the City. 

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Hazards & Hazardous Materials).  The warehouse building shall include a 

vapor intrusion mitigation system approved by the LARWQCB. 

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Tribal Cultural Resources).  The project Applicant shall obtain the services of 

a qualified Native American Monitor(s) during construction-related ground disturbance activities.  

Ground disturbance is defined by the Tribal Representatives from the Gabrieleño Band of Mission 

Indians, Kizh Nation as activities that include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot-holing or 

auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the project area.  The monitor(s) must be 

approved by the tribal representatives and must be present on-site during the construction phases that 

involve any ground-disturbing activities.   

5. MITIGATION MONITORING  

The monitoring and reporting on the implementation of these measures, including the period for 

implementation, monitoring agency, and the monitoring action, are identified in Table 1 provided on the 

following page.   
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TABLE 1 

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

Measure 
Enforcement  

Agency 
Monitoring 

Phase  
Verification 

Mitigation Measure No. 1 (Geology & Soils).  If 

previously unidentified paleontological resources 

are unearthed during construction, work shall 

cease within 50 feet of the find, and the project 

Applicant must retain a qualified paleontologist, 

approved by the City, to assess the significance of 

the find.  If a find is determined to be significant, 

the Lead Agency and the paleontologist will 

determine appropriate avoidance measures or 

other appropriate mitigation.  All significant 

fossil materials recovered will be, as necessary 

and at the discretion of the qualified 

paleontologist, subject to scientific analysis, 

professional museum curation, and 

documentation according to current professional 

standards. 

Planning and 

Development 

Department 

● 

(Applicant is responsible 

for implementation) 

Mitigation begins 

with the issuance of a 

grading permit. 

● 

Mitigation to continue 

during excavation and 

grading activities. 

 

Date: 

 

Name & Title: 

 

Mitigation Measure No. 2 (Hazards & 

Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a 

demolition permit, a comprehensive asbestos 

and LBP survey shall be completed and 

submitted to the City. If ACMs and/or LBP are 

present, all demolition and abatement work shall 

be conducted in compliance with SCAQMD Rule 

1403 – Asbestos Emissions from 

Demolition/Renovation Activities and Cal-OSHA 

Lead Construction Standard, Title 8, California 

Code of Regulation (CCR) 1532. 

Planning and 

Development 

Department and Fire 

Department, 

Environmental 

Protection Division 

● 

(Applicant is responsible for 

implementation) 

Prior to the issuance 

of a demolition 

permit. 

● 

Mitigation continues 

over the demolition 

phase. 

 

Date: 

 

Name & Title: 

 

Mitigation Measure No. 3 (Hazards & 

Hazardous Materials).  Prior to issuance of a 

grading permit, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) 

approved by the LARWQCB for use during 

grading and redevelopment activities shall be 

submitted to the City. 

Planning and 

Development 

Department and Fire 

Department, 

Environmental 

Protection Division 

● 

(Applicant is responsible 

for implementation)  

Prior to the issuance 

of a grading permit.  

● 

Mitigation to continue 

during excavation and 

grading activities. 

 

Date: 

 

Name & Title: 

 

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Hazards & 

Hazardous Materials).  The warehouse building 

shall include a vapor intrusion mitigation system 

approved by the LARWQCB. 

Planning and 

Development 

Department and Fire 

Department, 

Environmental 

Protection Division 

● 

(Applicant is responsible 

for implementation)  

Prior to issuance of 

building permit. 

● 

Mitigation is ongoing 

and continues over the 

project’s operational 

lifetime. 

 

Date: 

 

Name & Title: 
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TABLE 1 

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

Measure 
Enforcement  

Agency 
Monitoring 

Phase  
Verification 

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Tribal Cultural 

Resources).  The project Applicant shall obtain 

the services of a qualified Native American 

Monitor(s) during construction-related ground 

disturbance activities.  Ground disturbance is 

defined by the Tribal Representatives from the 

Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians, Kizh 

Nation as activities that include, but are not 

limited to, pavement removal, pot-holing or 

auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and 

trenching, within the project area.  The 

monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal 

representatives and must be present on-site 

during the construction phases that involve any 

ground-disturbing activities.   

Planning and 

Development 

Department  

● 

(Applicant is responsible 

for implementation)  

Mitigation begins 

with the issuance of a 

grading permit. 

● 

Mitigation to continue 

during excavation and 

grading activities. 

 

Date: 

 

Name & Title: 
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BUILDING ADDRESS: 13904 CARMENITA RD 
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA 90670

CONSTRUCTION TYPE: III-B
NUMBER OF FLOORS: 1 (WITH MEZZANINE)
OCCUPANCY: B / S1
FIRE SPRINKLER: YES (ESFR)
BUILDING HEIGHT: 32' CLEAR AT 6" INSIDE FIRST GIRDER ADJACET 

TO DOCK DOORS
ZONING:

GENERAL PLAN: M2 (HEAVY MANUFACTURING)
SPECIFIC PLAN: SANTE FE SPRINGS CODE OF ORDINANCES
FEMA FLOOD ZONE: NO FLOOD ZONE

ALLOWABLE AREA: UNLIMITED AREA PER CBC S07.4 SPRINKLERED, ONE 
STORY BUILDINGS.

OCCUPANT LOAD: "B" OCCUPANCY : 5,000 SF/ 100 = 50 OCCUPANTS
"S" OCCUPANCY : 140,929 SF/ 500 = 282 OCCUPANTS
TOTAL : = 332 OCUPANTS

OWNER/DEVELOPER:
BRIDGE DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS
1600 E. FRANKLIN AVE. SUITE D
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245
CONTACT: BRENDA KOTLER
PHONE: 818.674.6770
EMAIL: RSOLI@BRIDGEDEV.COM

ARCHITECT:
HERDMAN ARCHITECTURE + DESIGN, INC
16201 SCIENTIFIC WAY
IRVINE, CA  92618
CONTACT: BRIDGET HERDMAN
PHONE: 714.389.2800
EMAIL: BRIDGET@HERDMAN-AD.COM

GENERAL CONTRACTOR:
TBD
CONTACT: TBD
PHONE: TBD
EMAIL: TBD

STRUCTURAL ENGINEER:
KRAMER ENGINEERING, INC.
3002 DOW AVE, SUITE 136
TUSTIN, CA  92780
PHONE: 714.838.6222
CONTACT: DAVE KRAMER
EMAIL: DAVE@KRAMERENGINEERINGINC.COM

MECHANICAL ENGINEER:
AIR CONTROL SYSTEMS, INC.
1940 S. GROVE AVE.
ONTARIO, CA  91761
PHONE:909.786.4230 
CONTACT: CHAD WILLIAMS
EMAIL: CHAD@AIRCONTROLSYSTEMS.NET

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER - 8059-004-031, -054

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SANTA FE 
SPRINGS, IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AND IS 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL 1: THE NORTH 462.00 FEET OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUWTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTH WEST QUARTER OF SECTION 16, 
TOWNSHIP 3 SOUTH, RANGE 11 WEST OF THE RANCHO LOS COYOTES, IN THE 
CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 41819, PAGE 141, ET SEQ., OF OFFICIAL 
RECORDS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY.
EXCEPT THE EAST 330.00 FEET TO THE WEST 360.00 FEET OF THE SOUTH 99.00 
FEET OF SAID LAND.  ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE WEST 30.00 FEET OF 
SAID LAND AS RESERVED FOR ROAD, RAILROADS AND DITCHES IN DEED FROM 
STEARNS RANCHO COMPANY, RECORDED IN BOOK 340. PAGE 299, OF DEEDS, 
RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY.   ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE INTEREST, 
AFFECTING A TRIANGLE IN THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LAND LYING WITHIN 
50,00 FEET OF THE LOCATED CENTERLINE OF THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA 
FE RAILWAY, FORMERLY CALIFORNIA CENTRAL  RAILWAY COMPANY, FOR 
RAILWAY PURPOSES BY DEED RECORDED IN BOOK 593, PAGE 109, OF DEEDS, 
RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY.  ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM ALL OIL, GAS, AND 
OTHER HYDROCARBON SUBSTANCES AND MINERAL AND UNDER SAID LAND 
TOGETHER WITH ALL EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS NECCESARY OF CONVENIENT FOR 
THE PRODUCTION, STORAGE, AND TRANSPORTATION THEREOF, AS EXPECTED BY 
BANK OF AMERICA NATIONAL TRUST AND SAVINGS ASSOCIATION, IN DEED 
RECORDED DECEMBER 6, 1938, IN BOOK 16255, PAGE 160, OF OFFICAL RECORDS 
OF SAID COUNTY.

PARCEL 2: THE SOUTH 99 FEET OF THE NORTH 462 FEET OF THE WEST 360 FEET 
OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 16, TOWNSHIP 3 SOUTH, RANGE 11 WEST, 
RANCHO LOS COYOTES, IN THE CITY OF SANTE FE SPRINGE, COUNTY OF LOS 
ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS SHOWN UPON A MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 
41819, PAGE 141 ET SEQ., OF OFFICIAL RECORDS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 
RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY.  EXCEPT THERFROM THE WEST 30 FEET OF THE 
NORTH 33 FEET OF SAID SOUTH 99 FEET. EXCEPT THERFROM THE INTEREST IN 
THE WEST 30 FEET IF THE SOUTH 66 FEET OF SAID NORTH 462 FEET, AS 
RESERVED FOR ROADS, RAILROADS AND DITCHES IN DEED FROM STERANS 
RAHCNOS COMPANY, RECORDED IN BOOK 34007, PAGE 299 OF DEEDS, RECORDS 
OF SAID COUNTY. EXCEPT THEREFROM ALL OIL, GAS, AND OTHER HYDROCARBON 
AND MINERAL IN AND UNDER SAID LAND TOGETHER WITH ALL EASEMENTS AND 
RIGHTS NECCESARY OR CONVENIENT FOR THE PRODUCTION, STORAGE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION THEREOF, AS EXPECTED BY BANK OF AMERICA NATIONAL 
TRUST AND SAVINGS ASSOCIATION, IN DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 6, 1938, IN 
BOOK 16255, PAGE 160, OFFICAL RECORDS, WHICH EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS OF 
WAY AND OTHER RIGHTS TO THE USE AND OCCUPANCY OF THE SURFACE OF 
SAID REAL PROPERTY WERE QUITECLAIMED BY CAPITAL COMPANT, A 
CORPORATION, (THE RECORD OWNER OF SAID SUBSTANCES AND EASEMENTS) 
BY A DEED DATED APRIL 21, 1955 RECORDED MAY 9, 1955 IN BOOK 47716, PAGE 38 
OF OFFICAL RECORDS, WHICH RECITES: "IT IS EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT 
THIS QUITCLAIM IS INTENDED TO RELEASE AND SURRENDER ONLY THE SURFACE 
RIGHTS TO THE PARCEL OR PARCELS OF LAND ABOVE DESCRIBED AND FOR A 
DISTANCE OF NOT MORE THAN 100 FEET IN DEPTH AMD NOTHING HEREIN 
CAINTAINED SHALL IN ANYWAY BE CONSTRUED TO PREVENT, HINDER, OR DELAY 
THE FREE AND UNLIMITED RIGHT TO MINE, DRILL, BORE, OPERATE AND REMOVE 
FROM BENEATH THE SURFACE OF SAID LAND OR LANDS, AT ANY LEVEL OF 
LEVELS 100 FEET OR MRE BELOW THE SURFACE OF SAID LAND FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF DEVELOPMENT OR REMOVAL OF AN OIL, GAS, MINERALS, AND 
OTHER HYDROCARBONS SITUATED THEREIN OR THEREUNDER OR PRODUCIBLE 
THEREFROM, TOGETHER WITH ALL WATER NECESSARY IN CONCCETION WITH ITS 
DRILLING OR MINING OPERATION THEREUNDER".

ARCHITECTURAL

A0.1     TITLE SHEET
A0.2.1    ADA NOTES AND DETAILS
A0.2.2    ADA DETAILS
A0.2.3    ADA NOTES AND DETAILS
A0.3.1    CAL GREEN REQUIREMENTS
A0.3.2    CAL GREEN REQUIREMENTS
A0.3.2    CAL GREEN REQUIREMENTS
A0.4.1    CONDITIONS OF APPOVAL (NOT INCLUDED)
A0.4.2    CONDITIONS OF APPOVAL (NOT INCLUDED) 
A0.4.3    CONDITIONS OF APPOVAL  (NOT INCLUDED)

CIVIL - (SEPARATE PERMIT FOR REFERENCE ONLY)

C1    TITLE SHEET
C2    SECTION AND DETAILS
C3    PRECISE GRADING PLAN
C4    PRECISE GRADING PLAN
C5    HORIZONTAL CONTROL PLAN
C6    EROSION CONTROL PLAN

ARCHITECTURAL

A1.0    PROPOSED SITE PLAN
A1.1    SITE DETAILS
A2.0    BUILDING FLOOR PLAN
A2.1    OFFICE FLOOR PLAN
A2.2    ENLARGED FLOOR PLANS
A2.3    EXITING & SIGNAGE PLAN
A3.0    ROOF PLAN
A4.0    EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
A5.0    WALL SECTIONS
A5.1    WALL SECTIONS
A5.2    WALL SECTIONS
A5.3    WALL SECTIONS
A5.4    WALL SECTIONS
A5.5    WALL SECTIONS
A5.6    WALL SECTIONS
A6.0    RESTROOM PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
A6.1    RESTROOM AND INTERIOR PLANS & ELEVATIONS
A8.0    SCHEDULES & LEGENDS
AD.1    SITE DETAILS
AD.2    SITE DETAILS
AD.3    ROOF DETAILS
AD.4    ROOF DETAILS
AD.5    STOREFRONT DETAILS
AD.8     CONCRETE DETAILS
AD.9    MISCELLANEOUS DETAILS

STRUCTURAL

S1    FOUNDATION PLAN
S2    PARTIAL ENLARGED FOUNDATION PLAN
S3    ROOF FRAMING PLAN
S4    ROOF INFORMATION
S5    PARTIAL ENLARGED ROOF FRAMING PLAN
S6    PANEL ELEVATIONS
S7    PANEL ELEVATIONS
S8    PANEL ELEVATIONS
SD1    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD1A    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD2    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD3    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD4    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD5    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD6    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD7    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD8    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD9    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SD10    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SW1    FOUNDATION PLAN
SW2    PANEL ELEVATION
SWD1    GENERAL NOTES
SWD2    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
SWD3    CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

ELECTRICAL

E1.0 ELECTRICAL SYMBOL LIST FIXTURE SCHEDULE
E2.0 ELECTRICAL SITE PLAN
E2.1 PHOTOMETRIC SITE PLAN
E4.0 ELECTRICAL ROOM PLAN
E4.1 SINGLE LINE DIAGRAM PANEL SCHEDULES
E5.0 INDOOR TITLE 24 LIGHTING FORMS
E5.1 OUTDOOR TITLE 24 LIGHTING FORMS
E5.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION TITLE 24 FORMS
E5.3      SOLAR TITLE 24 FORMS

MECHANICAL

M1      NOTES,LEGEND,SCHEDULES,HVAC DETAILS
M2      HVAC BUILDING FLOOR PLAN

PLUMBING

P1.0    PLUMBING LEGENDS,NOTES,DETAILS AND SPECS
P2.0    PLUMBING SITE PLANS
P3.0    PLUMBING ROOF PLAN

FIRE PROTECTION - (SEPRATE SUBMITTAL)
-

LANDSCAPE - (SEPRATE SUBMITTAL)

LT COVER SHEET
LI1 IRRIGATION PLAN
LI2 IRRIGATION SCHEDULE
LI3 IRRIGATION DETAILS
LI4 IRRIGATION DETAILS
LP1PLANTING PLAN
LP2PLANTING DETAILS
LS1SPECIFICATIONS
LS2SPECIFICATIONS

PLUMBING ENGINEER:
RPM ENGINEERS, INC.
102 DISCOVERY
IRVINE, CA 92618
PHONE:909.880.2527 
CONTACT: PRIAM PUBLICO
EMAIL: PRIAMP@RPMPE.COM

ELECTRICAL ENGINEER:
RPM ENGINEERS, INC.
102 DISCOVERY
IRVINE, CA 92618
PHONE:909.450-1229 
CONTACT: LAN NGUYEN
EMAIL: LANN@RPMPE.COM

CIVIL ENGINEER:
WESTLAND GROUP, INC.
4150 CONCOURS
ONTARIO, CA 91764
PHONE: 909.989-9789
CONTACT: GLENN CHUNG
EMAIL: XXXX

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT:
HUNTER LANDSCAPE
711 FEE ANA STREET
PLACENTIA, CA  92870
PHONE:714.986.2400 
CONTACT: TOM HAYES
EMAIL: TOMH@HUNTERLANDSCAPE.NET

FIRE PROTECTION:
TBD
CONTACT: TBD
PHONE: TBD
EMAIL: TBD 

CONSTRUCT  NEW ONE STORY CONCRETE TILT-UP 
WAREHOUSE/DISTRIBUTION FACILITY WITH EXTERIOR 
LIGHTING, FIRE SPRINKLERS, ON-SITE AND OFF-SITE 
IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDING GRADING, STORM DRAIN WATER, 
SEWER, FIRE HYDRANTS, LANDSCAPE, IRRIGATION AND 
HARDSCAPE, TRASH ENCLOSURES, CONCRETE SCREEN 
WALLS AND SLIDING METAL GATES AS SHOWN.

HERDMAN ARCHITECTURE & DESIGN, INC. 
16201 SCIENTIFIC WAY IRVINE, CA 92618 
CONTACT: BRIDGET HERDMAN 
PHONE: 714.389.2800
EMAIL: BRIDGET@HERDMAN-AD.COM

BRIDGE DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS
1600 E. FRANKLIN AVE. SUITE D
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245
CONTACT: BRENDA KOTLER
PHONE: 818.674.6770
EMAIL: RSOLI@BRIDGEDEV.COM

2016 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE
2016 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE
2016 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE
2016 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE
2016 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE
2016 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE
2016 NFPA - FIRE ALARM
2016 NFPA - FIRE SPRINKLER
2016 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE
AMERICAN WITH DISABILITES ACT

ALL MATERIALS AND WORKMANSHIP SHALL CONFORM 
TO THE CURRENT CODE AND ORDINANCES HAVING 
JURISDICTION. GENERAL CONTRACTOR IS 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL CONSTRUCTION MEANS, 
METHODS,TECHNIQUES AND PROCEDURES AND 
COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL JURISDICTION.
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SITE LEGEND

LANDSCAPE AREA

CONCRETE PAVING

STANDARD PARKING STALL
PER CITY REQUIREMENT
(17' LONG WITH 2' OVERHANG)

FIRE HYDRANT

STREET LIGHT

ACCESSIBLE PATH OF TRAVEL

PROPERTY LINE

  19'

9
'.

DOCK HIGH DOOR

DRIVE THRU. DOOR

TYP. ACCESSIBLE PARKING STALL 
WITH 5' ACCESS AISLE
PER CBC 2016 11B 502.2
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CLEAN AIR PARKING STALL:
PAINT, IN THE PAINT USED FOR 
STALL STRIPING, THE FOLLOWING 
CHARACTERS SUCH THAT THE 
LOWER EDGE OF THE LAST WORD 
ALIGNS WITH THE END OF STALL 
STRIPING AND IS VISIBLE BENEATH 
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STALL WITH 8' ACCESS AISLE
PER CBC 2016 11B 502.2
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ELECTRIC VEHICLE 
CHARGING STATION:
EVCS STALL SHALL 
PROVIDE SURFACE 
MARKING STATING" EV 
CHARGING ONLY" IN 
LEFTTER 12" HIGH 
MINIMUM. 
THE LOWER EDGE OF THE 
LAST WORD ALIGNS WITH 
THE END OF STALL 
STRIPING AND IS VISIBLE 
BENEATH A PARKED 
VEHICLE

PER CALGREEN 5.106.5.2.1

PER CBC 2016 11B-812.9
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SITE PLAN GENERAL NOTES

1.  SITE PLAN SHALL MEET ALL ENGINEERING & NPDES  
     REQUIREMENTS.

2.  GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO REVIEW SOILS REPORT 
     PREPARED BY LEIGHTON CONSULTING DATED 08.09.19
     AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS. G.C. TO CONFIRM 
     COMPLIANCE. 

3.  REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL UTILITY
     INFORMATION INCLUDING POINTS OF CONNECTION TO 
     OFFSITE UTILITIES AND BUILDING POINTS OF 
     CONNECTION.

4.  GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE ALL POINTS OF 
     CONNECTION BETWEEN OFFSITES, CIVIL, M,E,P, & FP 
     DRAWINGS.

5.  GRADES SURROUNDING BUILDING TO PROVIDE POSITIVE  
     DRAINAGE AWAY FROM BUILDING.

6.  REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR FINISH GRADE 
     ELEVATIONS AND PERCENTAGE SLOPES.

7.  GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO CONFIRM AND COMPLY WITH 
     ALL  BUILDING, FIRE, AND ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
     REGULATIONS DURING CONSTRUCTION INCLUDING ANY 
     TEMPORARY FACILITIES REQUIRED.

8.  ALL PAVED AND LANDSCAPED AREAS TO BE BOUND BY 6" 
     MIN. CONCRETE CURB TYPICAL UNLESS SPECIFICALLY 
     NOTED OTHERWISE.

9. ALL ADA PATHS OF TRAVEL NOTED ON PLANS TO MEET 
    THE FOLLOWING MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS: NO ABRUPT 
    CHANGES IN ELEVATION ALLOWABLE ALONG THE PATH OF 
    TRAVEL. THE SLOPE AND CROSS-SLOPE SHALL NOT 
    EXCEED 5% AND 2% RESPECTIVELY UNLESS AN ADA 
    COMPLIANT RAMP OR CURB RAMP IS DESIGNED BY THE 
    CIVIL ENGINEER. IF A WALK CROSSES OR ADJOINS A 
    VEHICLE WAY, AND THE WALKING SURFACES ARE NOT 
    SEPARATED BY CURBS, RAILING OR OTHER ELEMENTS 
    BETWEEN THE PEDESTRIAN AREAS AND VEHICULAR 
    AREAS; THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE AREAS SHALL BE 
    DEFINED BY A 4' DEEP DETECTABLE WARNING WHICH IS 36" 
    WIDE COMPLYING WITH CBC SECTION 11B-705.1.2.5 

10. ALL SPECIFICATIONS ON DRAWINGS ARE MINIMUM 
      REQUIREMENTS ONLY. GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO 
      NOTIFY ARCHITECT IN WRITING OF ANY CONFLICTS IN 
      DRAWINGS AND SPECIFICATIONS VIA "RFI".

11. GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO REFER TO ARCHITECTURAL 
      DETAIL SHEETS FOR TYPICAL MINIMUM SITE  
      IMPROVEMENT STANDARDS.

12. CONCRETE MOW STRIP PER ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS TO 
      BE PROVIDED AT ALL GLAZING/STOREFRONT LOCATIONS 
      WHERE ADJACENT TO LANDSCAPING.

13. CONCRETE SPLASH BLOCK PER ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS 
      TO BE PROVIDED AT ALL ROOF DRAIN/DOWN SPOUT 
      TERMINATIONS AT NON-CONCRETE AREAS.

14. BRASS LAMB'S TONGUE TO BE PROVIDED AT ALL ROOF 
      DRAIN OVERFLOWS THAT DAYLIGHT AT FACE OF 
      BUILDING WALL. 

15. GATES, FENCES, AND WALLS MAY BE SUBJECT TO 
      DEFERRED SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS. GENERAL 
      CONTRACTOR TO CONFIRM WITH CITY AND MUST SUBMIT 
      SHOP DRAWINGS TO THE ARCHITECT FOR APPROVAL. 
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1 NEW DRIVE CUT, PER CITY OR COUNTY STANDARDS.
REFER TO LANDSCAPE DRAWINGS FOR ENHANCED
PAVING DESIGN IF APPLICABLE. REFER TO CIVIL
DRAwINGS FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

3 CONCRETE PAVING, REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR
SECTION AND DRAINAGE. G.C. TO COORDINATE WITH
SOILS REPORT. REFER TO STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS FOR
CONCRETE DESIGN AT TRUCK APRONS IF APPLICABLE.

5 ADA SITE ENTRY SIGN, SEE 3/A0.2.1 FOR ADDITIONAL
REQUIREMENTS.

7 ADA PATH OF TRAVEL, SEE 1/A0.2.1 FOR ADDITIONAL
REQUIREMENTS.

10 CONCRETE WALK, SEE SITE PLAN FOR ADA PATH OF
TRAVEL. 4" MIN THICKNESS, SCORE CONCRETE @ 5' O.C.,
PROVIDE A LIGHT BROOM FINISH. REFER TO LANDSCAPE
DRAWINGS FOR SPECIALTY CONCRETE FINISHING, TYP.
REFER TO SOILS REPORT FOR ADDITIONAL MIN. REQ.

11 EXTERIOR CONCRETE STAIR W/CONCRETE WALLS. WALLS
& RAILINGS PAINTED PER EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE.
REFER TO CIVIL AND STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS

12 LANDSCAPE AREA - SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS FOR
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

13 CONCRETE LANDING PAD & STEP(S) AS SHOWN @
EXTERIOR MAN DOORS, TYP. REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS
FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

14 PROPOSED TRANSFORMER LOCATION, PROVIDE
BOLLARDS PER UTILITY COMPANY REQUIREMENTS. SEE
ELECTRICAL DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

15 SLIDING METAL GATE, ELECTRONICALLY OR MANUALY
OPERATED. SLIDING METAL GATE SHALL BE NO LESS
THAN 12' IN HEIGHT WITH SCREEN TO COVER TRUCK
YARD. PROVIDE CONDUIT TO GUARD SHACK AND OFFICE
AREA FOR GATE CONTROL @ INTERCOM. PROVIDE KNOX
PAD PER FIRE DEPT. STD.

16 PROTECTIVE METAL BOLLARDS AT ALL EXPOSED
CORNERS. CONCRETE FILLED, PAINTED TYP. SEE 10/AD.1

19 14' HIGH SCREEN WALL.

20 CHAINLINK FENCE 6' HIGH, SEE 7/AD.2

28 SECURE BICYCLE RACk,BY ANOVA FURNISHINGS,
CIRBLEBRS2IG- CIRCLE STAINLESS STEEL BIKE RACK,
INGROUND MOUNT.STAINLESS STEEL FINISH.SEE A1.2/5
FOR DETAIL.

45 CONCRETE TRUCK RAMP WITH 42" HIGH CONC. TILT UP
GUARD WALLS PAINTED TO MATCH BUILDING, SEE
ELEVATIONS.

48 INTERIOR ROOF DRAIN AND INTERIOR OVERFLOW DRAIN.
SEE DETAIL 11/AD.3. SEE PLUMBING DRAWINGS FOR
DRAIN SIZES.

56 EXTERIOR MAN DOOR 3'X7', HOLLOW METAL, PAINTED,
SEE EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE & DOOR SCHEDULE
FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

58 DOCK-HI LOADING DOOR, 9'X10', WITH VISION GLAZING
PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER COLOR
SCHEDULE.

59 DRIVE THRU LOADING DOOR 12'X14' WITH VISION GLAZING,
PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER COLOR
SCHEDULE.

126 CONCRETE SCREEN WALL. CONCRETE SCREEN WALL
SHALL BE NO LESS THAN 8' IN HEIGHT.

127 DOUBLE DETECTOR CHECK VALVE.THE DDCV WILL MEET
ALL CURRENT STANDARDS.SEE CIVIL DRAWINGS

128 NEW CHAIN LINK FENCE 43" IN HEIGHT. REMOVE PORTION
OF EXISTING FENCE TO ACCOMODATE NEW FENCE. NEW
FENCE LENGTH TERMINATES AT 41'-0" PASS THE FRONT
YARD SETBACK.

129 17-FOOT LONG PARKING STALL WITH A 2' OVERHANG.

138 STORM DRAIN UNITS, SEE CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

 1" = 30'-0"
1

SITE PLAN

ID DATE DESCRIPTION

10.21.2019 1ST PLAN CHECK SUBMITTAL



KEYNOTES

EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE

TYP PAINT NOTES:
PAINT MAN DOORS, GUARD WALLS, RAMP WALLS, 
STAIRWALLS, GUARD RAILS, ROOF DRAINS, AND LOUVERS 
TOMATCH ADJACENT BUILDING WALL U.N.O.

TRUCK DOORS TO BE PRE-FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER IN 
WHITE FINISH

STOREFRONT
BLUE REFLECTIVE GLAZING & CLEAR ANODIZED 
MULLIONS

F

C

A

G

WHITE EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7063 NEBULOUS WHITE

LIGHT GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7673 PEWTER CAST

B LIGHT GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7065 ARGO

E BLUE EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 6510 LOYAL BLUE

D DARK GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7674 PEPPERCORN

DECORATIVE BREAK METAL TO MATCH MULLIONS

H PAINTED CONCRETE WITH FORMLINER
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4 TRUNCATED DOMES

6 ADA PARKING STALL SIGN PER CODE, TYP. PROVIDE AT
ALL ADA STALLS.

7 ADA PATH OF TRAVEL

8 PRECAST CONCRETE WHEEL STOP

9 ZERO CURB FACE.

10 CONCRETE WALK, SEE SITE PLAN FOR ADA PATH OF
TRAVEL. 4" MIN THICKNESS, SCORE CONCRETE @ 5'
O.C., PROVIDE A LIGHT BROOM FINISH. REFER TO
LANDSCAPE DRAWINGS FOR SPECIALTY CONCRETE
FINISHING, TYP. REFER TO SOILS REPORT FOR
ADDITIONAL MIN. REQ.

12 LANDSCAPE AREA - SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS FOR
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

15 SLIDING METAL GATE, ELECTRONICALLY OR MANUALY
OPERATED. SLIDING METAL GATE SHALL BE NO LESS
THAN 12' IN HEIGHT WITH SCREEN TO COVER TRUCK
YARD. PROVIDE CONDUIT TO GUARD SHACK AND
OFFICE AREA FOR GATE CONTROL @ INTERCOM.
PROVIDE KNOX PAD PER FIRE DEPT. STD.

16 PROTECTIVE METAL BOLLARDS AT ALL EXPOSED
CORNERS. CONCRETE FILLED, PAINTED TYP.

19 CONCRETE SCREEN WALL. CONCRETE SCREEN WALL
SHALL BE NO LESS THAN 14' IN HEIGHT.

28 SECURE BICYCLE RACk,BY ANOVA FURNISHINGS,
CIRBLEBRS2IG- CIRCLE STAINLESS STEEL BIKE RACK,
INGROUND MOUNT.STAINLESS STEEL FINISH.SEE A1.2/5
FOR DETAIL.

33 CONCRETE

41 AFFIX THE INTERNATIONAL ACCESSIBILITY SYMBOL AT
ALL ACCESSIBLE ENTRANCES.

43 SWINGING METAL GATE, ELECTRONICALLY OR
MANUALLY OPERATED. SWINGING METAL GATE SHALL
BE NO LESS THAN 8' IN HEIGHT WITH SCREEN TO
COVER TRUCK YARD. PROVIDE CONDUIT TO GUARD
SHACK/OFFICE AREA FOR GATE CONTROL @
INTERCOM. PROVIDE KNOX PAD PER FIRE DEPT. STD.

55 CONCRETE TILT-UP PANEL, TYP. PAINTED, SEE
EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE. REFER TO ELEVATIONS
AND "S" DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

105 2" DECORATIVE CONCRETE REVEAL WITH CHAMFERED
EDGES, TYP.

116 METAL SWINGING GATE

117 12" STEEL SLEEVES IN CONCRETE TO SECURE GATES

118 FLUSH WITH PAVEMENT

119 TRASH BIN

120 4"X6" WD. BUMPER

123 3 1/2" GALV. STEEL H.D. HASP, STANLEY NO. SP.917

124 1/2" GALV. STEEL CANE BOLT, STANLEY NO. CD 1009
(2REQ.)

126 CONCRETE SCREEN WALL. CONCRETE SCREEN WALL
SHALL BE NO LESS THAN 8' IN HEIGHT.

 1/8" = 1'-0"
1

ADA PARKING
 1/4" = 1'-0"

2
TRASH ENCLOSURE

 1/4" = 1'-0"
6

WEST GATE ELEVATION
 1/4" = 1'-0"

7
EAST ACCESS GATE ELEVATION

 1/4" = 1'-0"
3

NORTH TRASH ENCLOSURE
 1/4" = 1'-0"

4
EAST TRASH ENCLOSURE  1/4" = 1'-0"

5
SOUTH TRASH ENCLOSURE



KEYNOTES

1. FINISH FLOOR SLAB SLOPES. REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS 
FOR ELEVATIONS AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

2. PROVIDE STEGO WRAP 15MIL BARRIER BELOW SLAB PER 
MANUFACTURERS INSTRUCTIONS AND PER SOILS REPORT 
IN LOCATIONS FOR PROPOSED OFFICE AREAS. SEE FLOOR 
PLAN LEGEND FOR  HATCHED AREAS.

3. REFER TO STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS FOR DESIGN OF 
FOUNDATION.

4. POUR STRIP TO BE SLOPED TO EXTERIOR DOORS 1/2".
5. PROVIDE FIRE EXTINGUISHERS AS REQUIRED BY FIRE 

DEPARTMENT AND CBC/CFC.
6. PROVIDE ILLUMINATED EXIT SIGNS AT ALL EXTERIOR EXIT 

DOORS, DOORS EXITING FROM TENANT SPACES, DOORS 
INTO EXIT ENCLOSURES, AND ANY ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS 
NOTED ON PLANS.  SEE "E" DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS.SIGN TO BE CONTINUOUSLY ILLUMINATED 
FOR DURATION OF 90 MIN IN CASE OF PRIMARY POWER 
LOSS.

7. ALL FIRE RATED PARTITIONS TO EXTEND TO DECK ABOVE, 
AND PENETRATIONS TO BE SEALED.

8. DO NOT USE CURING COMPOUND OR RELEASE AGENTS TO 
CURE SLAB.

9. CRANES, CONCRETE TRUCKS, AND SIMILAR HEAVY 
EQUIPMENT PROHIBITED ON SLAB.

10. FLY-ASH PROHIBITED IN CONCRETE SLAB MIX.
11. FLOOR SLAB TO BE CLASS V PER ACI 302-IR-89
12. FLOOR COMPACTION TO BE 95% MIN
13. TRENCH COMPACTION TO BE 90% MIN
14. SLAB FINISH TO BE STEEL FLOAT HARD TROWEL 

BURNISHED FINISH
15. DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF CONCRETE PANEL, FINISH 

FACE OF DRYWALL, FINISH OPENING, TYPICAL UNLESS 
NOTED OTHERWISE.

16. PROVIDE EXIT SIGNS INCLUDING TACTILE SIGN REQUIRED 
BY SECTION 1011 OF 2013 CBC. SIGN TO  BE 
CONTINUOUSLY ILLUMINATED FOR DURATION OF 90 MIN IN 
CASE OF PRIMARY POWER LOSS.

17. ALL MAN DOORS, OVERHEAD DOORS, AND ROLL-UP DOORS 
TO BE DESIGNED FOR WIND LOAD AND EXPOSURE 
DETERMINED BY BUILDING CODE AND LOCAL 
JURISDICTION.

18. ALL STOREFRONT SYSTEMS TO BE DESIGNED FOR WIND 
LOAD AND EXPOSURE DETERMINED BY THE BUILDING 
CODE AND LOCAL JURISDICTION.STOREFRONT SYSTEMS 
TO BE DESIGN BUILD.G.C. TO PROVIDE SHOP DRAWINGS 
FOR ARCHITECT'S REVIEW

19. REFER TO CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR ALL POINT OF 
CONNECTIONS FOR UTILITIES.CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY 
LOCATIONS.

20. PROVIDE STEEL BOLLARDS FILLED WITH CONCRETE AND 
PAINTED PER FINISH SCHEDULE AT FIRE RISERS, PIVS, 
TRANSFORMERS, AND OTHER LOCATIONS AS REQUIRED.

21. CONTRACTOR TO MAINTAIN A CLEAN FLOOR SLAB, ALL 
TRUCKS AND EQUIPMENT TO BE DIAPERED.

22. NO ACCESS HARDWARE ON THE EXTERIOR SIDE OF THE 
NON-ENTRY DOORS

23. FOR TYPICAL DOOR LANDING CLEARANCES, REFER 2/A0.2.2 
FOR MORE INFORMATION

24. NO SMOKING WITIHN 25' OF BUILDING ENTRIES, 
ACCORDING TO GREEN BUILDING STANDARD CODE 
DIVISION 5.504.7

FLOOR PLAN GENERAL NOTES

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

A

B

C

D

E

F

G

3
2

5
' -

 0
"

4
6

' -
 5

"
5

9
' -

 7
"

6
0

' -
 0

"
6

0
' -

 0
"

6
0

' -
 0

"
3

9
' -

 0
"

24' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0"

312' - 0"

4
6

' -
 0

"

2
7

9
' -

 0
"

A2

2

2
0

' -
 0

"
8

0
' -

 8
"

3
' -

 0
"

8
7

' -
 7

"
3

' -
 0

"
4

4
' -

 5
"

1
3

' -
 3

"

14' - 7" 27' - 8" 3' - 0" 97' - 0" 3' - 0" 97' - 0" 3' - 0" 97' - 0" 3' - 0" 97' - 9" 3' - 0" 46' - 0"

3
-H

R
 R

A
T

E
D

 W
A

L
L

3-HR RATED WALL

6
4

' -
 0

"

3
' -

 0
"

9
7

' -
 0

"
3

' -
 0

"
9

7
' -

 0
"

3
' -

 0
"

1
2

' -
 0

"

52

3' - 2" 44' - 10" 28' - 0" 5' - 8" 3' - 0" 95' - 4"

4
' -

 0
"

85.00°

492' - 0"

5 64

3

2

16

15 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 14 61 60 59 58 57 56 13 55 54 53 52 12

11

10

9

87

11TYP.

56

57

55

54

55

104

56

6
9

' -
 3

"

A2.1

1

492' - 0"

1

9' - 1"

5 6 7 8

F

G

3' - 0" 3' - 0"

4' - 6"

12' - 0" 3' - 6"

2' - 0"

9' - 0" 4' - 0" 9' - 0"

2' - 0" 2' - 0"

9' - 0" 4' - 0" 9' - 0"

2' - 0" 2' - 0"

9' - 0" 4' - 0" 9' - 0"

2' - 0"

2' - 0"

3' - 0"

3' - 6"

4' - 0"

2' - 6"

9' - 0"

2' - 0" 2' - 0"

9' - 0" 4' - 0" 9' - 0"

2' - 0"

59 16 104

16

11

56

5
8

' -
 6

" 
R

A
M

P
6

' -
 6

"

6
5

' -
 0

"

4
6

' -
 5

"

52' - 0" 52' - 0" 52' - 0"

26' - 0" 26' - 0" 26' - 0" 26' - 0" 26' - 0" 26' - 0"

5856

16

2
6

' -
 9

" 
R

A
M

P
5

' -
 0

"
2

6
' -

 9
" 

R
A

M
P

8
.3

3
%

 M
A

X
.

8
.3

3
%

 M
A

X
.

45

 1" = 20'-0"
1

PROPOSED BUILDING FLOOR PLAN

NORTH

P
R
O
J
E
C
T

9/12/2019 11:42:05 AM

4
T

H
 P

L
A

N
N

IN
G

 S
U

B
M

IT
T

A
L

A18-2080

S
A

N
T

A
 F

E
 S

P
R

IN
G

S
, 
C

A

09.11.2019

A2

FLOOR PLAN

B
R

ID
G

E
 U

N
IV

A
R

 C
A

R
M

E
N

IT
A

 R
O

A
D

 1/16" = 1'-0"
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DOCK DOOR SPACING

11 EXTERIOR CONCRETE STAIR W/CONCRETE WALLS.
WALLS & RAILINGS PAINTED PEREXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE. REFER TO CIVIL AND STRUCTURAL
DRAWINGS

16 PROTECTIVE METAL BOLLARDS AT ALL EXPOSED
CORNERS. CONCRETE FILLED, PAINTED TYP.

45 CONCRETE TRUCK RAMP WITH 42" HIGH CONC. TILT UP
GUARD WALLS PAINTED TO MATCH BUILDING, SEE
ELEVATIONS.

52 STRUCTURAL BUILDING COLUMN.

54 STOREFRONT, SEE ELEVATIONS & EXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE. STORE FRONT TO BE DESIGNED TO RESIST
WIND LOAD AS REQUIRED BY BUILDING CODES AND
LOCAL JURISDICTION. DESIGN OF STOREFRONT FRAMING
SYSTEM AND STRUCTURAL CALCULATIONS TO BE
DESIGN BUILD BY G.C. AND UNDER DEFERRED
SUBMITTAL.

55 CONCRETE TILT-UP PANEL, TYP. PAINTED, SEE EXTERIOR
COLOR SCHEDULE. REFER TO ELEVATIONS AND "S"
DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

56 EXTERIOR MAN DOOR 3'X7', HOLLOW METAL, PAINTED,
SEE EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE & DOOR SCHEDULE
FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

57 EXTERIOR STOREFRONT DOOR, SEE EXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE & DOOR SCHEDULE FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

58 DOCK-HI LOADING DOOR, 9'X10', WITH VISION GLAZING
PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER COLOR
SCHEDULE.

59 DRIVE THRU LOADING DOOR 12'X14' WITH VISION
GLAZING, PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER COLOR
SCHEDULE.

104 PANEL JOINT, TYP.
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GLAZING LEGEND

NON VISION 
GLAZING:

VISION GLAZING:

TEMPERED:
T

NOTE:
REFER TO ELEVATIONS FOR TEMPERED GLAZING 
LOCATIONS.

NON VISION GLAZING NOTES:
1. SINGLE PANE GLAZING PAINT FACE OF CONCRETE 

PANEL BEHIND BLACK.  NO COATING REQUIRED.
2. PROVIDE BREATHABLE MULLION SYSTEM @  NON-

VISION GLAZING SECTIONS, NO HOLES REQUIRED 
IN CONCRETE.

3. PROVIDE SHADE CLOTH BEHIND GLASS IN AREAS 
INTENDED TO BE NON-VISION WHEN THERE IS NO 
SPANDREL CONCRETE: 
TENCATE MIRAFI 140N 12.5' X 360' FILTER FABRIC

TEMPERED GLAZING NOTES:
1. IN OPERABLE DOORS, WINDOWS AND WITHIN 18" OF 

WALKING SURFACE TO BE TEMPERED.

EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE

TYP PAINT NOTES:
PAINT MAN DOORS, GUARD WALLS, RAMP WALLS, 
STAIRWALLS, GUARD RAILS, ROOF DRAINS, AND LOUVERS 
TOMATCH ADJACENT BUILDING WALL U.N.O.

TRUCK DOORS TO BE PRE-FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER IN 
WHITE FINISH

STOREFRONT
BLUE REFLECTIVE GLAZING & CLEAR ANODIZED 
MULLIONS

F

C

A

G

WHITE EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7063 NEBULOUS WHITE

LIGHT GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7673 PEWTER CAST

B LIGHT GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7065 ARGO

E BLUE EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 6510 LOYAL BLUE

D DARK GREY EXTERIOR PAINT
COLOR: SW 7674 PEPPERCORN

DECORATIVE BREAK METAL TO MATCH MULLIONS

H PAINTED CONCRETE WITH FORMLINER

KEYNOTES
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EXTERIOR ELEVATION
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 1/16" = 1'-0"
4

PROPOSED EAST ELEVATION

 1/16" = 1'-0"
2

PROPOSED NORTH ELEVATION

 1/16" = 1'-0"
1

PROPOSED SOUTH ELEVATION

 1/16" = 1'-0"
3

PROPOSED WEST ELEVATION

11 EXTERIOR CONCRETE STAIR W/CONCRETE WALLS.
WALLS & RAILINGS PAINTED PEREXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE. REFER TO CIVIL AND STRUCTURAL
DRAWINGS

28 SECURE BICYCLE RACk,BY ANOVA FURNISHINGS,
CIRBLEBRS2IG- CIRCLE STAINLESS STEEL BIKE RACK,
INGROUND MOUNT.STAINLESS STEEL FINISH.SEE A1.2/5
FOR DETAIL.

47 EXTERIOR METAL DOWNSPOUT AND OVERFLOW
SCUPPERS PAINTED TO MATCH BUILDING. REFER TO
PLUMBING PLANS FOR MINIMUM SCUPPER OPENINGS
ALLOWABLE PER CODE.

54 STOREFRONT, SEE ELEVATIONS & EXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE. STORE FRONT TO BE DESIGNED TO RESIST
WIND LOAD AS REQUIRED BY BUILDING CODES AND
LOCAL JURISDICTION. DESIGN OF STOREFRONT
FRAMING SYSTEM AND STRUCTURAL CALCULATIONS TO
BE DESIGN BUILD BY G.C. AND UNDER DEFERRED
SUBMITTAL.

55 CONCRETE TILT-UP PANEL, TYP. PAINTED, SEE
EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE. REFER TO ELEVATIONS
AND "S" DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

56 EXTERIOR MAN DOOR 3'X7', HOLLOW METAL, PAINTED,
SEE EXTERIOR COLOR SCHEDULE & DOOR SCHEDULE
FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

57 EXTERIOR STOREFRONT DOOR, SEE EXTERIOR COLOR
SCHEDULE & DOOR SCHEDULE FOR ADDITIONAL INFO.

58 DOCK-HI LOADING DOOR, 9'X10', WITH VISION GLAZING
PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER COLOR
SCHEDULE.

59 DRIVE THRU LOADING DOOR 12'X14' WITH VISION
GLAZING, PRE FINISHED BY MANUFACTURER PER
COLOR SCHEDULE.

63 AIR INTAKE LOUVER. PAINT TO MATCH BUILDING WALL,
TYP. SIZE VERTICAL 4'X 8', PROVIDE BIRD SCREEN,
FILTER AND BURGLAR BARS.

78 DECORATIVE METAL BROW. REFER TO
ARCHITECTURAL-STRUCTURAL DETAILS.

104 PANEL JOINT, TYP.

105 2" DECORATIVE CONCRETE REVEAL WITH CHAMFERED
EDGES, TYP.
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