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1.

INTRODUCTION

Anaheim Adventure Park, LLC (Applicant) proposes to operate a seasonal outdoor waterpark, Anaheim
Adventure Aqua Park (Proposed Project) at the 13.38-acre Miraloma Recharge Basin (Project Site). The
Proposed Project would include a floating obstacle course, associated parking area, and temporary
structures for a pro-shop, a life jacket distribution unit, and restrooms. The Anaheim Municipal Code
(Code) classifies the Proposed Project as “Recreation-Swimming & Tennis” and/or “RecreationCommercial Outdoor” types of use. The Proposed Project would not include the construction of any
permanent buildings or pavement; the Applicant would remove all land and water side improvements
from the Project Site during the off-season. The Orange County Water District (OCWD) owns the Project
Site; the Applicant would operate the Proposed Project through a long-term lease agreement. The
Project Site is located at 3255 E. Miraloma Ave (Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 345-061-06). Use of the
Project Site is subject to the Code and the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan (ACSP). The Proposed Project
is subject to the approval of the following entitlements:
•
•

Conditional Use Permit (CUP2019-06022) to permit an outdoor adventure water park.
Variance (VAR2020-05147) for the existing parking surfaces to remain as decomposed granite.

The Proposed Project would feature temporary land and water side improvements. The Proposed
Project does not include the construction of any permanent buildings or pavement; however, it would
include the installation of three (3) water lines on-site via hand trenching by the Applicant. Land side
improvements include a parking area, showers and water fountains, and temporary structures for a proshop, restrooms, and life-jacket disbursement. Water side improvements would include the floating
obstacle course and buoy lines. Temporary ancillary site improvements proposed include food truck
staging area and shade structures. Approximately 101 parking spaces would be available. The Proposed
Project would be open for seasonal use, typically April through October. The Proposed Project would
provide access to the Project Site from two existing paved driveways on Miraloma Avenue.
The Proposed Project is a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resource Code
§ 21000 et seq.: “CEQA”). The primary purpose of CEQA is to inform the public and decision makers as
to the potential impacts of a project and to allow an opportunity for public input to ensure informed
decision-making. CEQA requires all state and local government agencies to consider the environmental
effects of projects over which they have discretionary authority. CEQA also requires each public agency
to mitigate or avoid any significant environmental impacts resulting from the implementation of projects
subject to CEQA.
Pursuant to Section 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Anaheim (the City) is the Lead Agency for
the Proposed Project. The Lead Agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for
carrying out or approving a project. The City, as the Lead Agency for the Proposed Project, is responsible
for preparing environmental documentation in accordance with CEQA to determine if approval of the
discretionary actions requested and subsequent development of the Proposed Project would have a
significant impact on the environment.
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1.1. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT COMPLIANCE
This Addendum has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code [PRC] §§ 21000 et seq.); the CEQA Guidelines (Title
14, California Code of Regulations [CCR] §§ 15000 et seq.); and the rules, regulations, and procedures for
implementing CEQA as set forth by the City of Anaheim.
PRC Section 21166 and Section 15164(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that “the Lead Agency or a
Responsible Agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions
are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred.” Pursuant to Section 15162(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, a subsequent EIR
or Negative Declaration is only required when:
(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;
(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects; or
(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as
complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:
(a) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or

negative declaration;

(b) Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown in

the previous EIR;

(c) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be

feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

(d) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed

in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

As Lead Agency under CEQA, the City of Anaheim is required to evaluate the environmental impacts
associated with the discretionary action to approve a Conditional Use Permit to implement the Proposed
Project. The scope of the review for project-related impacts for this Addendum is limited to changes
between the ACSP Project and the Proposed Project. The previously certified 2015 Final EIR (EIR No. 348)
and related approved mitigation for impacts associated with the ACSP Project, therefore, effectively
serve as the “baseline” for the environmental impact analysis. The baseline mitigation includes all
applicable mitigation measures from Mitigation and Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP No. 312)
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approved in conjunction with EIR No. 348. As required by CEQA, this Addendum also addresses changes
in circumstances or new information that would potentially involve new environmental impacts.
The Proposed Project is consistent with the ACSP and EIR No. 348, certified for the ACSP. The Applicant
will be responsible for implementing all feasible mitigation measures identified in EIR No. 348, as further
identified, and discussed in the Addendum checklist. These mitigation measures will be conditions of
approval for the Proposed Project.
1.2. PRIOR ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT(S) ANALYZED
On January 26, 2016, the Anaheim City Council approved the ACSP Final and Draft Environmental Impact
Reports, cumulatively identified as EIR No. 348 (EIR No. 348), State Clearinghouse Number 2013101087,
and Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program No. 312 (MMRP No. 312), in conjunction with its
approval of the ACSP. The ACSP is a long-range planning and regulatory document that establishes a
clear vision and a series of transformative strategies that will define the future of public and private
investment within the Anaheim Canyon area. It supports the community’s vision for Anaheim Canyon as
a vital and viable center for research, industry, and commerce that serves both the greater Southern
California region and the nation. The Specific Plan envisions transforming Anaheim Canyon into the
leading center of the emerging Innovation Economy in Southern California. This includes supporting
existing companies while also promoting new businesses that take full advantage of new technologies
and manufacturing techniques. The Plan provides a clear action plan for where the public and private
sectors should focus investment, development, and improvements to ensure achievement of the City’s
vision for and the long-term economic success of Anaheim Canyon. It also establishes a safe and
accessible multimodal transportation network that accommodates vehicles, trucks, transit, pedestrians,
and bicyclists to provide greater options and healthier living for area residents and workers.
The OCWD, as the property owner and Lead Agency, certified the Miraloma Recharge Basin Final EIR
(State Clearinghouse No. 2010101093) (Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR) 1 on September 9, 2011 under
Resolution No. 11-9-130 and approved the final design, plans, and specifications for the construction of
the Miraloma Recharge Basin. The Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR analyzed the construction and
operation of the Miraloma Recharge Basin and identified mitigation measures the OCWD implemented
during the construction of the Miraloma Recharge Basin. The Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR did not
identify any significant impacts related to the operation of the Miraloma Recharge Basin and no
mitigation measures were required.

1 Miraloma Recharge Basin Final Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse No. 2010101093) is available at both the City of
Anaheim Planning Department and the Orange County Water District.
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1.3. CONTENT AND FORMAT
The Addendum is an informational document intended to disclose to agencies and to the public the
environmental consequences of approving and implementing the Proposed Project. This Addendum
includes the following:
Section 1: Introduction: This section introduces the Proposed Project, including general project
information and CEQA compliance.
Section 2: Project Description: This section provides a detailed description of the Proposed Project,
including the Proposed Project location, environmental setting and surrounding land uses, project
characteristics, and discretionary actions related to the Proposed Project.
Section 3: Initial Study Checklist: This section provides the findings that the Proposed Project would not
have a significant effect on the environment and the support for this finding.
Section 4: Environmental Impact Analysis: This section provides a summary of the analysis that was
included in the EIR No. 348 and compares the impacts of the Proposed Project with those analyzed and
anticipated by EIR No. 348. This section addresses the potential impacts of the Proposed Project with
the implementation of all applicable mitigation measures set forth in MMRP No. 312. The Addendum
analyzes environmental issues and concerns surrounding the Proposed Project, compares the level of
significance of the Proposed Project’s environmental effects to the determinations made in EIR No. 348,
and identifies corresponding mitigation measures from MMRP No. 312 to lessen potentially significant
impacts to a less than significant level.
Section 5: List of Preparers: This section provides a list of professionals who contributed to the
preparation of the Addendum.
Section 6: References: This section provides a list of references used to prepare the Addendum.
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2.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1. PROJECT LOCATION

The Proposed Project is located at 3255 E. Miraloma Ave (APN 345-061-06) in the City of Anaheim (City),
in the northern portion of Orange County, California (Project Site). The Project Site is within the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) “Anaheim, California” 7.5-minute quadrangle (2015) and located in the
northwestern portion of the City on north Miraloma Avenue, south of Orangethorpe Avenue, east of
Kraemer Boulevard, and west of N. Miller Street. State Route (SR) 57 and SR 91 provide freeway access
to the Project Site (Figure 1 - Regional Vicinity Map).
2.2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES
The Project Site is 13.38-acres and is one parcel located north of Miraloma Avenue, south of
Orangethorpe Avenue, east of Kraemer Boulevard, and west of N. Miller Street in the City of Anaheim
(Figure 2 – Project Vicinity Map and Figure 3 – Project Site Aerial Photograph). The Project Site is the
existing Miraloma Recharge Basin, owned and operated by OCWD. Topography on the Project Site is
generally flat at approximately 129 to 135 feet above mean sea level. The Proposed Project provides
vehicular access to the Project Site via two paved driveways on Miraloma Avenue. The eastern driveway
is the point of entry to the site and the western driveway is the point of exit. An existing decomposed
granite (DG) drive aisle, ranging in widths from approximately 22 feet at the north, east, and west ends,
to 58 feet at the southern end, routinely used by OCWD maintenance vehicles, surrounds the entire
Miraloma Recharge Basin. The Project Site’s street frontage is on the northern side of Miraloma Avenue,
east of North Kramer Boulevard and west of North Miller Street. The Project Site has an existing concrete
masonry unit (CMU) wall along the perimeter ranging from 6 feet on the east, west and north, of the
Project Site to 8 feet on the south perimeter of the Project Site, along Miraloma Avenue. The existing
use on the Project Site is the Miraloma Recharge Basin. The OCWD maintains a pump station, fire-safety
improvements such as backflow preventer and hose bib, two 8-foot-high sliding security gates and paved
driveways at the entrance and exit to E. Miraloma Avenue, and drought-tolerant landscaping in the front
yard setback and parkway.
Industrial and open space/water uses, including OCWD Kraemer Basin to the west, OCWD Miller Basin
to the north, Zuma Business Park which houses industrial, warehousing and manufacturing uses to the
east, and industrial uses and a religious facility to the south, surround the Project Site. Carbon Creek is
directly adjacent to west of the Project Site and separates it from the other two OCWD basins. Table 1 Project Site Information summarizes key information associated with the Project Site.
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Table 1 – Project Site Information
Address

3255 E. Miraloma Ave

Assessor’s Parcel
Number

345-061-06

Size

13.38-acres

Existing General
Plan Designation

Water Uses

Existing Zoning

Open Space/ Water (DA-6) of the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan No. 2015-1
(ACSP)

Existing Use
Surrounding Uses
and Zoning

Miraloma Recharge Basin
North
General Plan Designation: Water Uses
Zoning: Open Space/ Water (DA-6)
Uses: Miller Basin
South:
General Plan Designation: Industrial
Zoning: Industrial Area (DA-1)
Uses: Industrial, Church
East
General Plan Designation: Industrial
Zoning: Industrial Area (DA-1)
Uses: Industrial Warehouses and Manufacturing
West
General Plan Designation: Water Uses
Zoning: Open Space/ Water (DA-6)
Uses: Kraemer Basin

2.2.1.

General Plan

The Anaheim General Plan designates the Project Site for Water Uses. The Water Uses designation
applies to water bodies, such as the Santa Ana River, lakes, and reservoirs, and other water-related uses
such as flood control channels and drainage basins. The Project Site is within the Open Space/Water
Area (DA-6) of the ACSP. The Project Site is located within an area predominantly designated Water Uses
to the north and to the west and Industrial to the south and to the east.
2.2.2.

Zoning

The Applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit for the operation of a seasonal aqua park at the
Miraloma Recharge Basin and a Variance for the parking surfaces requirement as outlined in Chapter
18.42.060 of the AMC. Specifically, the Variance requests that the material of the proposed parking area
remain as the existing DG rather than being fully paved with solid materials, such as concrete or asphalt.
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The Applicant would establish and maintain the parking lot striping with the application and daily
maintenance of gypsum chalk. At the beginning and end of each season of use, the Applicant would
install and remove pre-cast concrete wheel stops for each parking space. In accordance with the ACSP,
the City of Anaheim Zoning Ordinance--Chapter 18.120 governs the specific plan area with regard to
zoning and development standards. The intent of the Open Space/Water Area (DA-6) is to ensure the
protection and maintenance of all existing water-related, open space areas from incompatible uses in
an orderly manner (Section 18.120.030.060). Anaheim Canyon is located on some of the most permeable
soil in Orange County, and groundwater recharge is a critically important activity of regional importance.
Protecting these areas is an important focus of the Specific Plan. In addition to groundwater recharge
activities, this area also encourages the creation of bicycle and pedestrian trails that link Anaheim
Canyon to surrounding neighborhoods and the Santa Ana Trail system. The ACSP also allows certain nonopen space or water uses within this development area. The underlying base zone for this area is the
“OS” Open Space Zone, and, unless otherwise indicated, the standards of the “OS” Open Space Zone
apply to the Project Site. The Project Site is located within an area predominantly designated Open
Space/Water (DA-6) to the north and to the west and Industrial Area (DA-1) to the south and to the east
2.3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.3.1.

Background

The OCWD owns the Project Site and the Applicant would operate the Proposed Project through a longterm lease agreement. The Miraloma Recharge Basin facility is part of OCWD’s Ground Water
Replenishment System (GWRS) – the largest water purification system in the world for indirect potable
reuse. OCWD pumps purified reclaimed wastewater from its treatment plant in Fountain Valley to the
Miraloma Recharge Basin in Anaheim, a distance of thirteen miles. The purified water infiltrates through
the floor of the basin to the aquifer below at the rate of almost 10 billion gallons per year (18,000 gallons
per minute). Significant grading operations every winter (excavation, stockpiling, removal of fines, etc.)
preserve the basin’s ability to infiltrate at this rate. For this reason, all of the Proposed Project’s
improvements (except signage and other improvements attached to the perimeter walls) must be
temporary. The Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR, adopted in 2011, analyzed the construction and
operation of the Miraloma Recharge Basin. OCWD holds Section 401, Section 1600, and Section 404
permits for all the Miraloma Recharge Basin operational activities, including grading.
2.3.2.

Proposed Project

The Proposed Project would consist of the operation of a seasonal aqua park that would operate
annually from April to October; weather permitting. The Applicant would accept the Miraloma Recharge
Basin in the configuration and condition delivered by OCWD at the beginning of every season – after
OCWD’s winter grading and infiltration improving operations conclude. The proposed hours are as
follows:
Summer Hours (months May through September)
Monday through Friday 10am to 7pm, Saturday and Sunday 9am to 7pm.
Seasonal Hours (months of April and October)
Monday through Friday 10am to 4pm and Saturday and Sunday 9am to 4pm.
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Temporary and removable improvements include the inflatable AquaPark equipment and buoy lines in
the water; and, a pro-shop, a life jacket distribution unit, restrooms, and sunshade structures on land.
All of these items would be modular/portable and removed during the off-season. A food truck staging
area would be located on the southwestern corner of the Project Site (Figure 4 – Site Plan). The Proposed
Project would also include installation of a half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface
inside the perimeter wall, similar to an irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area
for fugitive dust control. The Applicant would trench this line by hand, approximately two inches below
the western driveway. In addition, the Applicant would hand trench a ¾-inch PVC pipeline from the water
source in the south west corner of the Project Site to the water’s edge in order to provide potable water
to the spray features on the AquaPark equipment. The offsite improvements are limited to the City
Public Utilities Department installation of a secondary water line, separate from the irrigation line, from
Miraloma Avenue to the southwest corner of the Project Site. This line would provide water to the
drinking fountains, four outdoor showers/rinse stations, and potable water for the spray features on the
AquaPark Equipment, as shown in Figure 5 – Approved Water Plans. The Applicant has already paid a
fee to the City’s Public Utilities Department for this work to occur. Kayaks and/or paddleboards would
be located on the beach and returned to a portable rack in the evenings.
ADA accessible pedestrian access would be provided by an Accessmat© or similar pathway to provide
access to the water’s edge. The Proposed Project would not involve any demolition, or construction of
permanent buildings; however, it would include the installation of three (3) water lines (half-inch, water
supply line, and ¾”). The Proposed Project would include seasonal improvements both on-ground and
in the Basin that would be removable with a minimum 72-hour advanced notice from the OCWD in the
event that operation of the aqua park would be interrupted by operational activities of the groundwater
basin. During the off season (month of November through March), the OCWD may drain the Basin and
perform routine maintenance activities as needed. These maintenance operations would include
maintaining the sandy floor of the Basin and slopes, as part of their ongoing management of the
groundwater recharge system, analyzed in the Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR, and permitted under
separate Section 401, Section 1600, and Section 404 permits.
Land Side Improvements and Temporary Structures
The proposed seasonal aqua park would be comprised of water recreation and ancillary support
facilities. The land side improvements would include a 101-space parking lot comprised of the existing
decomposed granite (DG) surface area on the southern end of the Project Site. The Proposed Project
would include installation of pre-cast concrete wheel stops and striping with gypsum chalk to denote
parking stalls, straw wattles, one-way entry and exit from Miraloma Avenue, and a hammerhead
turnaround within the existing DG area (Figure 4). The Proposed Project would include installation of a
half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface inside the perimeter wall, similar to an
irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust control. The Applicant
would trench this line by hand approximately two inches below the western driveway. Land based
temporary structures include a pro-shop, a life jacket distribution unit, restrooms, and sunshade
structures; all of these items would be modular/portable. A 5-foot-wide ADA access ramp with railing
(as needed) would connect the parking lot to the temporary structures. A secondary water line would
connect to the two-inch water service installed by the City, in the southwestern corner of the Project
Site, where the Applicant would connect a water supply line to provide potable water for drinking
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fountains, shower/rinse stations, and tankless water heater. A ¾ inch water line to supply the Monsoon
attraction water spray feature on the floating recreational equipment would continue from this water
supply line (Figure 4).
Water Side Temporary Structures
The proposed seasonal aqua park would include floating recreational equipment of a series of inflatable
slides, runways, jumping pillows, bouncers, swings, ramps, jumps, ladders, slides, bridges (Figure 6 –
AquaPark Equipment and Figure 7 – Representative Installation). Non-motorized and human-powered
activities such as kayaks and paddle boards would be available for use and stored in portable racks on
the beach. The primary attraction, the obstacle course, would be located in the southwestern corner of
the Basin and would include the AquaPark equipment anchored to the floor of the Basin. The area of the
obstacle course would be approximately 22,500 square feet with varying depths that currently exist
within the basin. The height of the tallest feature of the obstacle course would be 26’ 3” above the water
surface. The top point of the obstacle course would be approximately nine feet above the top of the 8’
perimeter wall and would be visible from beyond the property line by approximately one foot at the
south side of Miraloma Avenue, as shown in Figure 8 – Project Line of Sight Section. A buoy rope line,
denoting various depths, would encircle the obstacle course. Further north of the obstacle course, a
secondary buoy rope would designate the paddle board and kayak area. A third buoy line located at the
northern end of the Miraloma Water Basin would have a sign denoting “restricted area”. The portion of
the basin directly north of the third buoy line would be restricted to aqua park patrons.
Parking and Circulation
The Proposed Project would include 101 parking spaces, located along the interior southern edge of the
Project Site. The proposed parking area would be comprised of the existing DG surface with gypsum
chalk striping. Four (4) of the 101 spaces would be ADA compliant parking spaces. The Applicant would
install signs within the parking area, stating that the on-site speed limit is five miles per hour (Figure 9
– Sign Details). The Proposed Project would also include installation of a half-inch water line to be
installed on the ground surface inside the perimeter wall, similar to an irrigation line, in order to
periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust control. The Applicant would hand trench this
line, approximately two inches below the western driveway.
The Proposed Project would provide vehicular, fire, and sanitation truck access to the Project Site via a
one-way drive aisle entering the Project Site at the eastern driveway and exiting from the western
driveway (Figure 4). An 18-foot drive aisle would divide two rows of 60-degree parking spaces. A
hammerhead turnaround at the western end of the parking area would allow for emergency vehicles
and sanitation vehicles to access the Project Site. A secondary turnaround and loading area would be
located east of the exit driveway for loading and turnaround of sanitation trucks. A 20-foot by 12-foot
loading zone would be at the northwestern edge of the parking area.
Security
The Applicant would secure the Project Site using the existing gated access driveways located at the
southern property line of the Project Site and an existing a 6-foot to 8-foot CMU wall located along the
perimeter of the Project Site. Installation of security and safety signage would be included for the
proposed use (Figure 9). The Applicant would place these signs throughout the Project Site, at vehicular
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entry and exit access points, water line, and adjacent to the shower and drinking fountain areas (Figure
4). The Proposed Project would also include operational safety measures, such as lifeguards on duty and
safety vest requirements. The Applicant requires lifeguards to maintain current certification by the
American Red Cross and/or the YMCA and would be equipped with rescue buoy, whistle, handheld twoway radio, rescue paddle boards, and a first-aid kit. The Applicant would retain a full-time security guard
to monitor premises 24-hours per day, seven days per week.
Staff Occupancy
Staffing for the Proposed Project would include up to approximately 20-25 temporary seasonal jobs. The
floating recreational equipment has a 225-person maximum capacity with up to an additional 30 users
simultaneously accessing the kayaks and paddleboards. The proposed use would operate and maintain
lifeguards on duty at a minimum rate of 1 lifeguard per 30 persons, resulting in up to nine (9) lifeguards
on duty at maximum capacity. Approximately five to eight administrative and customer service
employees would staff the pro-shop and life jacket distribution area. A full-time security guard would
be present on the premises 24-hours per day, seven days per week.
Off-Site Improvements
The Applicant would not be completing any off-site improvements, instead, the Applicant has paid a fee
for a secondary waterline installation by the City, per its Public Utilities department. The secondary
water line would be separate from the existing irrigation line, from Miraloma Avenue to the southwest
corner of the Project Site as shown in Figure 5 – Approved Water Plans. The Applicant would install a
new backflow preventer on this secondary water line next to the existing backflow preventer, per City
Standard W-104 and shown as Keynote 7 in Figure 4. The Applicant has paid the fee associated with this
secondary waterline and the City Public Utilities is currently waiting for project approval prior to
installation.
2.4. CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
Construction activities would be limited to installation of the parking lot gypsum chalk striping and wheel
stops, drinking fountains, tankless water heater, shower area, backflow preventer, parking lot water line,
secondary potable water line, and a ¾” water line to supply the Monsoon attraction water spray feature
on the floating recreational equipment. The City Public Utilities Department would install the secondary
water line from Miraloma Avenue to the Project Site which would feed the three on-site water lines; the
Applicant has paid the costs associated with the installation of the secondary water line. The Applicant
would place the temporary and removable land side structures and AquaPark Equipment and buoy lines
at the beginning of the 2021 season in March/April 2021. As no mass grading or permanent buildings
are proposed, no grading or building permits from the City would be required. The Applicant would be
required to obtain a plumbing permit from the City’s Building Department for installation of the backflow
preventer and potable water lines. The Applicant anticipates beginning operation in April 2021.
2.5. DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS
The Applicant is requesting approval of the following entitlement for the Proposed Project:
• Conditional Use Permit (CUP2019-06022) to permit an outdoor adventure water park located at
the existing Miraloma Recharge Basin (Development Project Review (DEV2019-00040)).
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•

Variance Permit (VAR2020-05147) to deviate from the surfaces requirement as outlined in
Chapter 18.42.060 of the AMC, specifically to allow the proposed parking area to remain as
decomposed granite rather than be fully paved with solid materials, such as concrete or asphalt.
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Figure 4: Site Plan

Source: MKA

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project

Figure 5: Approved Water Plans

Source: City of Anaheim Water Services

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project

Figure 6: AquaPark Equipment

Source: aquaglide.com – Ring Monsoon XXL 225

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project

Figure 7: Representative Installation

Source: www.lakelasvegaswatersports.com

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project

Figure 8: Project Line of Sight Section

Source: MKA

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project

Figure 9: Sign Details

Source: MK & Associates (MKA)
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3. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
CASE NOS.:

Development Project No. 2019-00040 (DEV2019-00040)
Conditional Use Permit No. 2019-06022 (CUP2019-06022)
Variance No. 2020-05147 (VAR2020-05147)

SITE ADDRESS:

3255 E. Miraloma Ave

ACCESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS (APN): 345-061-06
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: Water Uses
ZONING: Open Space/Water Area (DA-6) of the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan No. 2015-1 (ACSP)
PROJECT NAME: Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park
LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS:
City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 162
Anaheim, CA 92805
CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER: Andy Uk, Associate Planner, 714-765-5238
APPLICANT:
Anaheim Adventure Park, LLC.
David Wabiszewski
38430 Corte Portofino
Menifee, CA 92584
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Anaheim Adventure Park, LLC (Applicant) proposes the seasonal recreational
use, typically April through October, of Orange County Water District (OCWD) Miraloma Recharge Basin.
The Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park (Proposed Project) would include a floating obstacle course,
temporary structures for a pro-shop, a life jacket distribution unit, and restrooms, associated parking,
and installation of three water lines via hand trenching. The Proposed Project does not include the
constructions of any buildings or pavement improvements; the Applicant would remove all land and
water side improvements from the Project Site during the off-season. The Code classifies the Proposed
Project as a “Recreation-Swimming & Tennis” and/or “Recreation-Commercial Outdoor” types of use.
LOCATION: The Proposed Project is located in the Anaheim Canyon, in the northern portion of Anaheim,
approximately 25 miles southeast of downtown Los Angeles. The Anaheim Canyon encompasses
approximately 2,600 acres. The boundaries for Anaheim Canyon are Orangethorpe Avenue, on the
north; the Santa Ana River, on the south; Imperial Highway (State Route 90), on the east; and Orange
Freeway (State Route 57) on the west. The Santa Ana River traverses Anaheim Canyon. The Santa Ana
River is the major means of drainage for the San Bernardino Mountains and a major water source for
four counties.
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The boundaries for the Project Site are Miller Basin and E Orangethorpe to the north, Industrial uses and
N Miller Street to the east, Kraemer Basin and N Kraemer Boulevard to the west, and Miraloma Avenue
and Eastside Church to the south. Figure 1 – Regional Vicinity Map, Figure 2 - Project Vicinity Map, Figure
3 – Project Site Aerial Photograph, and Figure 4 – Site Plan show the Project Site and its boundaries.
The Project Site is the OCWD Miraloma Recharge Basin, which is 13.38-acres on Assessor Parcel Number
(APN) 345-061-06 (Project Site). The existing Project Site land use designation is Water Uses in the ACSP.
PROJECT DESIGN: The proposed temporary pro-shop would utilize a fold-open structure design and
include a roof deck area. The temporary structure would be comprised of a variety of high-quality
building materials in a contemporary architectural style including a matte white metal finish; faux stone
veneer on interior counter facades; and metal flooring. The varying colors and textures, as well as the
open, pass through design, add dimension and interest, and all facades are treated to the same standard
of quality. The proposed temporary structure is in a modern architectural style, with clean horizontal
lines and modern materials consisting of metal and aluminum.
ACCESS AND CIRCULATION: The Proposed Project’s parking area would include 101 parking spaces,
comprised of the existing DG surface with gypsum chalk striping. Four of the 101 spaces would be ADA
compliant parking spaces.
Vehicular, fire, and sanitation truck circulation for the Proposed Project would involve entry-only access
from the southeastern corner of the Project Site off Miraloma Avenue. A one-way, 18-foot drive aisle
would divide the two rows of 60-degree parking spaces, with the exit located at the western end of the
parking area. A hammerhead turnaround at the western end of the parking area would allow for
emergency vehicles and sanitation vehicles to access the Project Site. A secondary turnaround and
loading area would be located east of the exit driveway for loading and turnaround of sanitation trucks.
The Proposed Project would include a 20-foot by 12-foot loading zone at the northwestern edge of the
parking area. An existing 22- to 58-foot-wide DG drive aisle, routinely used by OCWD maintenance
vehicles, surrounds the entire Basin.
OFFSITE IMPROVEMENTS: The Applicant would not be completing any off-site improvements. Per the
City’s Public Utilities Department, the City would install a secondary water line from Miraloma Avenue
to the southwest corner of the Project Site. The Applicant would install a new backflow preventer on
this secondary water line next to the existing backflow preventer, per City Standard W-104 as shown in
Figure 5 – Approved Water Plans. The Applicant has paid the fee associated with the water line and the
City Public Utilities is currently waiting for project approval before installation.
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES: Construction activities would be limited to installation of the parking lot
gypsum chalk striping and wheel stops, the drinking fountains, tankless water heater, shower area,
backflow preventer, a two-inch water line, a half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface
inside the perimeter wall; similar to an irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area
for fugitive dust control, and a ¾” water line to supply the Monsoon attraction water spray feature on
the floating recreational equipment. The Applicant would hand trench a half-inch line approximately two
inches below the western driveway. The City Public Utilities Department would install the secondary
water line from Miraloma Avenue to the Project Site which would feed the three on-site water lines. The
Applicant has paid the fee to the City’s Public Utilities Department install the secondary water line. The
Applicant would place the temporary and removable land side structures and AquaPark Equipment and
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buoy lines at the beginning of each season. As no mass grading or permanent buildings are proposed,
no grading or building permits from the City would be required.
OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED: Orange County Water District, Orange
County Health Care Agency, State Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Regional Water Quality
Control Board
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: In January 2016, the Anaheim City Council certified Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) No. 348, concurrent with the adoption of the ACSP. EIR No. 348 evaluated the
environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the ACSP and created Mitigation
Monitoring Reporting Plan No. 312 (MMRP No. 312). EIR No. 348 serves as the environmental document
for Projects implemented in accordance with the ACSP. At buildout, the ACSP would allow for the
redevelopment of existing uses resulting in approximately 47 million square feet of non-residential and
2,919 dwelling units.
CEQA Statute and Guidelines limit the scope of the City’s review of the Proposed Project. This review is
limited to evaluating the environmental effects associated with the Proposed Project, in comparison to
the ACSP Project as set forth in EIR No. 348. This Addendum also reviews new information, if any, of
substantial importance not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable due
diligence at the time EIR No. 348 was certified. This evaluation includes a determination as to whether
the changes proposed for the project would result in any new significant impacts or a substantial
increase in a previously identified significant impact.
Although CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 does not stipulate the format or content of an addendum, this
Addendum used the topical areas identified in Appendix G of the 2019 CEQA Guidelines as guidance for this
Addendum. This comparative analysis provides the City with the factual basis for determining whether
any changes in the Project, any changes in circumstances, or any new information since EIR No. 348 was
certified would require additional environmental review or preparation of a Subsequent EIR or
Supplemental EIR.
Pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City has determined, on the basis of substantial
evidence in the light of the whole record, that implementation of the Proposed Project does not propose
substantial changes to the Approved Project. In addition, no substantial changes in circumstances would
occur which would require major revisions to EIR No. 348. Furthermore, there has been no new
information of substantial importance revealed since the certification of EIR No. 348 that would result in
either new significant effects or an increase in the severity of previously analyzed significant effects.
The City Council adopted Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP No. 312) as a part of EIR No.
348 that minimized impacts associated with implementation of the ACSP Project. This Addendum
identifies the previously adopted mitigation measures applicable to the Proposed Project, which will be
conditions of approval for the Proposed Project. This Addendum discusses these mitigation measures in
each relevant section of the Addendum.
This Addendum was prepared to summarize the analysis that was included in the EIR No. 348 and
compare the impacts of the Proposed Project with those analyzed and anticipated by EIR No. 348. The
Addendum addresses the potential impacts of the Proposed Project with the applicable mitigation
measures set forth in MMRP No. 312, as described in the technical studies prepared specifically for the
Proposed Project. The City, as Lead Agency, would implement the applicable mitigation measures, as
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conditions of approval, which the City would apply to the Proposed Project, as part of its discretionary
approval of the Proposed Project. The Addendum indicates there are two measures applicable to the
Proposed Project, one of which is satisfied by the Applicant paying the applicable fee required for all
development and the second is satisfied by the Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Air Quality Odor
Assessment (Appendix A). With implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the Addendum,
the Proposed Project would not result in any environmental impacts beyond those identified in the
previously certified EIR No. 348.
The Addendum concludes the following:
•

The Proposed Project will not cause significant effects on the environment that were not
examined in EIR No. 348.

•

All potentially significant impacts of the Proposed Project are mitigated and avoided pursuant to
paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) of Section 21081 of the Public Resources Code, as a result of the
EIR No. 348.

•

EIR No. 348 examined at a sufficient level of detail the Proposed Project’s effects on the
environment to enable those effects to be mitigated or avoided by site-specific revisions, the
imposition of conditions, or by other means in connection with the approval of the Proposed
Project.

•

The Proposed Project is consistent with the ACSP, the applicable local land use plans and zoning
of the City of Anaheim.

•

No substantial changes are proposed to the implementation of the ACSP through the Proposed
Project which will require major revisions of EIR No. 348.

•

No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the
Proposed Project is being undertaken, which will require major revisions in EIR No. 348.

•

Lastly, no new information has become available, which was not known and could not have been
known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified as complete that is relevant to the conclusions
and findings of EIR No. 348.
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3.1. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
☐
☐

Aesthetics
Biological Resources

☐
☐

Agriculture & Forestry
Resources
Cultural Resources

☐

Geology/Soils

☐

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

☐

Hydrology/Water
Quality

☐

Land Use/Planning

☐
☐
☐

Noise
Recreation
Utilities/Service
Systems

☐

Population/Housing

☐

Wildfire

☐

☐
☐

Energy

☐

Hazards
Material

☐

Mineral Resources

&

Hazardous

☐

Public Services

☐

Mandatory Findings
Significance

☐

Transportation

Air Quality

Tribal Cultural Resources
of

3.2. DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
☐ I find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
☐ I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the Project have been made by or
agreed to by the Project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
☐ I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
☐ I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to
be addressed.
☒ I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects 1) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and 2) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the Proposed Project, nothing further is required.
Signature of City of Anaheim Representative

Date

Printed Name, Title

Phone Number
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4.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including offsite as well as onsite,
cumulative as well as Project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.
2) A list of “Supporting Information Sources” must be attached and other sources used, or individuals
contacted should be cited in the Narrative Summary for each section.
3) Response column heading definitions:
a) Potentially Significant Impact is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may
be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the
determination is made, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.
b) Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than
Significant Impact”. The mitigation measures must be described, along with a brief explanation
of how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.
c) Less Than Significant Impact applies where the Project creates no significant impacts, only “Less
Than Significant impacts”.
d) Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348; No New Impact applies where the impacts for the category
were analyzed in EIR No. 348 and implementation of the proposed project would not result in
any new impacts that were not analyzed in EIR No. 348.
e) No Impact applies where a Project does not create an impact in that category. A “No Impact”
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact
simply does not apply to Projects like the one proposed (e.g., the Project falls outside of a fault
rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on Project-specific
factors as well as general standards (e.g., the Project will not expose sensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a Project-specific screening analysis).
4) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to a tiering, program EIR, Master EIR, or other
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier EIR or negative declaration (§ 15062(c)(3)(D)). In this case, a brief discussion should identify
the following:
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the checklist were within the scope
of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.
c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated”, describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the Project.
5) Incorporate into the checklist any references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g., the
General Plan, zoning ordinance). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.
6) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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4.1. AESTHETICS

Would the Project:

Environmental Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed in
EIR No. 348
No New
Impact

No
Impact

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











b)
Substantially
damage
scenic
resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a State scenic highway
or local scenic expressway, scenic
highway, or eligible scenic highway?











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











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











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.
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Narrative Summary (a-d): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the aesthetic impacts associated with the
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.1). EIR No 348 identified that all potential impacts were less than
significant.
EIR No. 348 analyzed the impact of the ACSP on the existing landform and existing aesthetic
characteristics of the site and surroundings, including scenic vistas, scenic resources, and the visual
quality of the site and surroundings. EIR No. 348 also analyzed impacts of the ACSP associated with light
and glare adjacent to sensitive uses. EIR No. 348 concluded that implementation of the ACSP would not
adversely impact any scenic vista or damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway. State Route
(SR) 91 runs along the southern edge of the Santa Ana River and is officially designated as a state scenic
highway from SR-55 to east of Anaheim city limit. Additionally, EIR No. 348 concluded that
implementation of the ACSP would not degrade the visual quality of the Project area (EIR No. 348, pp.
5.1-9 – 5.1-11). EIR No. 348 concluded that implementation of the ACSP would not have adverse light
and glare impacts adjacent to sensitive uses, Impact 5.1-3. (EIR No. 348, pp. 5.1-10 – 5.1-11).
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-d)
No New Impacts. The Project Site is northwest of the SR-91/SR-55 interchange and is not within the
limits of the state scenic highway. Therefore, potential impacts associated with scenic vistas and scenic
resources within a state scenic highway would be less than significant.
The Project Site is in the Miraloma Recharge Basin and is not located directly adjacent to any sensitive
receptors. Under Section 5.10.1.2 in EIR No. 348, the definition of sensitive receptors includes residence,
schools, hospital facilities, houses of worship, and open space/recreation areas (p. 5.10-16). The nearest
sensitive receptors to the Project Site are the residence located across the Carbon Creek Channel to the
west, fronting off of Miraloma Avenue and the Eastside Christian Church located to the south, across
Miraloma Avenue. The inflatable obstacle course would be the tallest portion of the Proposed Project,
at a height of 26’-3” at its highest point. Figure 8 – Project Line of Sight Section shows that the tallest
point of the obstacle course would maintain approximately one foot of visibility as seen by a pedestrian
located on the sidewalk on the south side of Miraloma Avenue (across the street from the Project Site).
The existing block wall surrounding the Project Site would shield the obstacle course from view from all
vehicles passing by on Miraloma Avenue and pedestrian traffic located on the north side of Miraloma
Avenue. No view sheds or corridors would be impacted as a result of the Proposed Project.
The Proposed Project would operate May through September with hours of operation of Monday
through Friday 10am to 7pm and Saturday and Sunday 9am to 7pm. Seasonal hours of operation for the
months of April and October would be Monday through Friday 10am to 4pm and Saturday and Sunday
9am to 4pm. No nighttime lighting would be required for the Proposed Project. The Project Site has an
existing six to eight-foot-high concrete wall along the perimeter of the Project Site, which would help
reduce any aesthetics impacts during seasonal operations. During the off season, the Applicant would
remove the temporary amenities such as floating obstacle course and the wheel-mounted units
(restrooms, pro-shop, and life-vest kiosk) from the Project Site. Therefore, no new impacts associated
with aesthetics would occur.
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Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348
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4.2.

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether Impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of Conservation (DOC) as an optional model to use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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











c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code § 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code § 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code § 51104(g))?











d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?











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?
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

-

Narrative Summary (a-e): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
No Impacts. During preparation of the EIR No. 348, agriculture resources were identified as not being
significantly affected by or affecting the ACSP. The ACSP area is an urbanized area, disturbed by human
activity and development (EIR No. 348, pp. 4-4, 8-2). Implementation of the Proposed Project as
anticipated by the ACSP would not result in the rezoning, conversion, or loss of agricultural resources.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-e)
No New Impacts. The Project Site is a groundwater recharge basin. According to the California
Department of Conservation’s Orange County Important Farmland Data Availability website 2, the
Project Site is urban and built-up land. The Proposed Project is a seasonal water park that would not
result in any potential impacts to agricultural resources. Therefore, no new impacts associated with
agricultural resources would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.

2

California Department of Conservation. (2016). Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/Orange.aspx Accessed June 23, 2020.
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4.3.

AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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?





















c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?











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











In July 2020, Sagecrest Planning+Environmental completed an odor assessment to determine potential
impacts related to odors associated with the development of the Proposed Project as they related to MM
AQ-11 (Appendix A - Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Air Quality Odor Assessment, Sagecrest
Planning+Environmental, July 2020). Appendix A assesses verified odor complaints monitored by the
SCAQMD in order to identify applicability of MM AQ-11.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-1: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
provide a note on plans indicating that ongoing during grading
and construction, contractors will use equipment that meets the
following United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)Certified emissions standards:
All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than
50 horsepower shall meet the Tier 4 Final emission standards.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be
achieved by a Level 4 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine, as defined by CARB regulations.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

33 | P a g e

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site.
No
construction or demolition of
permanent buildings would
occur. The Applicant would
install the three (3) proposed
water lines via hand trenching.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

AQ-2: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
provide a list of all construction equipment proposed to be used
on the Project Site. This list may be provided on the building
plans. The construction equipment list shall state the makes,
models, and numbers of the equipment; that the equipment shall
be properly serviced and maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s recommendations; and, that all nonessential
idling of construction equipment is restricted to five minutes or
less in compliance with California Air Resources Board’s Rule
2449.

is

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings would be a part of the
Proposed Project. The Applicant
would install the three (3)
proposed water lines via hand
trenching.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-3: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
submit a dust control plan that implements the following
measures during ground-disturbing activities, in addition to the
existing requirements for fugitive dust control under South Coast
Air Quality Management District Rule 403, to further reduce
PM10 and PM2.5 emissions:
a) Following all grading activities, the construction
contractor shall reestablish ground cover on the
construction site through seeding and watering.
b) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall sweep streets with Rule 1186–compliant,
PM10-efficient vacuum units on a daily basis if silt is
carried over to adjacent public thoroughfares or occurs as
a result of hauling.
c) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall maintain a minimum 24-inch freeboard
on trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials
and tarp materials with a fabric cover or other cover that
achieves the same amount of protection.
d) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall water exposed ground surfaces and
disturbed areas a minimum of every three hours on the
construction site and a minimum of three times per day.
e) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall limit onsite vehicle speeds on unpaved
roads to no more than 15 miles per hour.
The Building Division shall verify compliance during normal
construction site inspections.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings would be a part of the
Proposed Project. The Applicant
would install the three (3)
proposed water lines via hand
trenching. A half-inch water
line, to be installed on the
ground surface inside the
perimeter
wall,
would
periodically water the DG
parking area for fugitive dust
control.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-4: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developer shall provide a note on plans indicating that:
a) All coatings and solvents will have a volatile organic
compound (VOC) content lower than required under Rule
1113 (i.e., super compliant paints).
b) All architectural coatings shall be applied either by (1)
using a high-volume, low pressure spray method operated
at an air pressure between 0.1 and 10 pounds per square
inch gauge to achieve a 65 percent application efficiency;
or (2) manual application using a paintbrush, hand-roller,
trowel, spatula, dauber, rag, or sponge, to achieve a 100
percent applicant efficiency.
c) The
construction contractor shall
also
use
precoated/natural colored building materials, where
feasible.
The Building Division shall verify compliance during normal
construction site inspections.
AQ-5: Prior to issuance of building permits, for residential
development, the property owner/developer shall provide a note
on building plans that indicates that all shared community
barbeques will be electric powered barbeque units. These units
shall be verified on site by the Building Division prior to issuance
of a Certificate of Occupancy.

AQ-6: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developer shall show on plans that all applicant-provided
appliances be Energy Star appliances (dishwashers, refrigerators,
clothes washers, and dryers). Installation of Energy Star
appliances shall be verified by the Building Division prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of buildings would
be a part of the Proposed
Project. No material coatings for
the purposes of exterior
structure finishes would be
applied as a part of the Proposed
Project.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings
that
require
appliances. All facets of the
Proposed Project would be
seasonal and temporary.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-7: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction
of residential development, the property owner/developer shall
indicate on plans that garage and/or car port parking are
electrically wired to accommodate a Level 2 (240 volt) electric
vehicle charging. The location of the electrical outlets shall be
specified on building plans, and proper installation shall be
verified by the Building Division prior to issuance of a Certificate
of Occupancy.
AQ-8: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction
of non-residential development of 100,000 building square feet
or more, the property owner/developer shall indicate on plans
that Level 2 vehicle charging stations will be provided for public
use, and where feasible, the property owner/developer shall
coordinate with the City of Anaheim to install Level 3 (480 volt or
higher) charging stations. The location of the charging station(s)
shall be specified on building plans, and proper installation shall
be verified by the Building Division prior to issuance of a
Certificate of Occupancy.
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Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

AQ-9: Prior to issuance of building permits for new industrial or
warehousing projects that meets the following criteria:
a) Have the potential to generate 100 or more diesel truck trips
per day or have 40 or more trucks with operating diesel-powered
transport refrigeration units (TRUs), and
b) Are within 1,000 feet of a sensitive land use (e.g., residential,
schools, hospitals, nursing homes), as measured from the
property line of the project to the property line of the nearest
sensitive use.
The property owner/developer shall submit a health risk
assessment (HRA) to the Planning Department. The HRA shall be
prepared in accordance with policies and procedures of the State
of California’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA) and the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD).
If the HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk exceeds one in
one hundred thousand (1.0E-05), PM concentrations would
exceed 2.5 μg/m3, or the appropriate noncancer hazard index
exceeds 1.0, the applicant will be required to identify and
demonstrate that best available control technologies for toxics
(T-BACTs) are capable of reducing potential cancer and
noncancer risks to an acceptable level, including appropriate
enforcement mechanisms. T-BACTs may include, but are not
limited to, restricting idling onsite or electrifying warehousing
docks to reduce diesel particulate matter, or requiring use of
newer
equipment
and/or
vehicles.
The
property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires ongoing implementation of T-BACTs identified in the
HRA. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of new industrial or
warehousing buildings. The
Proposed Project would not
generate 100 or more diesel
truck trips per day.
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AQ-10: Prior to issuance of building permits for new residential
developments, the property owner/developer shall submit a
health risk assessment (HRA) to the Planning Department.
The HRA shall be prepared in accordance with policies and
procedures of the State of California’s Office of Environmental
Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD).
If the HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk exceeds one in
one hundred thousand (1.0E-05), PM concentrations would
exceed 2.5 μg/m3, or the appropriate noncancer hazard index
exceeds 1.0, the following is required prior to issuance of building
permits:
a) The HRA shall identify the level of high-efficiency Minimum
Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) filter required to
reduce indoor air concentrations of pollutants to achieve
the cancer and/or noncancer threshold.
b) Installation of high efficiency MERV filters in the intake of
residential ventilation systems consistent with the
recommendations of the HRA, shall be shown on plans.
Heating, air conditioning, and ventilation (HVAC) systems
shall be installed with a fan unit designed to force air
through the MERV filter.
c) To ensure long-term maintenance and replacement of the
MERV filters in the individual units, the property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property
that requires ongoing implementation of the actions
below. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the
City Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
1.

The property owner/developer shall provide
notification to all future tenants or owners of the
potential health risk for affected units and the
increased risk of exposure to diesel particulates when
windows are open.

2. For rental units, the property owner/developer shall
maintain and replace MERV filters in accordance with
the manufacture’s recommendations.
3. For ownership units, the Homeowner’s Association shall
incorporate requirements for long-term maintenance in the
Covenant Conditions and Restrictions and inform homeowners of
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

their responsibility to maintain the MERV filter in accordance
with the manufacturer’s recommendations.
AQ-11: For Projects located within 1,000 feet of an industrial
facility that emits substantial odors, which includes but is not
limited to:
•

Wastewater treatment plants

•

Composting, greenwaste, or recycling facilities

•

Fiberglass manufacturing facilities

•

Painting/coating operations

•

Large-capacity coffee roasters

•

Food-processing facilities

The property owner/developer shall submit an odor assessment
to the Planning Director prior to approval of any future
discretionary action that verifies that the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) has not received three or more
verified odor complaints. If the Odor Assessment identifies that
the facility has received three such complaints, the applicant will
be required to identify and demonstrate that Best Available
Control Technologies for Toxics (T-BACTs) are capable of reducing
potential odors to an acceptable level, including appropriate
enforcement mechanisms. T-BACTs may include, but are not
limited to, scrubbers at the industrial facility, or installation of
Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) filters rated at 14 or
better at all residential units.
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Mitigation Measure is applicable
as there are eight industrial
facilities within 1,000 feet of the
Project Site.
The Odor Assessment contained
in Appendix A of this Addendum
addresses and satisfies MM AQ11.
This is the only mitigation
measure applicable to the
Proposed Project and therefore,
the City is not requiring a
Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan for the Proposed
Project.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
T-1: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owners/developer shall complete the following steps
below to develop, implement and administer a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program.
a) The property owner/developer shall provide to the City of
Anaheim Public Works Department, for review and approval, a
comprehensive TDM program that includes a menu of TDM
program strategies and elements for both existing and future
employees’ commute options.
b) The property owner/developer shall record a covenant on the
property that requires ongoing implementation of the approved
TDM program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating the TDM program.

Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.

c) The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-2: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall join and financially participate in
a clean fuel shuttle program, if established. The property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires participation in the program ongoing during project
operation. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-3: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall participate in the Anaheim
Transportation Network (ATN)/Transportation Management
Association. The property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing participation in
the program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating and representing the project with
the ATN. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
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Narrative Summary (a-d): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Significant and Unavoidable Impact. EIR No. 348 addressed the air quality impacts associated with
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.2).
EIR No. 348 analyzed criteria pollutant emissions from both construction and operational activities of
the proposed 19.6 million square feet of additional industrial and commercial uses and 2,607 additional
residential units permitted by the ACSP. EIR No. 348 concluded that after mitigation, significant and
unavoidable impacts would still occur with respect to short-term construction emissions, long-term
operational emissions, exposing sensitive receptors to substantial construction and operational
pollutants, and violating air quality standards. The Anaheim City Council adopted a Statement of
Overriding Considerations with regard to these potential impacts. After mitigation, EIR No. 348
concluded that implementation of the ACSP would have less than significant impacts with respect to
creating objectionable odors that affect a substantial number of people.
EIR No. 348 concluded that significant air quality impacts would occur from both construction and
operation of all foreseeable development as detailed in the ACSP. Construction activities associated with
the ACSP would exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) regional
thresholds for volatile organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen oxides (NOX). Operation of the ACSP
Project at buildout would generate air pollutant emissions that exceed SCAQMD’s regional significance
thresholds for VOC, NOX, carbon monoxide (CO), PM10, and PM2.5.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-d)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would involve the use of a seasonal water park with
temporary/seasonal improvements that the Applicant would remove during the offseason (November
through March). The operation of the seasonal water park would occur in the months of April through
October. No demolition, construction, or grading activities which would substantially alter the Project
Site would occur as a part of this project. The Proposed Project would occur on a site currently developed
with the Miraloma Recharge Basin operated by the OCWD. The City’s Public Utilities Department would
install the Proposed Project’s approximately 40linear feet of 2-inch potable water line in the southwest
corner of the Project Site (Figure 5). This line would require trenching in the area for placement of the
water line and would connect to an existing water line in East Miraloma Avenue. The 40-feet of trenching
for the 2-inch line could result in potential dust due to ground disturbance. However, the Proposed
Project would comply with the SCAQMD Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust by applying best available control
measures (BACT) outlined in Table 1 of Rule 403. The Applicant would install a half-inch water line on
the ground surface inside the perimeter wall in order to periodically water the DG parking area for
fugitive dust control. This line would be trenched by hand approximately 2-inches beneath the western
driveway. The Applicant would also install a water supply line, for drinking fountains and showers,
connecting from the 2-inch potable water line installed by the City, which would then connect to a ¾”
water line to supply the Monsoon attraction water spray feature on the floating recreational equipment.
The Applicant would hand trench the three (3) proposed water lines. Speed limit signs placed within the
parking area would limit the speed of on-site vehicles for the purposes of fugitive dust control as well.
Installation of the temporary equipment would involve unloading of two storage containers and one
small trailer that the Applicant would have delivered via on-road trucks. The inflatable water structure
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is modular and designed to be stored in sections that can be unloaded and installed by hand and does
not require the use of any off-road equipment. Temporary equipment would be removable with a
minimum 72-hour advanced notice from the OCWD. There would be no construction related air quality
impacts since the Proposed Project involves nominal construction activity for the temporary
improvements and no mass grading.
Operations-Related Air Quality Impacts
The on-going operation of the Proposed Project would not result in a long-term increase in air quality
emissions. The Proposed Project entails the operation of a seasonal water park for recreational
purposes. The majority of the proposed use would take place outdoors as active and passive recreation
involving non-motorized, human-powered activities such as swimming, paddle boarding and/or
kayaking and would not generate significant levels of emissions compromising air quality as a direct
result of the on-going recreation use of the Proposed Project. Equipment use on site during the
operation of the Proposed Project would include a tankless water heater for the shower area, which
would connect to the existing electrical infrastructure on the Project Site. At the beginning and end of
each season, electric air pumps would inflate/deflate the obstacle course. These pumps would not
continuously run throughout operation of the waterpark season. An onsite generator with a 48hp limit
would provide backup power, as needed. The Applicant would install a half-inch water line on the ground
surface inside the perimeter wall in order to periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust
control. This line would be trenched by hand approximately 2-inches beneath the western driveway.
Speed limit signs placed within the parking area would limit the speed of on-site vehicles for the
purposes of fugitive dust control as well. Anticipated emissions from the Proposed Project would involve
Project-generated vehicle trips from visitors and employees of the Proposed Project, which includes a
maximum weekend peak-hour trip rate of 40 trips (Appendix C). As discussed in Appendix D – VMT
Assessment for the Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project, Mizuta Traffic Consulting, October 2020, the
project-generated vehicle trips from visitors and employees falls within the amount allowed in the traffic
analysis for the ACSP. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in substantial changes or major
revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348 and is not expected to generate levels of
vehicle trips that would result in potentially significant impacts. The on-going operations of the Proposed
Project would not result in operations-related impacts to regional air quality.
Air emissions from onsite sources such as architectural coatings, landscaping equipment, and onsite
usage of natural gas appliances may have the potential to create emissions areas that exceed the State
and Federal air quality standards in the project vicinity, even though these pollutant emissions may not
be significant enough to create a regional impact to the Air Basin. However, the Proposed Project would
not involve any demolition, construction, or grading activities which would result in the application of
architectural coatings, landscaping equipment, or the onsite usage of natural gas appliances. The ongoing operations of the Proposed Project would not result in operations-related impacts to local air
quality due to on-site emissions.
The Proposed Project would not violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing
or projected air quality violation. The Proposed Project would not result in any short-term construction
related impacts, as the Proposed Project would not involve substantial demolition, construction, or
grading for the purposes of permanent buildings. Installation of the temporary equipment would involve
unloading of two storage containers and one small trailer that the Applicant would have delivered via
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on-road trucks. The inflatable water structure is modular and designed to be stored in sections that can
be unloaded and installed by hand and does not require the use of any off-road equipment. The
Proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to any pollutants which would result in a
significant impact and would not result in objectionable odors as the Proposed Project does not include
any type of operational function that results in objectionable odor emissions, such as a coffee roaster,
recycling facility, or wastewater treatment facility. The Proposed Project is located within 1,000 feet of
multiple potential odor emitting facilities; however, none has been in violation with SCAQMD more than
three times for odor emissions (Appendix A). The Odor Assessment contained in Appendix A of this
Addendum addresses and satisfies MM AQ-11. This is the only mitigation measure applicable to the
Proposed Project and therefore, the City is not requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan for
the Proposed Project. Development of the Proposed Project would be consistent with the land use
designations provided in the ACSP and would promote the goals and policies of the ACSP by providing
open space recreational uses in close proximity to the existing urban and built-out area of the City.
Therefore, no new impacts associated with air quality would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
which was not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that
would require major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.4.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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 United States
Fish and Wildlife Service?











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











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?











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











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











f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or State habitat conservation plan?
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
BIO-1: Prior to issuance of grading permits for any project that
occurs within the areas identified as having potential for the
occurrence of special plant communities and sensitive species as
shown in Figure 5.3-1, Areas with Potential for Sensitive Species
and Plant Communities, the property owner/developer shall
submit a biological survey prepared by a qualified biologist. The
biological survey shall assess potential impacts to wildlife
movement and identify any impacts to sensitive vegetation
communities, including coastal sage scrub, riparian, wetland, and
open water habitats. The property owner/developer shall be
required to restore and revegetate where the loss of small and/or
isolated habitat patches is proposed and maintain existing
wildlife movement opportunities.
BIO-2: Prior to issuance of demolition, grading or building
permits, whichever occurs first, for construction activity that is
set to occur during nesting season (typically between February 1
and July 1), the property owner/developer shall be required to
conduct nesting bird surveys in accordance with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife requirements, and submit said
surveys to the City of Anaheim Planning Department. Such
surveys shall identify avoidance measures to protect active nests.

BIO-3: Prior to issuance of building permits, for projects with new
lighting located adjacent to natural areas, the property
owner/developer shall submit a lighting plan indicating that the
proposed lighting has been designed to prevent artificial lighting
from reflecting into adjacent natural areas.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

Although the Project Site is
within Figure 5.3-1, the
Proposed Project would not
require mass grading. The
Applicant would install the three
(3) proposed water lines via
hand trenching.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include
demolition
or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Proposed Project
would not involve mass grading.
The Applicant would install the
three (3) proposed water lines
via hand trenching.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include the construction of
permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would operate
only during daylight hours.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
BIO-4: Prior to preliminary design of any bridge crossing the Santa
Ana River, a qualified biologist shall conduct a jurisdictional
delineation of the potential disturbance area at locations where
construction activity could affect jurisdictional waters. The
jurisdictional delineation shall determine if features are under
the jurisdiction of the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and/or the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). The result
shall be a preliminary jurisdictional delineation report that shall
be submitted to the City of Anaheim and any responsible agency,
ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW, as appropriate, for review and
approval. Based on the results of the preliminary jurisdictional
delineation, bridge design shall be completed so that impacts to
jurisdictional waters are minimized in consultation with the
ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW. After final design but prior to
construction, permits shall be obtained from each agency where
applicable.

BIO-5: Prior to the issuance of grading permits for projects
potentially affecting riparian or wetland habitat, the property
owner/developer shall provide evidence that all necessary
permits have been obtained from the California Department of
Fish And Wildlife (pursuant to Section 1601-1603 of the Fish and
Game Code) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (pursuant to
section 404 of the Clean Water Act) or that no such permits are
required, in a manner meeting the approval of the City of
Anaheim Planning Department. Should a Section 404 Permit from
the Army Corps of Engineers be required, a Section 401 Water
Quality Certification would also be obtained from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Project Site is not within the
Santa Ana River.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include
demolition
or
construction of permanent
buildings.
During
the
nonoperational months of the
Proposed Project (November
through March) maintenance
activities may be undertaken by
the OCWD, which are permitted
under
separate
permits,
including approved Section 401,
Section 404, and Section 1600
permits.
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Narrative Summary (a-f): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant with Mitigation. EIR No. 348 addressed the potential impacts to biological
resources associated with implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.3).
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for the ACSP to impact biological resources in the local and regional
context of the City of Anaheim, including sensitive species, riparian and sensitive habitats, wetlands, and
migratory waterfowl. EIR No. 348 also evaluated the ACSP for consistency with local plans, policies and
ordinances protecting biological resources. EIR No. 348 concluded that after mitigation, Mitigation
Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5, which require a biological report, nesting bird survey, lighting plan, and
a jurisdictional delineation prior to grading and demolition, impacts would be less than significant with
respect to sensitive species, riparian or other sensitive habitats, protected wetlands, and migratory
waterfowl. Impacts would also be less than significant, and no mitigation measures required, with
respect to conflicts with any local policies or ordinances, and provisions of an adopted conservation plan
(EIR No. 348, pp. 5.3-12 – 5.3-17).
EIR No. 348 identified that the ACSP area contains wetland and aquatic habitats that are potentially
suitable for a number of sensitive species. These sensitive species include the Santa Ana sucker
(Catostomus santaanae), a federally listed fish species, and southwestern pond turtle (Actinemys
marmorata pallida), burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), and northwestern San Diego pocket mouse
(Chaetodipus fallax)—all of which are California Species of Concern. The potentially suitable habitat
areas for these species are in areas designated Open Space under the General Plan and maintained as
Open Space/Water in the proposed ACSP. However, Open Space/Water around Kraemer Basin, Anaheim
Lake, and Warner Basin would be improved with California- friendly plants, trails, and seating areas.
Additionally, the ACSP intensity of development would also increase (EIR No. 348, pp. 5.3-12 – 5.3-14).
EIR No. 348 determined these impacts would be less than significant with the implementation of
Mitigation Measures BIO -1 though BIO- 4 (EIR No. 348, p. 5.3-16).
EIR No. 348 determined that potential impacts to riparian, wetland, or other habitat associated with
project development would be mitigated through compliance with regulations under Section 404 and
CDFW regulations under Sections 1601 to 1603 and with the implementation of Mitigation Measures
BIO -1 though BIO- 5 (EIR No. 348, pp. 5.3-13 – 5.3-14., 5.3-17).
EIR No. 348 identified sensitive vegetation communities in the ACSP area including areas of riparian
vegetation and wetlands in the Santa Ana River and basin areas, which contain open water habitat that
migratory and resident waterfowl and other bird species use, principally for foraging. Despite these areas
being heavily disturbed, there are patches of vegetation that could support sensitive species, and thus
could directly affect sensitive species (EIR No. 348, p. 5.3-13). EIR No. 348 determined these impacts
would be less than significant with the implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO -1 though BIO- 4 (EIR
No. 348, p. 5.3-16).
The EIR found the ACSP is consistent with the goals and policies for protection of biological resources in
the Green Element of the Anaheim General Plan. Therefore, future projects in accordance with the ACSP,
would comply with all relevant policies and ordinances relating to tree preservation, including the City
of Anaheim Street Tree Ordinance. Finally, the ACSP area is not located within a designated Natural
Communities Conservation Plan/Habitat Conservation Plan (NCCP/HCP) area (EIR No. 348, p. 5.3-14).
47 | P a g e

Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park
Addendum to the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan EIR No. 348
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-f)
No New Impacts. The Project Site is in the Miraloma Recharge Basin and has the potential to impact
sensitive species, riparian and sensitive habitats, wetlands, and migratory waterfowl. EIR No. 348
determined that with the implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5 impacts would
be less than significant. However, the Proposed Project does not include permanent structures, or
nighttime lighting as the hours of operations are during daylight hours. The Proposed Project would
operate May through September, Monday through Friday from 10am to 7pm and Saturday and Sunday
from 9am to 7pm. Seasonal hours of operation for the months of April and October would be Monday
through Friday 10am to 4pm and Saturday and Sunday 9am to 4pm. The Project Site is the Miraloma
Recharge Basin and does not contain fish, or water vegetation or animals. The Project Site is within an
urbanized setting; surrounding uses include the adjacent Kraemer and Miller Basins, industrial and
commercial uses, and one single family residence. Much of the surrounding disturbed habitat is ruderal,
non-native vegetation. Because the Project Site is developed and is located in an urbanized setting, the
site generally lacks the suitable habitat that would support a wildlife corridor. The Carbon Canyon Creek
diversion channel extends north and west of the Project Site; however, the channel is deep and fenced
which inhibits wildlife access.
The Project Site’s existing condition involves high human activity due to maintenance including the
removal of litter, trash, and food scraps, which could encourage wildlife activity. OCWD maintains the
recharge basin regularly, including an annual cleaning with heavy equipment. The existing activities of
the Project Site limits the establishment and presence of wildlife on-site. The Proposed Project would
not impact any water dwelling species because the existing recharge basin contains no water dwelling
species. Operation of the Proposed Project would include human activity. Worker staff would maintain
litter on the Project Site as a part of operating processes for the use. The increased level of human
activity, and litter, trash, and food scrap clean up maintained as a part of the Proposed Project’s
operation would discourage wildlife from establishing within the basin, similar to existing conditions.
According to EIR No. 348, no areas surrounding the water bodies within the City, identified in the General
Plan’s Green Element, contain any significant biological resources.
OCWD would perform routine grading activities every winter, which are not part of the Proposed Project.
Streambed Alteration Agreement Notification No 1600-2012-0013-R5, between OCWD and CDFW,
covers OCWD’s grading activities. Additionally, OCWD’s 401 Water Quality Certification obtained from
the California Regional Water Quality Control Board and a 404 Permit obtained from United State Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), also allow these grading activities. The Proposed Project would not limit or
interfere with the existing permitted maintenance of the Basin. Therefore, no new impacts associated
with biological resources would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.5.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

No New
Impact

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 and/or identified on
the Anaheim Citywide Historic Preservation
Plan.











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











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











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-c): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. During preparation of the EIR No. 348, cultural resources were identified
as not being significantly affected by or affecting the ACSP. The ACSP has been previously disturbed and
lacks identified historical, archaeological, and paleontological resources. Therefore, the EIR No. 348
concluded that impacts to cultural resources were not significant (EIR No. 348, p. 4-4).
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-c)
No New Impacts. The Project Site has been previously disturbed and lacks identified historical,
archaeological, and paleontological resources. The Proposed Project does not propose any ground
disturbing activities requiring heavy machinery or off-road vehicles. The Applicant would install three
waterlines as a part of the Proposed Project using hand trenching. Therefore, no new impacts associated
with cultural resources would occur.
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Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.6.

ENERGY

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
In December 2018, the Natural Resources Agency revised Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines to include
a checklist item relating to a project’s impacts relating to Energy. Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines
now includes a checklist item that provides the following questions (as shown in the Table above):
Energy. Would the project:
a)
Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?
b)

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

The City certified EIR No. 348 in 2016, two years before the State added the above checklist item to the
CEQA Guidelines. California courts have held that where a new guideline or threshold is adopted after
the certification of an EIR, an Addendum to the EIR need not include additional environmental analysis
relating to that guideline or threshold where the potential environmental impact at issue in the new
guideline or threshold was known or could have been known at the time the EIR was certified (Citizens
Against Airport Pollution v. City of San Jose (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 788, 806 [even though CEQA
Guidelines were amended on March 18, 2010 to address greenhouse gas emissions, lead agency’s 2010
Addendum to a 1997 EIR did not require analysis of greenhouse gas emissions because “information
about the potential environmental impact of greenhouse gas emissions was known or could have been
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known at the time the 1997 EIR and the 2003 SEIR for the [project] were certified”]; Concerned Dublin
Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal.App.4th 1301, 1319-1320 [“the adoption of guidelines for
analyzing and evaluating the significance of data does not constitute new information if the underlying
information was otherwise known or should have been known at the time the EIR was certified”]; see
also Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196
Cal.App.4th 515, 532.)
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b) and Conclusion
The City, as the Lead Agency knew or could have known the impacts at issue in the above-referenced
threshold (i.e., the potential environmental impacts of energy inefficiency) when EIR No. 348 was
certified in 2016. EIR No. 348 repeatedly and explicitly discusses the importance of energy efficiency,
including MM AQ-6, which requires applicant-provided appliances be Energy Star appliances, and
inclusion of Green Building and LEED program assistance in the ACSP Implementation Action Plan. EIR
No. 348 did not include the Energy environmental factor in its checklist, therefore, California law does
not require the City to analyze these impacts in this Addendum.
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4.7.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?
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?
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?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater?
f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-f): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the geotechnical and soils impacts associated with
the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.4). All impacts were less than significant, with no mitigation
measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for implementation of the ACSP to impact geological and soil
resources and expose people to geologic and seismic hazards. EIR No. 348 identified that residences,
occupants, visitors, etc., would be subject to potential seismic related hazards, such as liquefaction,
settlement, subsidence, or collapse, but that appropriate measures to reduce and minimize the effects
of earthquakes are included in the California Building Code (CBC), with specific provisions for seismic
design. The ACSP area is located in a relatively flat area with minimal potential for landslides and ground
lurching. Additionally, the ACSP area has low to moderate potential for expansive soils (EIR No. 348, pp.
5.4-16 – 5.4-17).
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-f)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project does not include the construction of any permanent buildings
and no site-specific geological investigation would be required. All the proposed amenities, including a
floating obstacle course, mobile-wheel pro-shop, life-jacket disbursement structure, and restrooms are
mobile and temporary for removal from the Project Site during the off season. Soils in the Project Site
have already been disturbed and would continue to be disturbed every winter by OCWD to preserve the
basins ability to infiltrate groundwater by undergoing significant grading maintenance (as approved
under separate permits). These routine winter grading activities are not part of the Proposed Project
and occur with or without the Proposed Project.
The Proposed Project includes three water lines, which the Applicant would install via hand trenching.
The Proposed Project includes the installation of a half-inch water line and speed limit signs in the
parking area to limit dust during project operation. The Proposed Project would install straw wattles at
the northern edge of the proposed parking area to ensure erosion and drainage control. The Proposed
Project would not require the installation of a septic tank or alternative wastewater disposal system as
future the Proposed Project would include wheel mounted portable restrooms, serviced daily, as
needed. A private service provider would remove wastewater collected from the portable restrooms, as
part of the provider’s existing route; as a result, wastewater from the restrooms would not be retained
onsite. Therefore, no new impacts associated with geology and soils would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
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not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.8.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
analyzed
in EIR No.
348
No New
Impact

No
Impact

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











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











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-5: Prior to issuance of building permits, for residential
development, the property owner/developer shall provide a note
on building plans that indicates that all shared community
barbeques will be electric powered barbeque units. These units
shall be verified on site by the Building Division prior to issuance of
a Certificate of Occupancy.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.

Mitigation Measure is not
AQ-6: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property applicable.
owner/developer shall show on plans that all applicant-provided The Proposed Project would not
appliances be Energy Star appliances (dishwashers, refrigerators, include permanent structures
clothes washers, and dryers). Installation of Energy Star appliances that require appliances. All
shall be verified by the Building Division prior to issuance of a facets of the Proposed Project
Certificate of Occupancy.
would
be
seasonal
and
temporary.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-7: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction of
residential development, the property owner/developer shall
indicate on plans that garage and/or car port parking are
electrically wired to accommodate a Level 2 (240 volt) electric
vehicle charging. The location of the electrical outlets shall be
specified on building plans, and proper installation shall be verified
by the Building Division prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy.
AQ-8: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction of
non-residential development of 100,000 building square feet or
more, the property owner/developer shall indicate on plans that
Level 2 vehicle charging stations will be provided for public use, and
where feasible, the property owner/developer shall coordinate
with the City of Anaheim to install Level 3 (480 volt or higher)
charging stations. The location of the charging station(s) shall be
specified on building plans, and proper installation shall be verified
by the Building Division prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy.
T-1: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owners/developer shall complete the following steps
below to develop, implement and administer a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program.
a) The property owner/developer shall provide to the City of
Anaheim Public Works Department, for review and approval, a
comprehensive TDM program that includes a menu of TDM
program strategies and elements for both existing and future
employees’ commute options.
b) The property owner/developer shall record a covenant on the
property that requires ongoing implementation of the approved
TDM program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating the TDM program.
c) The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
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Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
T-2: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall join and financially participate in
a clean fuel shuttle program, if established. The property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires participation in the program ongoing during project
operation. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-3: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall participate in the Anaheim
Transportation Network (ATN)/Transportation Management
Association. The property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing participation in
the program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating and representing the project with
the ATN. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Significant and Unavoidable Impacts EIR No. 348 analyzed the potential impacts from greenhouse gas
(GHGs) emissions associated with the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.5). EIR No. 348 concluded
that implementation of the ACSP would result in significant and unavoidable impacts with respect to
GHG emissions and less than significant impacts with respect to conflicts with applicable plans, policies
or regulations adopted for reducing emissions of GHGs.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for implementation of the ACSP to generate GHGs, either indirectly
or directly, that may have a significant impact on the environment; or conflict with an applicable plan,
policy or regulation adopted for reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. EIR No. 348 concluded that
although the ACSP Project would not conflict with applicable regulations and policies adopted for
reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and, although the ACSP would incorporate feasible mitigation
measures, the magnitude of the increase in GHG emissions would remain cumulatively considerable and
the impact to GHG emissions would be significant and unavoidable. The Anaheim City Council adopted
a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to these potential impacts.
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Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would involve the use of a seasonal water park with
temporary/seasonal improvements that the Applicant would remove during the offseason (November
through March). The Proposed Project would occur on a site currently developed with the Miraloma
Recharge Basin operated by the OCWD. The City’s Public Utilities Department would install the Proposed
Project’s approximately 40 linear feet of a two-inch potable water line in the southwest corner of the
Project Site (Figure 5). This line would require trenching in the area for placement of the water line and
would connect to an existing water line in East Miraloma Avenue. The Proposed Project would also
include installation of a half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface inside the perimeter
wall, similar to an irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust
control. The Applicant would hand trench this line approximately two inches below the western
driveway. In addition, the Proposed Project includes installation of a ¾” water line to supply the
Monsoon attraction water spray feature on the floating recreational equipment. The three proposed
water lines would be hand trenched.
Installation of the temporary equipment would involve unloading of two storage containers and one
small trailer, delivered via on-road trucks. The inflatable water structure is modular and designed to be
stored in sections that can be unloaded and installed by hand and does not require the use of any offroad equipment. The operator would inflate the inflatable water structure once per season by an
electrical air pump, which does not require continuous operation through the water park season. Since
installation of the Proposed Project would occur with on-road vehicles, manual installation, and hand
trenching of the proposed three water lines, greenhouse gas emissions from nominal construction
activity and no mass grading would not result in new impacts. The primary potential greenhouse gas
impacts from the Proposed Project would include those from mobile vehicle sources during operational
use. The ACSP allows for up to 3.6 million square feet of non-residential uses in the DA-6 (Open
Space/Water) development area at buildout. The Proposed Project would involve temporary, seasonal
structures and uses that the Applicant would remove during the winter months (November through
March). Operational impacts from mobile sources would be limited to passenger vehicles accessing the
Project Site between April and October annually. The majority of the proposed use would take place
outdoors as active and passive recreation involving non-motorized, human-powered activities such as
swimming, paddle boarding and/or kayaking and would not generate significant levels of greenhouse
gas emissions compromising air quality as a direct result of the on-going recreation use of the Proposed
Project.
Equipment use on site during the operation of the Proposed Project would include a tankless water
heater for the shower area, which would connect to the existing electrical infrastructure on the Project
Site. At the beginning and end of each season, electric air pumps would inflate/deflate the obstacle
course. These pumps would not continuously run throughout operation of the waterpark season. An
onsite generator with a 48hp limit would provide backup power, as needed. The Proposed Project would
not involve any demolition, construction, or grading activities which would result in the application of
architectural coatings, landscaping equipment, or the onsite usage of natural gas appliances which could
result in greenhouse gas emissions. Any indirect emissions associated with increased water use and
wastewater generation association with the on-site showers and restrooms would be nominal
comparted to those identified in EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project would not result in substantial
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changes or major revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348. Therefore, no new
impacts associated with greenhouse gas emissions would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.9.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the Project:

Environmental Issues

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation





Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact







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











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











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











e) For a Project located within an airport land
use plan (Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve
Center or Fullerton Municipal Airport), would
the Project result in a safety hazard or excessive
noise for people residing or working in the
Project area?











f) Impair implementation of, or physically
interfere with, an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-g): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
EIR No. 348 analyzed the hazards and hazardous materials impacts associated with the implementation
of the ACSP (Section 5.6). All impacts were determined to be less than significant, with no mitigation
measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential impacts of the ACSP Project on human health and the environment
due to exposure to hazardous materials or conditions associated with the Project Area, construction,
and operations. The ACSP area contains various industrial uses that handle, store, and dispose various
hazardous materials. With the ACSP’s emphasis on green technology and sustainable development, EIR
No. 348 did not anticipate that implementation of the ACSP would substantially increase the use,
transport, or disposal of hazardous materials.
A Phase 0 Site Assessment (Appendix D of the DEIR No. 348, Phase 0 Site Assessment, The Planning
Center|DC&E, January 2014) was prepared for the ACSP area. The Assessment identified uses and
properties that could potentially pose a variety of environmental hazards within the boundaries of the
ACSP. The ACSP area includes a number of facilities listed on the hazardous materials sites list compiled
by various government agencies. The listed facilities would be required to conduct site-specific
evaluation in accordance with the State of California Hazardous Substances Control Law (Health and
Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the requirements of the California Administrative Code, Title
30, Chapter 22. EIR No. 348 did not identify the Project Site as a property that could potentially pose
environmental hazard.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-g)
EIR No. 348, Appendix D - Phase 0 Site Assessment, identifies the Project Site as a property with
recognized environmental conditions (RECs) (p. D-8). In September 2011, the OCWD Board of Directors
certified the Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR, which analyzed the hazards and hazardous materials
impacts associated with the development of the Miraloma Recharge Basin for the groundwater recharge
basin. As part of the environmental planning process for the Miraloma Recharge Basin FEIR, a Phase I
and Phase II Hazardous Waste Site Assessments were prepared. Historical records indicated three
leaking underground storage tanks (USTs) existed at the Project Site. However, as part of the Miraloma
Recharge Basin project, OCWD reviewed and confirmed the Anaheim Fire Department and Office for the
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs closed-out the records associated with these issues; subsequent
testing showed no detectable concentrations of hazardous waste contaminants (Miraloma Recharge
Basin FEIR, p. 52 of 108). Hazards warranting mitigation measures were those associated with demolition
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of existing structures on the Project Site prior to construction and development of the Basin, specifically
asbestos.
The Proposed Project would involve the use of a seasonal water park with temporary/seasonal
improvements that the Applicant would remove during the offseason (November through March). No
demolition or construction of permanent buildings, or grading activities requiring heavy machinery or
off-road vehicles would occur as a part of this project, therefore, the Proposed Project would not alter
structures potentially containing asbestos. The City’s Public Utilities Department would install the
Proposed Project’s approximately 40 linear feet of a potable water line in the southwest corner of the
Project Site (Figure 5). This line would require trenching in the area for placement of the water line and
would connect to an existing water line in East Miraloma Avenue. The Proposed Project would also
include installation of a half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface inside the perimeter
wall, similar to an irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust
control. This Applicant would hand trench this line approximately two inches below the western
driveway. A ¾” water line to supply the Monsoon attraction water spray feature on the floating
recreational equipment would also be installed as a part of the Proposed Project. The three (3) proposed
water lines would be hand trenched. The Project Site currently operates as the Miraloma Recharge Basin
and there are no other tenants conducting environmentally sensitive activity, which this analysis would
reasonably expect to present an environmental issue of concern, so no new impacts associated with the
release or disposal of hazardous materials would occur.
William Ng Woodworking School is located to the east of the Project Site within the Zuma Business Park,
within one-quarter mile of the Project Site. However, a minimum 6-foot CMU block wall separates the
Project Site from the private school facility. No other public or private schools are located within onequarter mile of the Project Site. The proposed seasonal water park uses would not create a significant
hazard to the public through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials; release
hazardous materials into the environment; or emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste.
The Project Site is not in the vicinity of an airport or within the jurisdiction of an Airport Land Use Plan.
The ACSP area, including the Project Site, is already developed and no significant roadway changes would
occur that would adversely affect any emergency response or evacuation plans. Anaheim Fire and
Rescue (AF&R) will review the Proposed Project to assess for adequate access for emergency vehicles.
The Project Site and its surrounding area are in an urbanized setting, and no undeveloped wildland areas
are adjacent to the Project Site. The Proposed Project would not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. Therefore, no new impacts associated
with hazards and hazardous materials would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.10.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-e): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
EIR No. 348 analyzed the hydrology and water quality impacts associated with the implementation of
the ACSP (Section 5.7). All impacts were determined to be less than significant, with no mitigation
measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for implementation of the ACSP to impact hydrology and water
quality conditions, including impacts to groundwater, drainage patterns, and runoff. EIR No. 348 also
analyzed the potential for flooding, seiche, tsunami or mudflow onsite. According to EIR No. 348,
development in the ACSP area and the change in land uses could result in an increase in impervious
surfaces. This could result in an increase in storm water runoff, higher peak discharges to drainage
channels, the potential to cause erosion or sedimentation in drainage swales and streams and reduce
groundwater recharge. The County of Orange and City of Anaheim require as a standard condition of
approval that all new development, or significant redevelopment projects, complete drainage and
hydrology analysis to ensure that on-site and off-site drainage facilities can accommodate increased
storm water flows.
EIR No. 348 identified that water demand from maximum build out in the ACSP area would not deplete
groundwater resources. Implementation of the ACSP Project would result in short-term constructionrelated and long-term operational water quality impacts. However, implementation of mitigation
measures and compliance with the standard requirements, including obtaining a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit and preparing a SWPPP reduces these impacts.
As identified in EIR No. 348, implementation of the ACSP would not increase the potential flooding
compared to the existing conditions. Implementation of the ACSP would not expose people or structures
to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death in the case of dam failure, or result in inundation by seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-e)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would involve the use of a seasonal water park with
temporary/seasonal improvements that the Applicant would remove during the offseason (November
through March). The operation of the seasonal water park would occur in the months of April through
October. No demolition or construction of permanent buildings would occur as a part of the Proposed
Project. The Proposed Project would occur on a site currently developed with the Miraloma Recharge
Basin operated by the OCWD.
The Project Site is located within Flood Zone X according to the Federal Emergency Management
Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Map Service. According to FEMA and the City of Anaheim’s Floodplain Areas
map (2014), the area of Zone X encompassing the Project Site maintains a reduced flood risk due to
levees. The Proposed Project would not result in increased rates of surface runoff or impede flood flows
in a way that would result in flooding on or off site. The Proposed Project would maintain the existing
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drainage patter for the Project Site, which results in all surface runoff being retained on-site in the basin
itself.
As a part of the lease agreement between the Applicant and OCWD, the Applicant is required to maintain
water quality of the Basin to ensure that the Proposed Project does not pollute, contaminate, or
otherwise adversely impact water quality, and ensure testing complies with any Orange County
Environmental Health requirements and recommendations (OCWD Lease Agreement, Section 24118
and 2432). Additionally, the Proposed Project would require approval from the State Water Quality
Control Board and the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board. The Applicant would post signs
adjacent to the shower/rinse station prohibiting soap, shampoo, and conditioner from being used
(Figure 9). The shower runoff water would percolate naturally through the sand below the shower
platform.
Dilution within the basin occurs at an infiltration/resupply rate of 46 cubic feet per second (cfs) 3. This
refresh rate results in approximately 82,800 cubic feet (620,000 gallons) of water turnover and would
aid in diluting impurities resulting from human excrement and vomit. The average time of water in the
basin is typically one-half day to one full day. Presence of residual chloramine and hydrogen peroxide
from the OCWD treatment train that processes reclaimed water would also be effective in offsetting
potential microbial loading due to the proposed use. The subsequent soil-aquifer treatment process
and required underground retention time would also offset potential increases in microbial loading. UV
exposure, the basin schmutzdecke, the soil aquifer-treatment during infiltration, and the retention time
within the aquifer, would control topical consumer products associated with operations of the Proposed
Project (e.g., sunscreen) that may potentially percolate within the basin. No new potential impacts to
water quality would occur.
The proposed parking lot improvements, which include temporary wheel stops and gypsum chalk
striping, would not impact the drainage on the Project Site. The Applicant proposes to place the
temporary wheel stops at approximately 60-degree angles to the basin. The positioning of the wheel
stops would not create a physical barrier and would maintain openings between wheel stops (Figure 4).
During the off-season, the operator would remove the temporary wheel stops and return the site to its
original site conditions. The parking area would not be located within the basin proper and would not
impact the percolation or percolation rate of GRSW. To ensure parking lot runoff would not impact
water quality, the Proposed Project includes the placement of straw wattles directly north of the parking
area boundary to maintain the current erosion run-off plan standards. The project operation would also
involve a spill management plan, in the event of an accidental spill on-site, to maintain water quality. No
erosion, siltation, or flooding on or off-site would occur because of the Proposed Project. The Proposed
Project does not include the construction of any residences or permanent structures for habitation. The
Proposed Project would not result in substantial changes or major revisions to the information
previously analyzed in EIR No. 348, and therefore, no new impacts associated with hydrology and water
quality would occur.

based on a rate of 9.45 billion gallons per year as quoted in an OCWD brochure published in May of 2018; 9.45 billion gallons
per year converts to a little over 40 cubic feet per second. More recent analyses by OCWD reveal an infiltration rate of 46 cfs.

3
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Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.11.

LAND USE/PLANNING
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or mitigating an environmental effect?











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the land use impacts associated with the
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.8). All impacts were determined to be less than significant, with
no mitigation measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for implementation of the ACSP to physically divide an established
community; conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation with jurisdiction over the
Project; or conflict with any habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. EIR No.
348 identified that no established community would be divided as a result of implementation of the
ACSP, and no significant impact is anticipated. The EIR concluded that implementation of the ACSP would
not conflict with applicable plans adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect. EIR No. 348 provided a consistency analysis with all relevant goals and policies identified in the
City of Anaheim General Plan, Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG’s) 2008 Regional
Comprehensive Plan and SCAG’s 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy.
Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would occur on a site currently developed with the Miraloma
Recharge Basin operated by the OCWD. The surrounding uses are primarily industrial and open
space/water uses. The Proposed Project would not divide an established community and would be
seasonal. Operation of the Proposed Project would occur April through October and nonoperation
November through March, with associated project improvements removed from the site during this
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time. The Code classifies the Proposed Project as a “Recreation-Swimming & Tennis” and/or
“Recreation-Commercial Outdoor” types of use, which are conditionally permitted uses within the DA-6
zone of Open Space/Water per Table 120-B – Primary Uses by Development Area: Non-Residential Use
Classes of Chapter 18.120 of the Anaheim Municipal Code. Chapter 18.120 includes the development
standards for the ACSP. Chapter 2 - Key Findings and Opportunities of the ACSP details major land use
opportunities for the specific plan area, including the specific direction of “[c]oordinat[ing] and
cooperat[ing] with the Orange County Water District (OCWD) to identify dual or multi-use opportunities
(such as recreation and enhanced stormwater capture/treatment) in groundwater recharge basins…” (p.
22). The Proposed Project is consistent with the governing zoning ordinance for the implementation of
the ACSP and goals of the ACSP itself. EIR no. 348 states the ACSP is not part of any habitat conservation
plan. The Project Site is an urbanized and built-up site. Therefore, no new impacts associated with Land
Use/Planning would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.12.

MINERAL RESOURCES
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the mineral resources impacts associated with the
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.9). Impacts were determined to be less than significant with no
mitigation measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential for the ACSP to impact the mineral resources in a local and regional
context. EIR No. 348 identified that almost the entire ACSP area is within Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ)2, where current information indicates that significant mineral deposits are present or there is a high
likelihood of their presence. The ACSP area contains Richfield Oil Field; Olive Oil Field; and a number of
quarry, sand, gravel, or clay pit and oil and gas wells. However, the regionally significant sectors contain
urban uses such as industrial, commercial, and office; and, surrounded by urban development. (EIR No.
348, p. 5.9-5)
The review of historical aerial photographs and database search results indicated that the ACSP area,
including the Project Site, does not include historic or present-day for mining operations other than for
aggregate materials in the former quarries. As shown in Figure 5.9-1 of EIR No. 348, Mineral Resource
Map, the ACSP has three sectors identified as containing mineral resources of regional significance:
•

Sector D: aggregate-sand and gravel deposits, located between Orangethorpe Avenue and La
Palma Avenue.
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•

Sector E: aggregate-sand and gravel deposits, located at the southwest corner of the intersection
of Miraloma Avenue and North Lakeview Avenue.

•

Sector F: aggregate-sand and gravel deposits, located in the Warner Basin near the intersection
of La Palma Avenue and Tustin Avenue. (EIR No. 348, p. 5.9-5)

Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b)
No New Impacts. The Project Site is within Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ)-2. Figure 5.9-1 of EIR No. 348,
Mineral Resource Map, does not include the Project Site as an area of containing mineral resources of
regional significance. The existing quarry, sand, gravel, or clay pits in the ACSP area do not exist on the
Project Site and displacement of these uses would not occur because of the Proposed Project. Therefore,
no new impacts associated with mineral resources would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.13.

NOISE
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

N-1: Ongoing during grading, demolition, and construction, the
property owner/developer shall be responsible for requiring
contractors to implement the following measures to limit
construction-related noise:
•

Construction activity is limited to the daytime hours
between 7 AM to 7 PM, as prescribed in the City’s
Municipal Code.

•

All internal combustion engines on construction
equipment and trucks are fitted with properly maintained
mufflers.

•

Stationary equipment such as generators, air compressors
shall be located as far as feasible from nearby noisesensitive uses.

•

Stockpiling is located as far as feasible from nearby noisesensitive receptors

•

Construction traffic shall be limited to the haul routes
established by the City of Anaheim.

N-2: Prior to issuance of a building permit for any project requiring
pile driving or blasting during construction, the property
owner/developer shall prepare a noise and vibration analysis to
assess and mitigate potential noise and vibration impacts related
to these activities. The maximum levels shall not exceed 0.2
inches/second, which is the level that can cause architectural
damage for typical residential construction. If maximum levels
would exceed these thresholds, alternative uses such static rollers,
non-explosive blasting, and drilling piles as opposed to pile driving
shall be used.
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applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Applicant would
install three water lines via hand
trenching and no grading permit
would be required.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Applicant would
install three via hand trenching
and no grading permit would be
required.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
N-3: Prior to issuance of building permits, if new vibrationsensitive land uses are located within 200 feet of any railroad line,
the property owner/developer shall retain an acoustical engineer
to conduct an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration analysis
for potential impacts from vibration generated by operation of
the rail line. Mixed use buildings shall be designed to eliminate
vibration amplifications due to resonances of floors, walls, and
ceilings. The detailed analysis shall be submitted to the Planning
Department prior to issuance of building permits and shall show
that the vibration levels would be below 72 VdB, which is Federal
Transit Administration’s nighttime criteria to regulate vibration
impacts to affected residential uses.
N-4: Prior to issuance of building permits for projects involving
development of new industrial uses within 200 feet of any
existing residential use or Development Area 3, the property
owner/developer shall retain an acoustical engineer to conduct
an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration analysis for potential
impacts from vibration generated by industrial activities. The
detailed analysis shall be submitted to the Planning Department
showing that the vibration levels to any nearby residential use
would be below 78 VdB during the daytime (7 AM to 10 PM) and
72 VdB during the nighttime (10 PM to 7 AM), which is the Federal
Transit Administration’s nighttime criteria to regulate vibration
impacts to affected residential uses.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Project Site is not located
within 200-feet of any railroad
line. The nearest railroad is
located over 1,500-feet to the
north of the Project Site.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve construction of any
industrial uses or structures
within 200-feet of any existing
residential
uses
or
in
Development Area 3. While a
sensitive receptor is located
within 200-feet of the Project
Site, the AMC does not consider
the proposed use an industrial
use, per Section 18.36.040 of the
AMC.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

N-5: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developers shall submit a final acoustical report prepared
to the satisfaction of the Planning Director. The report shall show
that the development would be sound attenuated against
present and projected noise levels, including roadway, aircraft,
helicopter, stationary sources (e.g., industrial, commercial, etc.),
and railroad, to meet City interior standards as follows:
a) The report shall demonstrate that the proposed
residential design will result in compliance with the 45
dBA CNEL interior noise levels, as required by the
California Building Code and California Noise Insulation
Standards (Title 24 and 25 of the California Code of
Regulations).
b) The report shall demonstrate that the Proposed Project
residential design shall minimize nighttime awakening
from train horns such that interior single-event noise
levels are below 81 dBA Lmax.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

No permanent or habitable
structures are involved in the
Proposed Project that would be
required to meet City interior
standards.

The property owner/developer shall submit the noise mitigation
report to the Planning Director for review and approval. Upon
approval by the City, the project acoustical design features shall
be incorporated into construction of the Proposed Project.
Narrative Summary (a-c): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Significant and Unavoidable Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the noise impacts associated with the
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.10). EIR No. 348 concluded that after mitigation, impacts would
still be significant and unavoidable with respect to temporary construction noise increases. The Anaheim
City Council adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to these potential impacts.
After mitigation, impacts would be less than significant with respect to exposing sensitive receptors to
strong levels of groundborne vibration and transportation-related noise sources. Impacts would be less
than significant, with no mitigation measures required, with respect to all other issue areas.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the potential noise and vibration impacts associated with buildout of the ACSP.
EIR No. 348 determined that construction activities associated with the ACSP would result in temporary
noise increases in the vicinity of the ACSP Area, including the Project Site, and have the potential to
significantly impact noise-sensitive receptors. Vibration impacts associated with the ACSP may also occur
from construction equipment associated with development.
The EIR also concluded that buildout of the individual land uses and Projects for implementation of the
ACSP, including the Proposed Project, would expose sensitive uses to strong levels of groundborne
vibration in areas adjacent to the railroad line, including additional residential units in the vicinity of the
Anaheim Canyon Metrolink Station. Implementation of the ACSP could also expose future residential
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uses within the ACSP area to potential noise impacts from traffic and rail activity.
Although compliance with Policies 3 to 7 from Goal 1.1 of the General Plan Noise Element would
encourage proper site planning to reduce potential noise impacts from transportation sources to noisesensitive receptors, there is no guarantee that all receptors would comply with the applicable exterior
and interior noise standards; EIR No. 348 identified mitigation measures to reduce these potential
impacts.
EIR No. 348 concluded that implementation of the ACSP could expose noise-sensitive uses to elevated
noise levels from stationary sources. However, noise generated by residential or commercial uses as part
of the implementation of the ACSP is generally short and intermittent, and these uses are not a
substantial source of noise. Through compliance with the City’s Noise Ordinance, stationary-source noise
from these types of proposed land uses would not substantially increase the noise environment.
EIR No. 348 identified that the closest airport from the edges of the ACSP boundaries is the Fullerton
Municipal Airport, approximately 5.5 miles to the northwest. The Kaiser Permanente Anaheim Medical
Center Heliport is located within the ACSP boundaries. However, the operation of this heliport would be
sporadic and will not generate substantial amounts of noise. Impacts would be less than significant, and
no mitigation would be required.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-c)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would not involve demolition or construction of permanent
buildings on-site. Manual installation of the temporary seasonal improvements would occur, and the
Proposed Project would not require any heavy machinery or off-road vehicles for its construction or
operations. The proposed use is a seasonal water park with temporary/seasonal improvements that the
Applicant would remove during the offseason (November through March). Noise and groundborne
vibrations as a part of demolition, construction and ground disturbing activities would not occur under
the Proposed Project; therefore, no construction related impacts would occur.
The Project Site is in the Miraloma Recharge Basin and is not located directly adjacent to any sensitive
receptors. EIR No. 348 defines sensitive receptors under Section 5.10.1.2 as including residence, schools,
hospital facilities, houses of worship, and open space/recreation areas (p. 5.10-16). The nearest sensitive
receptors to the Project Site are the residence located across the Carbon Creek Channel approximately
100-feet to the west, fronting Miraloma Avenue, and the Eastside Christian Church located
approximately 350-feet to the south, across Miraloma Avenue.
Construction sources of noise would include the installation of approximately 40 linear feet of a potable
water line in the southwest corner of the Project Site, by the City’s Public Utilities Department (Figure
5). This line would require hand trenching in the area for placement of the water line and would connect
to an existing water line in East Miraloma Avenue. The Proposed Project would also include installation
of a half-inch water line to be installed on the ground surface inside the perimeter wall, similar to an
irrigation line, in order to periodically water the DG parking area for fugitive dust control. The Applicant
would hand trench this line approximately two inches below the western driveway. In addition, the
Proposed Project would include installation of a ¾” water line to supply the Monsoon attraction water
spray feature on the floating recreational equipment. The three proposed water lines would be hand
trenched. Installation of the temporary equipment would involve unloading of two storage containers
and one small trailer, delivered via on-road trucks. The inflatable water structure is modular and
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designed to be stored in sections that can be unloaded and installed by hand and does not require the
use of any off-road equipment. The operator would inflate the inflatable water structure once per
season by an electrical air pump; therefore, it would not be in continuous operation through the water
park season. AMC Section 6.70.010 establishes an exemption for any construction within City limits
during the hours of 7am to 7pm. Therefore, potential construction noise impacts would be less than
significant.
Anticipated sources of noise for the use would be mostly operational in nature and involve noise
associated with non-motorized water recreation, such as swimming, kayaking, and paddle boarding.
Seasonal mobile units for the aqua park’s facilities (restrooms, life vest rentals, pro-shop) would connect
to the City electrical system via an existing on-site connection. Other additional operational noise
sources would include human voices, walkie-talkie radios for communication among staff, ambient noise
from vehicles, amplified music playing within the pro-shop, and a handheld bullhorn for emergency
purposes. Equipment use on site during the operation of the Proposed Project would include a tankless
water heater for the shower area, which would connect to the existing electrical infrastructure on the
Project Site. Speed limit signs placed within the parking area would limit the speed of on-site vehicles.
An existing CMU wall wholly encloses the Project Site with the exception of the driveway access. The
CMU wall would vary in height between 6-feet and 8-feet and would attenuate noise from the proposed
use and limit noise impacts to the sensitive receptors in the vicinity, including the single-family residence
located approximately 100-feet to the west. AMC Section 6.72.070.020 allows for sound-amplifying
equipment when the operator uses it so that only occupants of the premises in which the devices are
located can hear the sound. The operator would play music from the pro-shop at ambient background
levels for patrons entering and leaving the proposed use.
EIR No. 348’s ambient noise survey conducted for the specific plan area determined the major source of
noise in the specific plan area is from mobile sources, most specifically from “traffic traveling through
the City on its various roadways and freeways” (p. 5.10-13). The Project Site is located directly adjacent
Miraloma Avenue between Miller Street and Kramer Boulevard, which measured at 67 dBA according to
EIR No. 348, Table 5.10-5 – Existing Conditions Traffic Noise Levels. EIR No. 348 states under
implementation of the ACSP, the noise conditions for this portion of Miraloma Avenue would increase
by 2.1 dBA (to 69.1 dBA) and result in a less than significant impact due to noise. Vehicle traffic associated
with the Proposed Project would include patron vehicles which would enter and exit the site at the two
existing access points. The Trip Generation and Queuing analysis (Appendix C) determined that the
Proposed Project would generate 40 new trips during the Saturday peak-hour and 34 trips during the
Sunday peak-hour, and weekday trip generation rates would be 18- to 39-percent lower than the
weekend trip rates. Additional vehicles onsite would include food trucks which would be located at the
southwest corner in the designated food truck staging area (Figure 3) and service vehicles for the
disposal of waste associated with the temporary restrooms and trash receptacles. Service vehicles would
only be onsite temporarily for their respective waste pick up resulting in ephemeral potential noise
impacts. The ambient noise levels from Miraloma Avenue coupled with the existing onsite attenuation
from the CMU wall and low trip generation rates associated with the Proposed Project would result in
no new noise impacts from the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project would not result in substantial
changes or major revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348; therefore, no new
impacts associated with noise would occur.
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Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.14.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the Project:

Environmental Issues

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed in
EIR No. 348
No New
Impact

No
Impact





















EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the population and housing impacts associated with
the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.11). All impacts were determined to be less than significant
with no mitigation measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated the socioeconomic effects of implementation of the ACSP to determine if
implementation of the ACSP would induce substantial population growth and/or displace substantial
numbers of existing housing or people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere. EIR No. 348 concluded that the ACSP would directly result in population growth in the ACSP
area; however, impacts associated with the population growth would be less than significant.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b)
No New Impacts. No establishment of new residence or roadway improvements would occur that might
induce permanent population growth. The proposed business (the Aqua Park) on the Project Site would
create approximately 20-25 temporary seasonal jobs through the employment opportunities offered,
which include, but are not limited to, lifeguards, administrative and customer service staff. The Project
Site’s proximity to the Pacific Ocean (approximately 16-miles) and immediate vicinity to coastal cities
provides viable employment opportunities for lifeguards within the Orange County area. The addition
of the seasonal lifeguard and administrative and customer service positions is not significant enough to
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require new residential development. The Project Site is in the Miraloma Recharge Basin and does not
consist of any residential units. The Proposed Project would not remove or demolish any existing housing
or informal residences. Therefore, no new impacts associated with population displacement and housing
would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
which was not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that
would require major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.15.

PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical Impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the impacts on public services associated with the
implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.12). All impacts were determined to be less than significant with
no mitigation measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated whether implementation of the ACSP would result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities or the 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, police protection, schools, park or other public facilities
servicing the ACSP area.
EIR No. 348 concluded that buildout of the ACSP would result in additional structures and population in
the Anaheim Fire and Rescue service boundaries, thereby increasing the demands for fire protection
facilities and personnel. However, compliance with the applicable fire and building codes and the
increase tax revenues from the ACSP would ensure that implementation of ACSP would not result in
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significant impact to fire protection services.
EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would introduce new structures and
population into the Anaheim Police Department service boundaries, thereby increasing the requirement
for police protection facilities. However, EIR No. 348 anticipated that an increase in tax revenues, over
an extended period, relative to the increase in development intensity would mitigate impacts to police
services.
EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would generate new students and create
additional school facilities demands. However, the payment of development fees would mitigate
impacts to less than significant.
EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would further exacerbate impacts to library
services. However, EIR No. 348 anticipated that an increase in tax revenue, over an extended period,
relative to the increase in development intensity would mitigate these impacts.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would involve the use of a seasonal water park with
temporary/seasonal improvements that the Applicant would remove during the offseason (November
through March). The operation of the seasonal water park would occur in the months of April through
October. No demolition, construction, or mass grading activities would occur as a part of this project.
The Proposed Project includes operational features to reduce impacts on police and fire services. A CMU
block wall surrounds the Project Site, with varying heights between 6-feet and 8-feet. Two 8-foot sliding
security gates exist at the two driveway access points to the Project Site, the Applicant and/or the
Property Owner would keep these gates closed during hours of nonoperation. This would provide
security for the seasonal improvements. The Proposed Project would be subject to the Orange County
Health Care Agency’s approval for the recreation (swimming) use. On May 7, 2020, the Applicant
received approval by the Orange County Health Care Agency for the Proposed Project. This includes the
installation of security and safety signage for the proposed use, as detailed in Figure 9 – Sign Details. The
proposed signage includes “No Diving” in tandem with signs detailing water depths, as well as
emergency signage located at the north and east facing beaches and entry to the entire beach areas.
These signs provide safety information which would inform patrons of the safety rules to prevent
potentially harmful situations from occurring. The Proposed Project would also include operational
safety measures, such as lifeguards on duty at a ratio of 1 per 30 occupants, and safety vest
requirements. Lifeguards would be required to maintain current certification by the American Red Cross
and/or the YMCA and be versed in the park’s Emergency Action Plan (EAP) (Appendix B - AAAP Lifeguard
Safety Plan). All lifeguards would be equipped with rescue buoy, whistle, handheld two-way radio,
rescue paddle boards, and a first-aid kit. The lifeguards would administer emergency aid in event of an
emergency and call emergency services, if needed. Through both preventative measures such as safety
signage and lifejacket requirements, and the onsite staffing of certified lifeguards, no new impacts to
fire and police services would occur. The Proposed Project would not result in substantial changes or
major revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348 and no new impacts would occur
to police and fire protection services.
The Proposed Project would not impact other public services, such as schools, parks, and libraries
because it is a recreation use, which would not result in additional residents. The proposed use would
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intend for patrons visiting the seasonal water park to stay for a majority of their day during the operating
hours, acting as the primary attraction for visitors and thus limiting the frequenting of the other public
services. Therefore, no new impacts associated with these public services would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.16.

RECREATION
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the impacts on parks and recreational services
associated with the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.13). Impacts were determined to be less than
significant with no mitigation measures required.
EIR No. 348 evaluated whether implementation of the ACSP would result in the increased use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that implementation of the ACSP
would substantially accelerate the physically deterioration these facilities. EIR No. 348 also evaluated
whether implementation of the ACSP would result in the provision of recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment. EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would increase demands on
existing parks and recreational facilities but would not result in adverse physical environmental impacts.
The additional residents and employees in the City would create the need for additional passive and
active recreational amenities and accelerate the normal wear and tear on existing park facilities.
Although the ACSP area does not contain any city or regional parks, there are a number of groundwater
recharge basins owned by OCWD, which the ACSP as DA-6 Open Space/Water Area. In addition to the
groundwater recharge activities, implementation of the ACSP would encourage the creation of bicycle
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and pedestrian trials that link Anaheim Canyon to surrounding neighborhoods and the Santa Ana River
Trail system. The ACSP has also identified other potential open space improvements. Provision of open
space in the ACSP would not result in adverse physical impact to the environment and with on-going
coordination with OCWD to provide more open space and improve connectivity with the trail system;
impacts associated with recreation would be less than significant level.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would occur on a site currently developed with the Miraloma
Recharge Basin operated by the OCWD. The Proposed Project would not result in increased use of
existing recreational facilities as the proposed use would be a seasonal recreational use, operating April
through October and nonoperational and not located onsite from November through March. The
Proposed Project is classified as “Recreation-Swimming & Tennis” and/or “Recreation-Commercial
Outdoor” types of use, which are conditionally permitted uses within DA-6 per Table 120-B – Primary
Uses by Development Area: Non-Residential Use Classes of Chapter 18.120 of the Anaheim Municipal
Code. Chapter 18.120 includes the development standards for the ACSP. Chapter 2 - Key Findings and
Opportunities of the ACSP details major land use opportunities for the specific plan area, including the
specific direction of “[c]oordinat[ing] and cooperat[ing] with the Orange County Water District (OCWD)
to identify dual or multi-use opportunities (such as recreation and enhanced stormwater
capture/treatment) in groundwater recharge basins…” (p. 22). However, the Proposed Project would
not include any demolition, construction, or mass grading for permanent buildings and would be
seasonal. All proposed land and water-side improvements would be temporary and not result in any
significant impacts to the environment. Therefore, no new impacts associated with recreation would
occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.17.

TRANSPORTATION
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
T-1: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owners/developer shall complete the following steps
below to develop, implement and administer a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program.
a) The property owner/developer shall provide to the City of
Anaheim Public Works Department, for review and approval, a
comprehensive TDM program that includes a menu of TDM
program strategies and elements for both existing and future
employees’ commute options.
b) The property owner/developer shall record a covenant on the
property that requires ongoing implementation of the approved
TDM program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating the TDM program.

Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.

c) The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-2: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall join and financially participate in a
clean fuel shuttle program, if established. The property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires participation in the program ongoing during project
operation. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-3: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall participate in the Anaheim
Transportation Network (ATN)/Transportation Management
Association. The property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing participation in the
program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating and representing the project with the
ATN. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
T-4: Prior to issuance of the first building permit for each building,
the property owner/developer shall pay all applicable
transportation impact fees to the City of Anaheim in amounts
determined by the City Council Resolution in effect at the time of
issuance of the building permit with credit given for City-authorized
improvements provided by the property owner/developer; and
participate in all applicable reimbursement or benefit districts
which have been established.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

Applicant transportation fees
associated with regulatory
requirements would be paid
during the building plan check
process.

T-5: Prior to issuance of building permits for any project forecast to
generate 100 or more peak hour trips, as determined by the City
Traffic and Transportation Manager utilizing Anaheim Traffic
Analysis Model Trip Generation Rates, the property
owner/developer shall submit to the City Traffic and
Transportation Manager traffic improvement phasing analyses to
identify when the improvements identified in the Anaheim Canyon
Specific Plan EIR Traffic Impact Study, Iteris, September 2014
(Appendix G of the Draft EIR) shall be designed and constructed.
a) The traffic improvement phasing analyses will specify the timing,
funding, construction and fair-share responsibilities for all traffic
improvements necessary to maintain satisfactory levels of service
within the City of Anaheim and surrounding jurisdictions, as
defined by the City’s General Plan, based on thresholds of
significance, performance standards and methodologies utilized in
EIR No. 348, Orange County Congestion Management Program and
established in City of Anaheim Traffic Study Guidelines.
b) The property owner/developer shall construct, bond for, or
enter into a funding agreement for necessary circulation system
improvements, as determined by the City Traffic and
Transportation Manager. At minimum, fair-share calculations shall
include intersection improvements, rights-of-way, and
construction costs, unless alternative funding sources have been
identified to help pay for the improvement.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure is not
T-6: Prior to first final building and zoning inspection, in applicable.
conjunction with the preparation of any traffic improvement The Proposed Project would not
phasing analyses required by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property include the demolition or
owner/developer shall implement traffic improvements to construction of permanent
maintain satisfactory levels of services, as identified in the project buildings and would not require
traffic improvement phasing analysis.
traffic improvements.

T-7: Prior to issuance of building permits, in conjunction with the
preparation of any traffic improvement phasing analyses required
by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property owner/developer and the
City of Anaheim shall take the following actions in cooperation with
the Cities of Orange, Fullerton and Placentia:
a) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall identify any
impacts created by the project on facilities within the Cities of
Orange, Fullerton, or Placentia.

Mitigation Measure is not
b) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall calculate the fairapplicable.
share percentage responsibility for mitigating these impacts.
The Proposed Project would not
c) The City of Anaheim shall estimate the cost of the project’s fairinclude the demolition or
share responsibility in cooperation with the Cities of Orange,
construction of permanent
Fullerton, and Placentia.
buildings.
d) The property owner/developer shall pay the City of Anaheim the
fair-share cost prior to issuance of a building permit.
e) The City of Anaheim shall hold the amount received in trust, and
then, once a mutually agreed upon joint program is executed by
both cities, the City of Anaheim shall allocate the fair-share
contribution to traffic mitigation programs that result in improved
traffic flow at the impacted locations, via an agreement mutually
acceptable to both cities.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure

Applicable/Not Applicable

T-8: Prior to issuance of building permits, in conjunction with the
preparation of any traffic improvement phasing analyses required
by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property owner/developer and the
City of Anaheim shall take the following actions in cooperation with
Caltrans:
a) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall identify the
project’s proportionate impact on the specific freeway mainline
and/or freeway ramp locations.
b) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall determine the
property owner/developer’s fair-share percentage responsibility
for mitigating project impacts based on thresholds of significance,
performance standards and methodologies utilized in EIR No. 348
and established in the Orange County Congestion Management
Program and City of Anaheim Traffic Study Guidelines.
Mitigation Measure is not
c) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall determine if a applicable.
regional transportation agency has programmed and funded the The Proposed Project would not
warranted improvements to the impacted freeway mainline or include the demolition or
freeway ramp locations
construction of permanent
d) The City of Anaheim shall estimate the cost of the project’s fair- buildings.
share responsibility in cooperation with Caltrans.
e) The property owner/developer shall pay the City of Anaheim the
identified fair-share responsibility as determined above.
f) The City shall allocate the property owners/developers fair-share
contribution to traffic mitigation programs that result in improved
traffic flow on the impacted mainline and ramp locations, via an
agreement mutually acceptable to Caltrans and the City of
Anaheim.
g) Future traffic improvement phasing analyses for Caltrans
facilities shall utilize the latest adopted HCM methodology. In
addition, proposed intersection modifications within Caltrans
right-of-way shall be consistent with Caltrans Traffic Operations
Policy Directive 13-02: Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE)
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Narrative Summary (a-d): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Significant and Unavoidable Impacts. EIR No. 348 analyzed the transportation and traffic impacts
associated with the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.14).
EIR No. 348 concluded that after mitigation, significant and unavoidable impacts would still occur with
respect to freeway facilities as well as intersection peak hour impacts and roadway segment impacts
under Existing 2013 Plus Project and Forecast Year 2040 General Plan Buildout Plus Project (5.14-1, -2,
and -3). Transportation impacts 5.14-4 through 5.14-7 would be less than significant with no mitigation
measures required. Due to right-of-way constraints, many identified improvements are not feasible.
Therefore, potential impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The Anaheim City Council
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to these potential impacts.
EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would result in potentially significant traffic
impacts to freeway facilities for Existing 2013 Plus Project scenario AM and PM peak hour levels of
service. Out of the 11 study locations, EIR No. 348 only projected one location to have a worse LOS than
the existing condition; however, the off-ramp is under the jurisdiction of Caltrans. Therefore, the City of
Anaheim cannot guarantee the implementation of this improvement and it may not be feasible.
Therefore, potential impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The Anaheim City Council
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to this potential impact.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-d)
MMRP No. 312 MM T-5 requires all projects forecast to generate 100 or more peak-hour trips to prepare
a traffic improvement phasing analysis to identify when the improvements identified in the EIR No. 348
Traffic Impact Study shall be designed and constructed as determined by the City’s Traffic and
Transportation Manager (Appendix G of EIR No. 348). A Trip Generation and Queuing analysis (Appendix
C – Trip Generation and Queuing for the Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project, Mizuta Traffic
Consulting, September 2020) and a VMT assessment memo (Appendix D – VMT Assessment for the
Anaheim Adventure Aqua Park Project, Mizuta Traffic Consulting, October 2020) were prepared for the
Proposed Project to identify any potential traffic and circulation impacts associated with the Proposed
Project. The Trip Generation and Queuing analysis determined that the Proposed Project would
generate 9 trips during the weekday AM peak hour, 29 trips during the weekday PM peak hour, 40 trips
during the Saturday peak-hour and 34 trips during the Sunday peak-hour as shown in Table 2 – Weekend
Trip Generation Summary and Table 3 – Weekday Trip Generation Summary. Therefore, a traffic
improvement phasing analysis is not required for the Proposed Project.
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Table 2 – Weekend Trip Generation Summary
Trip Generation Rates1
Land Use
Saturday Peak
Rate
In:Out Ratio
Water Slide Park
0.39
0.13 : 0.87
Trip Generation Calculations
Land Use
Amount
Saturday Peak
In
Out
Total
Adventure Aqua Park
101 Parking Spaces
6
34
40

Rate
0.33

Sunday Peak
In:Out Ratio
0.21 : 0.79

In
8

Sunday Peak
Out
Total
26
34

Table 3 – Weekday Trip Generation Summary
Trip Generation Rates1
Land Use
AM Peak
PM Peak
Rate
In:Out Ratio
Rate
In:Out Ratio
Water Slide Park
0.08
0.70:0.30
.28
0.21 : 0.79
Trip Generation Calculations
Land Use
Amount
AM Peak
PM Peak
In
Out
Total
In
Out
Total
Adventure Aqua Park
101 Parking Spaces
7
2
9
7
22
29
1
The trip rates for the project’s land uses are based on Land Use Code 482 contained in the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition

Mizuta Traffic Consulting prepared a VMT assessment (Appendix D) for the Proposed Project, consistent
with the City’s Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines for CEQA – VMT. The VMT Assessment demonstrates
that VMT generated by the Proposed Project falls within the amount analyzed for TAZ 2759 in the City’s
traffic model as analyzed in the ACSP EIR; therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in any
impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified EIR No. 348.
The Proposed Project would not result in hazardous condition to air traffic patterns. The Project Site is
not within any airport land use plan area, and the ACSP does not permit other aircraft landing areas,
such as helipads, within the DA-6 area. The Proposed Project would not exceed the maximum height for
the zone, which is 30-feet per Section 18.120.060 of the AMC. According to EIR No. 348, structures of
200-feet or more could pose hazards to air traffic circulation (p. 5.14-93). The Proposed Project’s
inflatable obstacle course would be 26’-3” in height. The Proposed Project would not substantially
increase hazards due to a design feature (sharp curves, etc.) or conflicting uses. The Proposed Project
would include a 101-space parking lot on existing DG surface area within the Project Site, which would
require review and approval of the proposed striping layout by the Anaheim Fire and Rescue (AF&R) for
access. The proposed parking lot consists of a one-way, 18-foot drive aisle with 60-degree parking stalls
on either side of the drive aisle. This parking space configuration meets the City’s Standard Detail 470
for angled parking 4. The proposed layout includes a hammerhead turnaround at the western end of the
proposed parking lot to allow safe maneuvering and turnaround for larger vehicles, such as sanitation

4 City of Anaheim. (2018). Minimum Off-Street Angled Parking. http://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/8160/470---MinimumOff-Street-Parking-Dimensions?bidId= accessed June 16, 2020
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trucks. No impacts from hazardous design features or air traffic patterns would occur.
The EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would not result in inadequate emergency
access. Development would occur incrementally over a 20-year period and each individual development
project with the ACSP and would be required to provide appropriate fire and emergency access,
approved by the AF&R. The Project Site is the existing Miraloma Recharge Basin, which has improved
vehicle access driveways at the western and eastern ends of the site’s frontage off Miraloma Avenue.
Since the Proposed Project is seasonal/temporary in nature, no new grading, paving, or other ground
disturbing activities would take place for access purposes. The Proposed Project includes existing vehicle
access within the Project Site designed in accordance with the requirements of the City’s Public Works
Department. The existing driveway width is approximately 26-feet wide, which is within the range of
widths required by Public Works Standard Detail No. 115-B for arterial highway and commercial
driveway approaches. The 26-foot driveways also exceed the 24-foot minimum width outlined in AFD’s
specification and requirements for access to newly constructed commercial developments in order to
provide fire access to open parking areas. Therefore, no potential impacts to emergency access would
occur.
EIR No. 348 determined that implementation of the ACSP would comply with adopted policies, plans,
and programs for alternative transportation, including Orange County Transportation Authority’s
(OCTA)’s Congestion Management Plan and the RTP/SCS. The Proposed Project would not result in
substantial changes or major revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348 and would
comply with all adopted policies, plans and programs where applicable to the Proposed Project’s scope.
No potential impacts would occur associated with conflict with applicable plans. Therefore, no new
impacts associated with traffic and transportation would occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.18.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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:
a) 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)?











b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe?











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.
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-
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Narrative Summary (a-b): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
In December 2018, the Natural Resources Agency revised Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines to include
a checklist item relating to a project’s impacts relating to Tribal Cultural Resources. Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines now includes a checklist item that provides the following question (as shown in the
Table above):
Tribal Cultural Resources. 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:
a)
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)?
b)
A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe?
The City certified EIR No. 348 in 2016, two years before the above checklist item was added to the CEQA
Guidelines. California courts have held that where a new guideline or threshold is adopted after the
certification of an EIR, an Addendum to the EIR need not include additional environmental analysis
relating to that guideline or threshold where the potential environmental impact at issue in the new
guideline or threshold was known or could have been known at the time the EIR was certified (Citizens
Against Airport Pollution v. City of San Jose (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 788, 806 [even though CEQA
Guidelines were amended on March 18, 2010 to address greenhouse gas emissions, lead agency’s 2010
Addendum to a 1997 EIR did not require analysis of greenhouse gas emissions because “information
about the potential environmental impact of greenhouse gas emissions was known or could have been
know at the time the 1997 EIR and the 2003 SEIR for the [project] were certified”]; Concerned Dublin
Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal.App.4th 1301, 1319-1320 [“the adoption of guidelines for
analyzing and evaluating the significance of data does not constitute new information if the underlying
information was otherwise known or should have been known at the time the EIR was certified”]; see
also Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196
Cal.App.4th 515, 532.)
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-b) and Conclusion
The City, as the Lead Agency knew or could have known the impacts at issue in the above-referenced
threshold (i.e., the potential environmental impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources) when EIR No. 348 was
certified in 2016. EIR No. 348 explicitly discusses analysis of cultural resources, including historic,
archaeological, paleontological resources under Sections 4.3.4 - Cultural Resources and Table 8-1.
Because the City know or could have known the potential cultural resource-related impacts at issue in
the above checklist item when EIR No. 348 was certified in 2016, and because EIR No. 348 did not include
the Tribal Cultural Resources environmental factor in its checklist, California law does not require these
impacts to be analyzed in this Addendum.
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4.19.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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











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











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











e) Comply with Federal, State, and local
management reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
USS-1: Prior to the issuance of demolition, grading, or building
permits, whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer
shall submit plans to the City Engineer for review. The City
Engineer shall review the location of each project to determine if
it is an area served by potentially deficient sewer facilities, as
identified in the latest updated sewer study for the ACSP. If the
project will increase sewer flows beyond those programmed in
the appropriate master plan sewer study for the area or if the
project currently discharges to an existing deficient sewer system
or will create a deficiency in an existing sewer line, the property
owner/developer shall perform additional sewer analysis using
flow, wet-weather data, and other information specific for the
project to determine the surcharge levels for final design. The
property owner/developer shall be required to guarantee
mitigation of the impact to adequately serve the area to the
satisfaction of the City Engineer and City Attorney’s Office, which
could include additional related fees, construction of
combination thereof.
USS-2: Prior to approval of sanitary sewer connections for each
development project, the property owner/developer shall be
required to install the sanitary sewer facilities, as required by the
City Engineer, to prevent the sewer surcharge in the public
system for back-flowing into below-grade structure of the
proposed development based upon the latest updated sewer
study for the ACSP. Where requested by the City Engineer, sewer
improvements shall be constructed with larger than
recommended diameter to maintain the surcharge levels within
the pipe, and the invert elevation of sewer laterals shall be
located above the hydraulic grade line elevation of the surcharge
levels when the invert elevation of the sewer laterals are above
the pipe crown.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
permanent buildings on the
Project Site. The Proposed
Project would utilize temporary
and mobile restroom facilities
which would not connect to City
services.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would utilize
temporary and mobile restroom
facilities which would not
connect to City services. The
Proposed Project would include
three (3) water lines installed via
hand trenching by the Applicant.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
USS-3: Prior to the approval of any street improvement plans
within the ACSP that encompass area(s) where Orange County
Sanitation District (OCSD) will be upsizing trunk lines and/or are
making other improvements, the property owner/developer shall
coordinate with OCSD to ensure that backflow prevention
devices are installed at the lateral connections to prevent
surcharge flow from entering private properties. Proof of such
coordination, such as a latter form OCSD affirming review of
proposed plans, shall be provided by the property/owner
developer to the City prior to approval of the street improvement
plans.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would include
a new backflow preventer on
the secondary water line next to
the existing backflow preventer,
per City Standard W-104.

Narrative Summary (a-e): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation. EIR No. 348 analyzed the impacts to utilities and service
systems associated with the implementation of the ACSP (Section 5.15). EIR No. 348 concluded that all
impacts would be less than significant, with no mitigation measures required, with the exception of
impacts on existing sewer facilities. However, with implementation of mitigation measures, impacts to
sewer facilities would be less than significant.
EIR No. 348 analyzed the following: potential for implementation of the ACSP to exceed wastewater
treatment requirements; need for construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects;
and/or result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that it has inadequate capacity
to serve the ACSP’s projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments. EIR No. 348
concluded that implementation of the ACSP would not result in exceedance of the treatment capacity
at Orange County Sanitation treatment plant, requiring construction of new or expanded wastewater
treatment facilities. However, the analysis projected that some of the City’s existing sewer collection
facilities are inadequate to handle the projected increase in flow from implementation of the ACSP. As
required by MM USS-1, individual projects require Project-specific analysis during final design to
evaluate sewer capacities.
EIR No. 348 determined that the City’s Public Utility provides adequate water facilities within the ACSP
area and that it could serve the ACSP area with sufficient water supplies without procurement of
additional water entitlements. The Water Supply Assessment for the ACSP evaluated the additional
water demands based on buildout of the ACSP and determined that the City could provide sufficient and
a reliable water supply for build-out of the ACSP.
EIR No. 348 determined that existing solid waste facilities would be able to accommodate ACSPgenerated solid waste and comply with related solid waste regulations.
EIR No. 348 determined that there would be increased demand on electrical and natural gas; however,
the potential impacts would occur incrementally no significant impacts would occur. Compliance with
the California Building Codes related to energy efficiency and Chapter 10.16 of the AMC would aid in
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reducing impacts.
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-e)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would feature temporary land and water side improvements.
The Proposed Project does not include the construction of any permanent buildings or pavement
improvements. In addition, the Proposed Project would not include any additional DG for construction
or operation of the Proposed Project. Land side improvements include temporary structures for a proshop, restrooms, and life-jacket disbursement structure. Water side improvements would include the
floating obstacle course and buoy lines. Temporary ancillary site improvements proposed include
parking area improvements, such as gypsum chalk striping and wheel stops, food truck staging area and
incidental items such as water fountains, rinse area, shade structures, and three (3) water lines of varying
sizes all to be hand trenched by the Applicant. Pursuant to the lease agreement between OCWD and the
Applicant, all project improvements would be required to be cleared from the Project Site if the lease is
terminated or when OCWD requires the site to be vacated for basin servicing. The proposed use is a
seasonal water park with temporary/seasonal improvements that the Applicant would remove during
the offseason (November through March). These improvements would not connect to any sewer service
and the Applicant would contract with a portable restroom vendor to provide and service the temporary
restroom daily, as needed. Neither the City nor the Applicant would need to create or enlarge
wastewater or stormwater facilities because of the Proposed Project. The Applicant would be required
to pay the Citywide Storm Drain Assessment Area Fee if required by the City’s Public Works Department.
The Project Site is comprised primarily of pervious surfaces, with the proposed parking area, pro-shop,
life jacket area, restrooms, and shower area consisting of DG. The Proposed Project would not include
any additions of impervious surfaces to the Project Site resulting in drainage alterations that could lead
to siltation runoff or impacts to existing storm drain systems. Since the Project Site is an existing
infiltration basin, the existing drainage patterns retain runoff onsite. As shown in Figure 4, walls enclose
the Project Site, and its topography involves higher elevation points at the property boundaries resulting
in runoff draining into the existing basin. The Project Site accepts no offsite runoff and discharges no
runoff to the storm drain system, public right-of-way, or downstream properties. The Proposed Project
would not include any grading, demolition, or construction that would modify or impact existing
drainage patterns and result in impacts to existing drainage infrastructure. An existing irrigation water
line currently serves the Project Site; however, a 40-foot, 2-inch potable domestic water line located at
the southwestern corner of the Project Site would be required as a part of the Proposed Project and
installed by the City’s Public Utilities Department. The potable line would service the drinking fountains,
shower/rinse area, and tankless water heater. Installation of a half-inch water line would occur across
the interior drive aisle for watering to control fugitive dust and a ¾” water line would supply the
Monsoon attraction water spray feature on the floating recreational equipment. Anticipated water use
would be minimal, and the Applicant has paid the required fee for the secondary water line installation
by the City.
Solid waste receptacles would be located onsite and be required to meet the Chapter 10.10 - Waste
Collection and Disposal of the City’s Municipal Code. The Proposed Project would not result in substantial
changes or major revisions to the information previously analyzed in EIR No. 348; and therefore, would
accommodate existing solid waste facilities. The Proposed Project would not require new facilities
associated with electricity, natural gas, telephone, or television as the proposed use is a recreational,
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seasonal outdoor use. Therefore, no new impacts associated with utilities and service systems would
occur.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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4.20.

WILDFIRE

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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











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











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











EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
No EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures were required.

Applicable/Not Applicable
-

Narrative Summary (a-d): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
In December 2018, the Natural Resources Agency revised Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines to include
a checklist item relating to a project’s impacts relating to Wildfire. Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines
now includes a checklist item that provides the following questions (as shown in the Table above):
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Wildfire. Would the project:
a)
plan?

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation

b)
Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from wildfire or the uncontrolled spread
of a wildfire?
c)
Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water resources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk
or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?
d)
Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
The City certified EIR No. 348 in 2016, two years before the above checklist item was added to the CEQA
Guidelines. California courts have held that where a new guideline or threshold is adopted after the
certification of an EIR, an Addendum to the EIR need not include additional environmental analysis
relating to that guideline or threshold where the potential environmental impact at issue in the new
guideline or threshold was known or could have been known at the time the EIR was certified (Citizens
Against Airport Pollution v. City of San Jose (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 788, 806 [even though CEQA
Guidelines were amended on March 18, 2010 to address greenhouse gas emissions, lead agency’s 2010
Addendum to a 1997 EIR did not require analysis of greenhouse gas emissions because “information
about the potential environmental impact of greenhouse gas emissions was known or could have been
know at the time the 1997 EIR and the 2003 SEIR for the [project] were certified”]; Concerned Dublin
Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal.App.4th 1301, 1319-1320 [“the adoption of guidelines for
analyzing and evaluating the significance of data does not constitute new information if the underlying
information was otherwise known or should have been known at the time the EIR was certified”]; see
also Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196
Cal.App.4th 515, 532.)
Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-d) and Conclusion
The City, as the Lead Agency knew or could have known the impacts at issue in the above-referenced
threshold (i.e., the potential environmental impacts of wildfire) when EIR No. 348 was certified in 2016.
EIR No. 348 explicitly discusses analysis of impairment to the implementation of an emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan and exposure of people or structures to wildland fires under Section
5.6 - Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Because the Lead Agency knew or could have known the
potential wildfire-related impacts at issue in the above checklist item when the City Council certified EIR
No. 348 in 2016, and because EIR No. 348 did not include the Wildfire environmental factor in its
checklist, California law does not require the Addendum to analyze these impacts.
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4.21.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issues

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impacts
Analyzed
in EIR No.
348

No
Impact

No New
Impact

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











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)?











c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measures
Air Quality
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-1: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
provide a note on plans indicating that ongoing during grading
and construction, contractors will use equipment that meets the
following United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)Certified emissions standards:
All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than
50 horsepower shall meet the Tier 4 Final emission standards.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be
achieved by a Level 4 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine, as defined by CARB regulations.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.
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not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site.
No
construction or demolition of
permanent buildings would
occur. The Applicant would
install the three (3) proposed
water lines via hand trenching.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

AQ-2: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
provide a list of all construction equipment proposed to be used
on the Project Site. This list may be provided on the building
plans. The construction equipment list shall state the makes,
models, and numbers of the equipment; that the equipment shall
be properly serviced and maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s recommendations; and, that all nonessential
idling of construction equipment is restricted to five minutes or
less in compliance with California Air Resources Board’s Rule
2449.

is

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings would be a part of the
Proposed Project. The Applicant
would install the three (3)
proposed water lines via hand
trenching.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-3: Prior to issuance of grading, demolition or building plans,
whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer shall
submit a dust control plan that implements the following
measures during ground-disturbing activities, in addition to the
existing requirements for fugitive dust control under South Coast
Air Quality Management District Rule 403, to further reduce
PM10 and PM2.5 emissions:
f) Following all grading activities, the construction
contractor shall reestablish ground cover on the
construction site through seeding and watering.
g) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall sweep streets with Rule 1186–compliant,
PM10-efficient vacuum units on a daily basis if silt is
carried over to adjacent public thoroughfares or occurs as
a result of hauling.
h) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall maintain a minimum 24-inch freeboard
on trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials
and tarp materials with a fabric cover or other cover that
achieves the same amount of protection.
i) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall water exposed ground surfaces and
disturbed areas a minimum of every three hours on the
construction site and a minimum of three times per day.
j) During all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall limit onsite vehicle speeds on unpaved
roads to no more than 15 miles per hour.
The Building Division shall verify compliance during normal
construction site inspections.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the use of heavy offroad machine equipment for the
installation of the temporary
structures and improvements
on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings would be a part of the
Proposed Project. The Applicant
would install the three (3)
proposed water lines via hand
trenching. A half-inch water line,
to be installed on the ground
surface inside the perimeter
wall, would periodically water
the DG parking area for fugitive
dust control.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-4: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developer shall provide a note on plans indicating that:
d) All coatings and solvents will have a volatile organic
compound (VOC) content lower than required under Rule
1113 (i.e., super compliant paints).
e) All architectural coatings shall be applied either by (1)
using a high-volume, low pressure spray method operated
at an air pressure between 0.1 and 10 pounds per square
inch gauge to achieve a 65 percent application efficiency;
or (2) manual application using a paintbrush, hand-roller,
trowel, spatula, dauber, rag, or sponge, to achieve a 100
percent applicant efficiency.
f) The
construction contractor shall
also
use
precoated/natural colored building materials, where
feasible.

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. No
construction equipment for the
purposes of demolition or
construction of buildings would
be a part of the Proposed
Project. No material coatings for
the purposes of exterior
structure finishes would be
applied as a part of the Proposed
Project.

The Building Division shall verify compliance during normal
construction site inspections.
AQ-5: Prior to issuance of building permits, for residential
development, the property owner/developer shall provide a note
on building plans that indicates that all shared community
barbeques will be electric powered barbeque units. These units
shall be verified on site by the Building Division prior to issuance
of a Certificate of Occupancy.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

106 | P a g e

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.
AQ-6: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developer shall show on plans that all applicant-provided
appliances be Energy Star appliances (dishwashers, refrigerators,
clothes washers, and dryers). Installation of Energy Star
appliances shall be verified by the Building Division prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

is

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings
that
require
appliances. All facets of the
Proposed Project would be
seasonal and temporary.
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EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
AQ-7: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction
of residential development, the property owner/developer shall
indicate on plans that garage and/or car port parking are
electrically wired to accommodate a Level 2 (240 volt) electric
vehicle charging. The location of the electrical outlets shall be
specified on building plans, and proper installation shall be
verified by the Building Division prior to issuance of a Certificate
of Occupancy.
AQ-8: Prior to issuance of building permits for new construction
of non-residential development of 100,000 building square feet
or more, the property owner/developer shall indicate on plans
that Level 2 vehicle charging stations will be provided for public
use, and where feasible, the property owner/developer shall
coordinate with the City of Anaheim to install Level 3 (480 volt or
higher) charging stations. The location of the charging station(s)
shall be specified on building plans, and proper installation shall
be verified by the Building Division prior to issuance of a
Certificate of Occupancy.
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Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

AQ-9: Prior to issuance of building permits for new industrial or
warehousing projects that meets the following criteria:
a) Have the potential to generate 100 or more diesel truck trips
per day or have 40 or more trucks with operating diesel-powered
transport refrigeration units (TRUs), and
b) Are within 1,000 feet of a sensitive land use (e.g., residential,
schools, hospitals, nursing homes), as measured from the
property line of the project to the property line of the nearest
sensitive use.
The property owner/developer shall submit a health risk
assessment (HRA) to the Planning Department. The HRA shall be
prepared in accordance with policies and procedures of the State
of California’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA) and the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD).
If the HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk exceeds one in
one hundred thousand (1.0E-05), PM concentrations would
exceed 2.5 μg/m3, or the appropriate noncancer hazard index
exceeds 1.0, the applicant will be required to identify and
demonstrate that best available control technologies for toxics
(T-BACTs) are capable of reducing potential cancer and
noncancer risks to an acceptable level, including appropriate
enforcement mechanisms. T-BACTs may include, but are not
limited to, restricting idling onsite or electrifying warehousing
docks to reduce diesel particulate matter, or requiring use of
newer
equipment
and/or
vehicles.
The
property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires ongoing implementation of T-BACTs identified in the
HRA. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.

108 | P a g e

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of new industrial or
warehousing buildings. The
Proposed Project would not
generate 100 or more diesel
truck trips per day.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

AQ-10: Prior to issuance of building permits for new residential
developments, the property owner/developer shall submit a
health risk assessment (HRA) to the Planning Department.
The HRA shall be prepared in accordance with policies and
procedures of the State of California’s Office of Environmental
Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD).
If the HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk exceeds one in
one hundred thousand (1.0E-05), PM concentrations would
exceed 2.5 μg/m3, or the appropriate noncancer hazard index
exceeds 1.0, the following is required prior to issuance of building
permits:
a) The HRA shall identify the level of high-efficiency Minimum
Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) filter required to
reduce indoor air concentrations of pollutants to achieve
the cancer and/or noncancer threshold.
b) Installation of high efficiency MERV filters in the intake of
residential ventilation systems consistent with the
recommendations of the HRA, shall be shown on plans.
Heating, air conditioning, and ventilation (HVAC) systems
shall be installed with a fan unit designed to force air
through the MERV filter.
c) To ensure long-term maintenance and replacement of the
MERV filters in the individual units, the property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property
that requires ongoing implementation of the actions
below. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the
City Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
1. The property owner/developer shall provide
notification to all future tenants or owners of the
potential health risk for affected units and the
increased risk of exposure to diesel particulates when
windows are open.
2. For rental units, the property owner/developer shall
maintain and replace MERV filters in accordance with
the manufacture’s recommendations.
3. For ownership units, the Homeowner’s Association shall
incorporate requirements for long-term maintenance in the
Covenant Conditions and Restrictions and inform homeowners of
their responsibility to maintain the MERV filter in accordance
with the manufacturer’s recommendations.

Mitigation Measure is not
applicable.
The Proposed Project would not
include
any
residential
development.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

AQ-11: For Projects located within 1,000 feet of an industrial
facility that emits substantial odors, which includes but is not
limited to:
•

Wastewater treatment plants

•

Composting, greenwaste, or recycling facilities

•

Fiberglass manufacturing facilities

•

Painting/coating operations

•

Large-capacity coffee roasters

•

Food-processing facilities

The property owner/developer shall submit an odor assessment
to the Planning Director prior to approval of any future
discretionary action that verifies that the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) has not received three or more
verified odor complaints. If the Odor Assessment identifies that
the facility has received three such complaints, the applicant will
be required to identify and demonstrate that Best Available
Control Technologies for Toxics (T-BACTs) are capable of reducing
potential odors to an acceptable level, including appropriate
enforcement mechanisms. T-BACTs may include, but are not
limited to, scrubbers at the industrial facility, or installation of
Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) filters rated at 14 or
better at all residential units.
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Mitigation Measure is applicable
as there are eight industrial
facilities within 1,000 feet of the
Project Site.
The Odor Assessment contained
in Appendix A of this Addendum
addresses and satisfies MM AQ11.
This is the only mitigation
measure applicable to the
Proposed Project and therefore,
the City is not requiring a
Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan for the Proposed
Project.
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T-1: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owners/developer shall complete the following steps
below to develop, implement and administer a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program.
a) The property owner/developer shall provide to the City of
Anaheim Public Works Department, for review and approval, a
comprehensive TDM program that includes a menu of TDM
program strategies and elements for both existing and future
employees’ commute options.
b) The property owner/developer shall record a covenant on the
property that requires ongoing implementation of the approved
TDM program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating the TDM program.

Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.

c) The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-2: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall join and financially participate in
a clean fuel shuttle program, if established. The property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires participation in the program ongoing during project
operation. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-3: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall participate in the Anaheim
Transportation Network (ATN)/Transportation Management
Association. The property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing participation in
the program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating and representing the project with
the ATN. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
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Biological Resources
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
BIO-1: Prior to issuance of grading permits for any project that
occurs within the areas identified as having potential for the
occurrence of special plant communities and sensitive species as
shown in Figure 5.3-1, Areas with Potential for Sensitive Species
and Plant Communities, the property owner/developer shall
submit a biological survey prepared by a qualified biologist. The
biological survey shall assess potential impacts to wildlife
movement and identify any impacts to sensitive vegetation
communities, including coastal sage scrub, riparian, wetland, and
open water habitats. The property owner/developer shall be
required to restore and revegetate where the loss of small and/or
isolated habitat patches is proposed and maintain existing
wildlife movement opportunities.

BIO-2: Prior to issuance of demolition, grading or building
permits, whichever occurs first, for construction activity that is
set to occur during nesting season (typically between February 1
and July 1), the property owner/developer shall be required to
conduct nesting bird surveys in accordance with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife requirements, and submit said
surveys to the City of Anaheim Planning Department. Such
surveys shall identify avoidance measures to protect active nests.

BIO-3: Prior to issuance of building permits, for projects with new
lighting located adjacent to natural areas, the property
owner/developer shall submit a lighting plan indicating that the
proposed lighting has been designed to prevent artificial lighting
from reflecting into adjacent natural areas.
BIO-4: Prior to preliminary design of any bridge crossing the Santa
Ana River, a qualified biologist shall conduct a jurisdictional
delineation of the potential disturbance area at locations where
construction activity could affect jurisdictional waters. The
jurisdictional delineation shall determine if features are under
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

Although the Project Site is
within Figure 5.3-1, the
Proposed Project would not
require mass grading.
The
Applicant would install the three
(3) proposed water lines via
hand trenching.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include
demolition
or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Proposed Project
would not involve mass grading.
The Applicant would install the
three (3) proposed water lines
via hand trenching.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include the construction of
permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would operate
only during daylight hours.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Project Site is not within the
Santa Ana River.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

the jurisdiction of the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and/or the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). The result
shall be a preliminary jurisdictional delineation report that shall
be submitted to the City of Anaheim and any Responsible Agency,
ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW, as appropriate, for review and
approval. Based on the results of the preliminary jurisdictional
delineation, bridge design shall be completed so that impacts to
jurisdictional waters are minimized in consultation with the
ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW. After final design but prior to
construction, permits shall be obtained from each agency where
applicable.

BIO-5: Prior to the issuance of grading permits for projects
potentially affecting riparian or wetland habitat, the property
owner/developer shall provide evidence that all necessary
permits have been obtained from the California Department of
Fish And Wildlife (pursuant to Section 1601-1603 of the Fish and
Game Code) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (pursuant to
section 404 of the Clean Water Act) or that no such permits are
required, in a manner meeting the approval of the City of
Anaheim Planning Department. Should a Section 404 Permit from
the Army Corps of Engineers be required, a Section 401 Water
Quality Certification would also be obtained from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project does not
include demolition, or the
construction of permanent
buildings.
During
the
nonoperational months of the
Proposed Project (November
through March) maintenance
activities may be undertaken by
the OCWD, which are permitted
under
separate
permits,
including approved Section 401,
Section 404, and Section 1600
permits.

Noise
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
N-1: Ongoing during grading, demolition, and construction, the
property owner/developer shall be responsible for requiring
contractors to implement the following measures to limit
construction-related noise:
•

Construction activity is limited to the daytime hours
between 7 AM to 7 PM, as prescribed in the City’s
Municipal Code.

•

All internal combustion engines on construction
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Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Applicant would
install three water lines via hand
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equipment and trucks are fitted with properly maintained
mufflers.
•

Stationary equipment such as generators, air compressors
shall be located as far as feasible from nearby noisesensitive uses.

•

Stockpiling is located as far as feasible from nearby noisesensitive receptors

•

Construction traffic shall be limited to the haul routes
established by the City of Anaheim.

N-2: Prior to issuance of a building permit for any project requiring
pile driving or blasting during construction, the property
owner/developer shall prepare a noise and vibration analysis to
assess and mitigate potential noise and vibration impacts related
to these activities. The maximum levels shall not exceed 0.2
inches/second, which is the level that can cause architectural
damage for typical residential construction. If maximum levels
would exceed these thresholds, alternative uses such static rollers,
non-explosive blasting, and drilling piles as opposed to pile driving
shall be used.
N-3: Prior to issuance of building permits, if new vibrationsensitive land uses are located within 200 feet of any railroad line,
the property owner/developer shall retain an acoustical engineer
to conduct an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration analysis
for potential impacts from vibration generated by operation of
the rail line. Mixed use buildings shall be designed to eliminate
vibration amplifications due to resonances of floors, walls, and
ceilings. The detailed analysis shall be submitted to the Planning
Department prior to issuance of building permits and shall show
that the vibration levels would be below 72 VdB, which is Federal
Transit Administration’s nighttime criteria to regulate vibration
impacts to affected residential uses.
N-4: Prior to issuance of building permits for projects involving
development of new industrial uses within 200 feet of any
existing residential use or Development Area 3, the property
owner/developer shall retain an acoustical engineer to conduct
an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration analysis for potential
impacts from vibration generated by industrial activities. The
detailed analysis shall be submitted to the Planning Department
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Applicable/Not Applicable
trenching and no grading permit
would be required.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings. The Applicant would
install three via hand trenching
and no grading permit would be
required.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Project Site is not located
within 200-feet of any railroad
line. The nearest railroad is
located over 1,500-feet to the
north of the Project Site.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve construction of any
industrial uses or structures
within 200-feet of any existing
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Applicable/Not Applicable

showing that the vibration levels to any nearby residential use
would be below 78 VdB during the daytime (7 AM to 10 PM) and
72 VdB during the nighttime (10 PM to 7 AM), which is the Federal
Transit Administration’s nighttime criteria to regulate vibration
impacts to affected residential uses.

residential
uses
or
in
Development Area 3. While a
sensitive receptor is located
within 200-feet of the Project
Site, the proposed use is not
considered an industrial use per
Section 18.36.040 of the AMC.

N-5: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the property
owner/developers shall submit a final acoustical report prepared
to the satisfaction of the Planning Director. The report shall show
that the development would be sound attenuated against
present and projected noise levels, including roadway, aircraft,
helicopter, stationary sources (e.g., industrial, commercial, etc.),
and railroad, to meet City interior standards as follows:
c) The report shall demonstrate that the proposed
residential design will result in compliance with the 45
dBA CNEL interior noise levels, as required by the
California Building Code and California Noise Insulation
Standards (Title 24 and 25 of the California Code of
Regulations).
d) The report shall demonstrate that the Proposed Project
residential design shall minimize nighttime awakening
from train horns such that interior single-event noise
levels are below 81 dBA Lmax.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

No permanent or habitable
structures are involved in the
Proposed Project that would be
required to meet City interior
standards. The Proposed Project
does not require a building
permit.

The property owner/developer shall submit the noise mitigation
report to the Planning Director for review and approval. Upon
approval by the City, the project acoustical design features shall
be incorporated into construction of the Proposed Project.
Transportation/Traffic
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
T-1: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owners/developer shall complete the following steps
below to develop, implement and administer a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program.
115 | P a g e

Applicable/Not Applicable
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
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Applicable/Not Applicable

a) The property owner/developer shall provide to the City of
Anaheim Public Works Department, for review and approval, a
comprehensive TDM program that includes a menu of TDM
program strategies and elements for both existing and future
employees’ commute options.

buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.

b) The property owner/developer shall record a covenant on the
property that requires ongoing implementation of the approved
TDM program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating the TDM program.
c) The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-2: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall join and financially participate in a
clean fuel shuttle program, if established. The property
owner/developer shall record a covenant on the property that
requires participation in the program ongoing during project
operation. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-3: Prior to the first final building and zoning inspection for any
non-residential project generating 50 or more employees, the
property owner/developer shall participate in the Anaheim
Transportation Network (ATN)/Transportation Management
Association. The property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing participation in the
program and designation of an on-site contact that will be
responsible for coordinating and representing the project with the
ATN. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the City
Attorney’s Office prior to recordation.
T-4: Prior to issuance of the first building permit for each building,
the property owner/developer shall pay all applicable
transportation impact fees to the City of Anaheim in amounts
determined by the City Council Resolution in effect at the time of
issuance of the building permit with credit given for City-authorized
improvements provided by the property owner/developer; and
participate in all applicable reimbursement or benefit districts
which have been established.
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings on the Project Site. The
proposed use would not
generate 50 or more employees.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

Applicant transportation fees
associated with regulatory
requirements would be paid
during the building plan check
process.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

T-5: Prior to issuance of building permits for any project forecast to
generate 100 or more peak hour trips, as determined by the City
Traffic and Transportation Manager utilizing Anaheim Traffic
Analysis Model Trip Generation Rates, the property
owner/developer shall submit to the City Traffic and
Transportation Manager traffic improvement phasing analyses to
identify when the improvements identified in the Anaheim Canyon
Specific Plan EIR Traffic Impact Study, Iteris, September 2014
(Appendix G of the Draft EIR) shall be designed and constructed.
a) The traffic improvement phasing analyses will specify the timing,
funding, construction and fair-share responsibilities for all traffic
improvements necessary to maintain satisfactory levels of service
within the City of Anaheim and surrounding jurisdictions, as
defined by the City’s General Plan, based on thresholds of
significance, performance standards and methodologies utilized in
EIR No. 348, Orange County Congestion Management Program and
established in City of Anaheim Traffic Study Guidelines.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

Expected maximum peak-hour
trips is 40.

b) The property owner/developer shall construct, bond for, or
enter into a funding agreement for necessary circulation system
improvements, as determined by the City Traffic and
Transportation Manager. At minimum, fair-share calculations shall
include intersection improvements, rights-of-way, and
construction costs, unless alternative funding sources have been
identified to help pay for the improvement.
T-6: Prior to first final building and zoning inspection, in
conjunction with the preparation of any traffic improvement
phasing analyses required by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property
owner/developer shall implement traffic improvements to
maintain satisfactory levels of services, as identified in the project
traffic improvement phasing analysis.

T-7: Prior to issuance of building permits, in conjunction with the
preparation of any traffic improvement phasing analyses required
by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property owner/developer and the
City of Anaheim shall take the following actions in cooperation with
the Cities of Orange, Fullerton and Placentia:
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Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings and would not require
traffic improvements.
Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
include the demolition or
construction of permanent
buildings.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

a) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall identify any
impacts created by the project on facilities within the Cities of
Orange, Fullerton, or Placentia.
b) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall calculate the fairshare percentage responsibility for mitigating these impacts.
c) The City of Anaheim shall estimate the cost of the project’s fairshare responsibility in cooperation with the Cities of Orange,
Fullerton, and Placentia.
d) The property owner/developer shall pay the City of Anaheim the
fair-share cost prior to issuance of a building permit.
e) The City of Anaheim shall hold the amount received in trust, and
then, once a mutually agreed upon joint program is executed by
both cities, the City of Anaheim shall allocate the fair-share
contribution to traffic mitigation programs that result in improved
traffic flow at the impacted locations, via an agreement mutually
acceptable to both cities.
T-8: Prior to issuance of building permits, in conjunction with the
preparation of any traffic improvement phasing analyses required
by Mitigation Measure T-5, the property owner/developer and the
City of Anaheim shall take the following actions in cooperation with
Caltrans:
a) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall identify the
project’s proportionate impact on the specific freeway mainline
and/or freeway ramp locations.
Mitigation Measure is not
b) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall determine the applicable.
property owner/developer’s fair-share percentage responsibility The Proposed Project would not
for mitigating project impacts based on thresholds of significance, include the demolition or
performance standards and methodologies utilized in EIR No. 348 construction of permanent
and established in the Orange County Congestion Management buildings.
Program and City of Anaheim Traffic Study Guidelines.
c) The traffic improvement phasing analysis shall determine if a
regional transportation agency has programmed and funded the
warranted improvements to the impacted freeway mainline or
freeway ramp locations
d) The City of Anaheim shall estimate the cost of the project’s fairshare responsibility in cooperation with Caltrans.
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Applicable/Not Applicable

e) The property owner/developer shall pay the City of Anaheim the
identified fair-share responsibility as determined above.
f) The City shall allocate the property owners/developers fair-share
contribution to traffic mitigation programs that result in improved
traffic flow on the impacted mainline and ramp locations, via an
agreement mutually acceptable to Caltrans and the City of
Anaheim.
g) Future traffic improvement phasing analyses for Caltrans
facilities shall utilize the latest adopted HCM methodology. In
addition, proposed intersection modifications within Caltrans
right-of-way shall be consistent with Caltrans Traffic Operations
Policy Directive 13-02: Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE)
Utilities and Service Systems
EIR No. 348 Mitigation Measure
USS-1: Prior to the issuance of demolition, grading, or building
permits, whichever occurs first, the property owner/developer
shall submit plans to the City Engineer for review. The City
Engineer shall review the location of each project to determine if
it is an area served by potentially deficient sewer facilities, as
identified in the latest updated sewer study for the ACSP. If the
project will increase sewer flows beyond those programmed in
the appropriate master plan sewer study for the area or if the
project currently discharges to an existing deficient sewer system
or will create a deficiency in an existing sewer line, the property
owner/developer shall perform additional sewer analysis using
flow, wet-weather data, and other information specific for the
project to determine the surcharge levels for final design. The
property owner/developer shall be required to guarantee
mitigation of the impact to adequately serve the area to the
satisfaction of the City Engineer and City Attorney’s Office, which
could include additional related fees, construction of
combination thereof.
USS-2: Prior to approval of sanitary sewer connections for each
development project, the property owner/developer shall be
required to install the sanitary sewer facilities, as required by the
City Engineer, to prevent the sewer surcharge in the public
system for back-flowing into below-grade structure of the
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Applicable/Not Applicable

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
permanent buildings on the
Project Site. The Proposed
Project would utilize temporary
and mobile restroom facilities
which would not connect to City
services.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
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Applicable/Not Applicable

proposed development based upon the latest updated sewer
study for the ACSP. Where requested by the City Engineer, sewer
improvements shall be constructed with larger than
recommended diameter to maintain the surcharge levels within
the pipe, and the invert elevation of sewer laterals shall be
located above the hydraulic grade line elevation of the surcharge
levels when the invert elevation of the sewer laterals are above
the pipe crown.

permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would utilize
temporary and mobile restroom
facilities which would not
connect to City services. The
Proposed Project would include
three (3) water lines installed via
hand trenching by the Applicant.

USS-3: Prior to the approval of any street improvement plans
within the ACSP that encompass area(s) where Orange County
Sanitation District (OCSD) will be upsizing trunk lines and/or are
making other improvements, the property owner/developer shall
coordinate with OCSD to ensure that backflow prevention
devices are installed at the lateral connections to prevent
surcharge flow from entering private properties. Proof of such
coordination, such as a latter form OCSD affirming review of
proposed plans, shall be provided by the property/owner
developer to the City prior to approval of the street improvement
plans.

Mitigation Measure
applicable.

is

not

The Proposed Project would not
involve any mass grading,
demolition, or construction of
permanent
buildings.
The
Proposed Project would include
a new backflow preventer on
the secondary water line next to
the existing backflow preventer,
per City Standard W-104.

Narrative Summary (a-c): Impacts Analyzed in EIR No. 348
EIR No. 348 analyzed the Project’s impacts associated with the implementation of the ACSP. Refer to
Section 1.8, Table 1-2 in EIR No. 348 for a summary of environmental impacts, mitigation measures and
levels of significance after mitigation. EIR No. 348 analyzed levels of significance before mitigation
resulting in determinations of less than significant or no impacts for the following environmental impact
sections: aesthetics, agricultural resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, land use planning, mineral resources, population and housing,
public services, and recreation. The remaining environmental impact sections, air quality, biological
resources, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, transportation/traffic, and utilities and service systems
were analyzed as having potentially significant impacts unless mitigated for certain issues. EIR No. 348
determined that certain impacts to air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, and
transportation/traffic were significant and unavoidable. For all impacts which EIR No. 348 deemed
potentially significant unless mitigated, the City Council adopted the mitigation measures detailed in the
table above under MMRP No. 312. Proposed improvements within the ACSP would be subject to these
mitigation measures, where applicable, as designated by the mitigation measure’s language. For impacts
which EIR No. 348 deemed significant and unavoidable, the City Council adopted a Statement of
Overriding Considerations with regard to these potential impacts.
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Impacts Associated with the Proposed Project (a-c)
No New Impacts. The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the
previously certified EIR No. 348. MMRP No. 312 addresses the impacts identified by EIR No. 348; this
Addendum identifies and includes the one mitigation measures applicable to the Proposed Project. The
Proposed Project would comply with Mitigation Measure AQ-11 through the provided study (Appendix
A). For impacts that remain significant, unavoidable, and adverse after mitigation measures are applied,
the Anaheim City Council has adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to these
potential impacts. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the
ACSP.
Conclusion
The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts beyond those identified in the previously certified
EIR No. 348. The Proposed Project contains no substantial changes to the implementation of the ACSP,
there have been no substantial changes in circumstances, and no new information has become available,
not known and could not have been known, at the time that EIR No. 348 was certified, that would require
major revisions to EIR No. 348.
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