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SECTION 1.0
1.1

INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources
Code §21000 et seq.) and its Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, §15000 et
seq.), this Initial Study (IS) has been prepared as documentation for a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) for the proposed Kindred Church Expansion Project (Project). This IS includes
a description of the Project; location of the Project site; evaluation of the potential environmental
impacts; findings from the environmental review; and proposed mitigation measures to lessen or
avoid environmental impacts on the environment.
Pursuant to Section 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of Anaheim (City) is the lead
agency for the 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, shall have the authority for
project approval and adoption of the accompanying environmental documentation.
The purpose of this document is to evaluate the Project relative to each of the environmental topic
areas contained in the CEQA Guidelines. Overall, the Project consists of the expansion of the
existing Kindred Community Church. The Project would be constructed in two phases. Phase 1
would include partial demolition of an existing auditorium structure; relocation of modular buildings
and a multipurpose fabric structure; development of two mini-plazas; establishment of an upper
plateau campus area within the existing church footprint; the addition of outdoor lighting and
landscaping; and the addition of a new parking lot. Phase 2 would include the remodeling and
expansion of the existing auditorium with two new wings to provide additional seating and backof-house areas; four new modular buildings; parking lot improvements, and addition of a
monument sign, landscaping, outdoor lighting, and a pedestrian pathway. A more detailed project
description is provided below in Section 3.0.
1.2

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Based on the environmental checklist form prepared for the Project (included in Section 4.0,
Environmental Checklist) and supporting environmental analysis (provided in Section 5.0,
Environmental Evaluation), the Project would have no impact or a less than significant impact on
the environmental impact areas listed below.


Aesthetics;



Mineral Resources;



Agriculture and Forest Resources;



Noise;



Air Quality;



Population and Housing;



Energy;



Public Services;



Greenhouse Gas Emissions;



Recreation;



Hazards and Hazardous Materials;



Transportation;



Hydrology and Water Quality;



Utilities and Service Systems; and



Land Use and Planning;



Wildfire
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The Project has the potential to have significant impacts to the environmental impact areas listed
below:


Biological Resources;



Geology and Soils; and



Cultural Resources;



Tribal Cultural Resources

However, this IS identifies recommended mitigation measures that would reduce identified
potential impacts, to less than significant, when incorporated into the Project.
According to the State CEQA Guidelines, it is appropriate to prepare an MND for the Project
because implementation of the recommended mitigation measures would eliminate or reduce
potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project to a less than significant level.
1.3

PUBLIC REVIEW

The public review period for the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) in
accordance with Section 15073(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines is March 24, 2022 to April 25,
2022. The City has mailed the Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt a MND for the Project by mail to
property owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius of the Project site pursuant to Anaheim
Municipal Code Section 18.60.100 (Notice of Public Hearing). This noticing is in accordance with
Section 15072 (a) and (b) of the CEQA Guidelines. The IS/MND is available for public review on
the City of Anaheim website (www.anaheim.net); the Anaheim Planning and Building Department
(200 South Anaheim Boulevard); the Anaheim Central Library (500 West Broadway) and the East
Anaheim Branch Library (8201 E. Santa Ana Canyon Road). In reviewing the IS/MND, the
reviewer should focus on the sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing the potential
impacts of the Project on the environment and the ways in which the potentially significant effects
are avoided or mitigated. Comments on the analysis contained herein may be sent to:
Mr. Andy T. Uk, Associate Planner
City of Anaheim Planning Services Division
200 South Anaheim Boulevard
Anaheim, California 92805
Email: auk@anaheim.net
Following receipt and evaluation of comments from agencies, organizations and/or individuals,
the City will determine whether these comments have raised any substantial new environmental
issues. If not, or if the new issues do not provide substantial evidence that the Project will have a
significant effect on the environment, the Planning Commission and City Council will consider the
approval of the Project and environmental documentation.
1.4

REPORT ORGANIZATION

This document has the following sections:


Section 1 – Introduction. This section includes a discussion of the purpose of this IS, as
well as a summary of findings, and a discussion of the public review process.



Section 2 – Project Location, Background, and Environmental Setting. This section
provides an overview of the Project location, as well as a description of existing on-site
and surrounding land uses.



Section 3 – Project Description. This section identifies key characteristics of the Project
and includes a list of anticipated discretionary actions.
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Section 4 – Environmental Checklist. The completed City of Anaheim Environmental
Checklist Form provides an overview of the potential impacts that may or may not result
from the Project.



Section 5 – Environmental Evaluation. This section contains an analysis of
environmental impacts identified in the environmental checklist. As necessary, mitigation
measures (MMs) have been included following the environmental analysis for each
resource topic.



Section 6 – Report Preparers. This section identifies those individuals responsible for
preparing the IS/MND.



Section 7 – References. This section identifies resources used to prepare this document.
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SECTION 2.0 PROJECT LOCATION, BACKGROUND,
AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
2.1

PROJECT LOCATION

The Project site encompasses approximately 14.79 acres and is located at 8712 East Santa Ana
Canyon Road, approximately 1.1 miles east of Weir Canyon Road, and approximately 0.71-mile
west of Gypsum Canyon Road in the City of Anaheim in Orange County. The Project site consists
of a portion of Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 354-321-01, as well as all of APNs 514-101-28
and 514-091-25. The Project would also construct off-site improvements consisting of a storm
drain pipe and two underground stormwater infiltration chambers within a portion of APN 354321-03, which is downslope and adjacent to the Project site. The Project site is depicted in a
vicinity map, which is provided as Exhibit 1.
2.2

EXISTING PROJECT SITE CONDITIONS

Kindred Community Church is currently located on the Project site. The General Plan designates
the Project site for Open Space land use. The majority of the property is located within the
Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) Zone; however, a small portion (approximately two
acres) is located within The Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan (SP88-2) Zone, and 3.61 acres
within the “T” Transition zone. The entire property is within the Scenic Corridor (SC) Overlay Zone.
SP88-1 designates this site as a “garden church” facility; however, SP88-1 does not include
detailed standards or procedures for the development of a church within any development area
in the specific plan. The specific plan does state that a church within this portion of the specific
plan would be subject to a separate entitlement process, which was satisfied through the approval
of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). The City originally approved the church in 1988 as a semienclosed “garden church” by CUP 3032. In 1998, the City subsequently approved the existing
church by CUP 4033. This CUP permitted a 29,503-square foot church with accessory day care
center, fellowship hall, and multi-purpose building in conjunction with existing modular buildings.
The City subsequently amended the CUP in 1998 to add a parsonage home, in 2004 to allow
additional 5,611 square feet to the fellowship hall, and in 2008 to add three modular units for
Sunday school classrooms.
The existing church facilities include a 29,503-square foot worship center, a day care center, a
fellowship hall, a multi-purpose building, modular buildings, four parking lots containing a total of
376 parking spaces1, a welcome tent, an amphitheater/outdoor chapel, an artificial lake, a
mechanical building, a modular residence with garage, a garage/maintenance building, and
outdoor lighting. A County fire road is located in the northeastern portion of the Project site. There
are two easements for a storm drain and a water main, which run parallel through the southern
portion of the Project site. The northwestern portion of the Project site is undeveloped with the
exception of a dirt road that leads to a cross at the top of the hill. The aerial photograph provided
as Exhibit 2 depicts the Project site and its immediate surroundings. Photographs of existing
conditions within the Project site are depicted in existing site photographs provided in Exhibit 3.

1

An additional 143 parking spaces are located off-site to the northeast within APN 354-321-03, for a total of 519
parking spaces.
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2.3

SURROUNDING LAND USES

The General Plan designates the properties located adjacent to the Project site for Open Space
and Low Density Residential land use. The properties include the following existing land uses:


East Santa Ana Canyon Road and State Route (SR) 91 to the north;



A vacant, previously developed parcel (APN 354-321-03) to the northeast;



Two open space parcels with stormwater brow ditches upslope to the south;



Undeveloped land (APN 514-012-18) to the east;



Undeveloped land (APN 354-251-02) to the west; and



Single-Family Residential to the southwest
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SECTION 3.0
3.1

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS

The Project consists of two phases to expand the existing Kindred Community Church. The
Project’s proposed total additional square footage is 9,839 square feet with an increase of 180
seats in seating capacity within the auditorium. An overall site plan showing both phases of
development is provided as Exhibit 4.
3.1.1

PHASE 1

Phase 1 of the Project includes the relocation of modular structures, demolition of portions of the
auditorium building, relocation of an existing fabric tent, the establishment of a centralized campus
at the top of the Project site, and the addition of a new parking lot, as further described below and
as depicted in Exhibit 5, Proposed Site Plan for Upper Plaza with Implementation of Phase 1.
Relocation of Modular Structures
The Project would relocate three existing modular structures to a consolidated location adjacent
to the auditorium building, in a campus separated from vehicular traffic. Interior tenant
improvements would also be completed for these three modular structures consisting of fire
sprinklers, finishes, and lighting. Structures that would be relocated are identified in Exhibit 6,
Demolition Plan for Upper Plaza.
Demolition of Portions of the Auditorium Building
The Project would demolish two wings of the auditorium building totaling approximately 911
square feet to prepare for Phase 2 additions. This portion of the Project would also include the
demolition of one small modular structure, located east of the existing fabric tent and auditorium
building. These modifications are depicted in Exhibit 7, Demolition Plan for Auditorium.
Relocation of Existing Fabric Tent
The Project would relocate an existing 22-foot tall, 4,512-square foot multi-purpose fabric
structure used as a fellowship hall to the northeast portion of the site. Structures that would be
relocated are identified in Exhibit 6, Demolition Plan for Upper Plaza.
Establishment of an Upper Plateau Campus
The Project would create a campus area within the upper plateau of the Project site. This would
include development of two “mini-plazas” in the upper plateau area that the church would use as
fellowship areas for children and adult ministry activities. The Project would also update this
portion of the Project site to include a new “front porch” trellis structure that would encourage
fellowship at the front edge of the plateau looking out over the Project site. The trellis structure
would be 14-foot 6-inches high, and constructed of a 6-inch steel tube frame with a rust-colored
powder coat finish. The Project would install decorative, semi-enclosed lattice screening
structures up to 17 feet in height around the relocated fabric structure as well as around one of
the “mini-plazas” to screen and define the various use areas. In addition, the Project would add a
seating area around an existing tree located in a central location of the upper plateau area. The
Project would also include modifications to the existing driveway leading to the on-site residence;
and demolition and replacement of a trash enclosure. Materials and finishes for the “mini-plazas”
and trellis structure are depicted in Exhibit 8, Upper Plaza Materials and Finishes.
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Retaining Wall
The Project would include construction of a two-foot retaining wall on a portion of the southern
edge of the Project site that would range from 1.5 feet to 4 feet in height. West of the sanctuary,
an Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) ramp with retaining walls would be constructed. A new
3.5-foot to 4-foot block retaining wall would be constructed in the parking lot located west of
auditorium. New retaining walls are shown in Exhibit 9a, Sheet Index Plan from Grading Plan and
Exhibit 9b, Section Details and Notes from Grading Plan.
Phase 1 Parking Area Improvements
During Phase 1, Parking Lot Number 1 (see Exhibit 2, Aerial Photograph) would be partially repaved and re-striped and a new fire hydrant would be added. Parking Lot Number 2 would be
expanded, re-paved and re-striped. An existing backflow preventer and fire hydrant would be
relocated within Parking Lot Number 2, the existing trash enclosure would be removed, and a
new trash enclosure would be constructed. The existing lower pond and associated landscaping
would be replaced by a temporary, permeable turf parking lot, which would be referred to as
Parking Lot Number 3. New sections would be added to an existing concrete walkway that
connects the proposed Parking Lot Number 3 and the upper plateau area. The temporary
permeable parking lot (e.g., Parking Lot Number 3) would be paved and striped in Phase 2, as
detailed below.
Tree Removals
There are approximately 83 trees within the Project site, most of which would be protected in
place and retained as part of the Project. A total of 29 trees would be removed, consisting of a
variety of ornamental species, with the exception of one Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia). The
Project would include the planting of 88 new trees over phases 1 and 2.
Lighting
The Project would replace existing pole mounted light fixtures within the Project site with modern,
downcast fixture heads. The Project would also add pole-mounted lights with new light fixture
heads in parking lots and other circulation areas. The Project would install bollard pathway lights
throughout the Project site, post-mounted accent lights at the circular screen and tree seating
areas, and trellis-mounted micro-profile lighting fixtures to the new trellis structure.
3.1.2

PHASE 2

Phase 2 of the Project would construct a remodeled auditorium with two new wings providing
additional seating and back-of-house areas; four new modular buildings; a remodeled parking lot;
and, addition of a monument sign, landscaping, and a pedestrian pathway, as further described
below and as depicted in Exhibit 10, Proposed Site Plan for Upper Plaza with Implementation of
Phase 2, and Exhibit 11, Proposed Site Plan for Lower Portion of Site with Implementation of
Phase 2.
Additional Modular Structures
The Project would install an additional four modular structures totaling 5,594 square feet that
would be located east and northeast of the fabric tent and auditorium. The proposed structures
would include installation of fire sprinklers and additional ADA requirements where applicable,
such as modified and new ramps and/or stairs to access elevated modular structures; general
accessibility to interiors including door push/pull clearances; clear floor space and reach range
R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx
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requirements; new and modified restrooms; and new tactile signage. Additional modular
structures are depicted in Exhibit 10, Proposed Site Plan for Upper Plaza with Implementation of
Phase 2.
Remodel of Existing Auditorium
The Project would remodel the existing auditorium building to include two new wings totaling
2,146 square feet for additional seating, as well as a back-of-house area behind the stage as
depicted in Exhibit 12, Auditorium Renovation Plan. The auditorium additions would consist of
metal building additions with clerestory windows, metal panel roofing, and parapet walls up to 25
feet high to screen rooftop equipment. The back-of-house addition of 2,099 square feet would
consist of a hallway, prayer room, green room, restroom, information technology room, and a
storage room with a roll-up access door. Remodeling of the auditorium would also include the
addition of an entry foyer with new entry doors, removal of internal partition walls, relocation of
exterior doors, modifications to exterior walls and a storefront, relocation of an audiovisual control
booth, and replacement of the auditorium’s platform. The back-of-house addition would include
an exterior wall-mounted trellis with vines. The exterior materials would include corrugated metal
panels in galvanized finish, fluted metal panels in grey finish, and new clerestory windows with
dark bronze anodized framing and tinted glazing. The Project would repaint the exterior of the
existing auditorium building in white and grey-blue tones. Elevations depicting the Auditorium
exterior are provided as Exhibit 13. Exterior materials and finishes proposed for the Auditorium
are shown in Exhibit 14.
Phase 2 Parking Area Improvements
During Phase 2, the Project would fully pave, stripe, and landscape Parking Lot Number 3, which
the Project would construct during Phase 1. The Project would also re-stripe and install curbed
planters in Parking Lot Number 4 during this phase. Internal circulation and parking improvements
are depicted in Exhibit 15.
Circulation Improvements
Internal roadways, curbs, and gutters within the Project site would be realigned to account for the
revised design of the church campus. The Project would modify the existing one-way loop road
within the Project site to allow for incoming and outgoing traffic on the eastern internal roadway,
while maintaining traffic movement along the western internal roadway similar to the existing
conditions.
Entry Monument Signage, Hardscape and Landscaping
Enhancements to the Project site’s entrance along East Santa Ana Canyon Road would include
removal of the existing monument sign and curbed island that are located within the City right-ofway. These enhancements would replace the existing monument sign with a new monument
sign2, located outside of the City right-of-way. The enhancements would also include the
installation of landscaping around the entry monument sign. The landscaping near the entry
monument would include new tree species such as Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia)
Engelmann oak (Quercus englemanii). California Black Walnut (Juglans californica), and Western
Sycamore (Platanus racemose), as well as drought-adapted shrub and grass species.
Additional trees and other landscaping is proposed across the Project site including within the
site’s Upper Plaza and parking lots. Overall, the Project would plant approximately 88 new trees
2

All signage modifications would be submitted under a separate permit.
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DESCRIPTION:
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LOT 1
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PROPOSED VEHICLE CIRCULATION PATH OF TRAVEL
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across the Project site during phases 1 and 2. Also, new concrete paving, decomposed granite,
and permeable unit pavers would be installed as part of the creation of an Upper Plaza portion of
the Project site. Landscaping and hardscape improvements are depicted in Exhibits 16a, 16b,
and 16c.
Stormwater
In the existing condition, the majority of the Project site drains to existing grate inlets that are
connected to an existing City storm drain that traverses the Project site, which was constructed
to serve the adjacent residential development to the south. The Project would redirect stormwater
flows from throughout the Project site to a new 18-inch reinforced concrete pipe (RCP). The RCP
would collect and convey flows downslope to an underground infiltration system, which would
consist of two underground stormwater infiltration chambers within a portion of APN 354-321-03.
In the event of stormwater exceeding the design capture volume for the underground infiltration
chamber, excess water would be rerouted to the existing City storm drain through an 18-inch RCP
overflow pipe. Prior to flowing into the 18-inch RCP, at least 50 percent of stormwater would be
pre-treated for sediment, debris, and hydrocarbons using Filterra stormwater biofiltration units.
Catch basins would be installed with FloGard filters to capture trash and debris. These
improvements are depicted in Exhibit 17, Water Quality Best Management Practices and
described in more detail in the Project’s Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan (PWQMP)
(Anacal Engineering 2021).
Utility Relocations
To accommodate the revised church campus layout, the Project includes a variety of utility
relocations within the Project site, including the relocation of a water vault box, relocation of
potable water main line, relocation of an existing fire hydrant, installation of a new fire hydrant,
and relocation of an existing fire water vault box with backflow prevention device.
Grading
The Project would require grading work, which would result in approximately 300 cubic yards of
cut and 2,900 cubic yards of fill. The Project would require the import of 2,600 cubic yards of fill
from off-site. Proposed fill activities would primarily be required to fill the existing artificial lake on
the Project site for the development of Parking Lot Number 3 at the same location. Grading would
largely maintain existing grades with maximum depth of cuts of approximately one foot in depth
and maximum depth of fill up to three feet in depth. Project grading is depicted in Exhibits 9a,
Sheet Index Plan from Grading Plan and 9b, Section Details and Notes from Grading Plan.
Construction Details
The Applicant anticipates that construction of the Project would last approximately ten months
and would begin in 2022 and end in 2023, as outlined in Table 1, below.
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CATCH BASIN DETAIL

Source: Anacal Engineering, 2021
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TABLE 1
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
Phase

Project Activity
Construction Begins

Duration or Timing
Summer 2022

Relocation of Modular Structures
and Fabric Tent, Demolition of
Portions of the Auditorium

10 weeks

Establishment of Upper Plateau
Campus, Installation of Retaining
Wall, and Development of
Temporary Permeable Parking Lot

6 weeks

Install Additional Modular Structures,
Remodel Auditorium

20 weeks

Paving, Striping, and Landscaping of
Parking Lots

2 weeks

Architectural Coatings to New
Structures

2 weeks

Phase 1

Phase 2

Project Completed

Spring 2023

Source: Elements Architecture 2021.

3.1.3

DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

The following discretionary actions would be required:


Amendment to a previously approved Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for a Community
and Religious Facility (Kindred Church) (CUP 4033E).
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SECTION 4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

CITY OF ANAHEIM
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
Form Revision Date: 1/16/2019

PROJECT AND CASE NUMBERS:
CUP4033E

DEV2020-00016, CEQA2021-00009,

SITE ADDRESS:
8712 East Santa Ana Canyon Road, Anaheim, California 92808

PROJECT NAME:
Kindred Church Expansion Project

LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS:
City of Anaheim, 200 S Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 162, Anaheim, California 92805

CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER:
Mr. Andy T. Uk, Associate Planner
City of Anaheim Planning Services Division
200 South Anaheim Boulevard
Anaheim, California 92805
Phone: 714-765-5238
Email: auk@anaheim.net

PROJECT LOCATION:
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PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS:
Kindred Community Church
8712 E. Santa Ana Canyon Road
Anaheim, California 92808
Contact: Doug McAllister
Email: dmcallister@kindredchurch.org

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
Open Space (OS)

ZONING:
Zoning Classification
Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) Zone for APN 354-321-01; and
The Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan (SP88-2) Zone for APN 514-091-25 and 514-10128.
Overlay Zones
Planned Community (PC) Overlay Zone
Scenic Corridor (SC) Overlay Zone

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
The Project consists of two phases to expand the existing Kindred Community Church. The
Project’s proposed total additional square footage is 9,839 square feet with an increase of 180
seats in seating capacity within the auditorium.

PROJECT SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES:
The Project site encompasses approximately 14.79 acres and is located at 8712 East Santa Ana
Canyon Road in the City of Anaheim in Orange County. Kindred Community Church is currently
located on the Project site. The existing church facilities include a 29,503-square foot worship
center, a day care center, a fellowship hall, a multi-purpose building, modular buildings, four
parking lots containing a total of 376 parking spaces3, a welcome tent, an amphitheater/outdoor
chapel, an artificial lake, a mechanical building, a modular residence with garage, a
garage/maintenance building, and outdoor lighting. The General Plan designates the properties
located adjacent to the Project site for Open Space land use. Existing land uses adjacent to the
site include East Santa Ana Canyon Road and State Route (SR) 91 to the north; a vacant and
previously developed parcel to the northeast; two open space parcels with stormwater brow
ditches upslope of the Project site to the south; undeveloped land to the east; and undeveloped
land to the west.

OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED:
Not Applicable

3

An additional 143 parking spaces are located off-site to the northeast within APN 354-321-03, for a total of 519
parking spaces.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

4-2

Environmental Checklist

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

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
Agricultural & Forestry Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy
Geology/Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Land Use/Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population/Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Transportation
Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities/Service Systems
Wildfire

DETERMINATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that although the 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 Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the 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 Project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the Project, nothing further is required.
____________________________________
Signature of City of Anaheim Representative

March 22, 2022
_________________
Date

Andy Uk, Associate Planner
____________________________________
Printed Name/Title

714-765-5238
_________________
Phone No.
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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 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)

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 would
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
CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration (Section 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
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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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) 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?









Environmental Issues

I. AESTHETICS. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section
21099, would the project:

II. AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES -- In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and
forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would
the project:
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 section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

































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

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









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 Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?









b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California 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?









a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource pursuant to in §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines and/or
identified on the Qualified Historic Structures list of the Anaheim Colony
Historic District Preservation Plan (April 15, 2010)?









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









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









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?









Environmental Issues

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

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









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 Section 1803.5.3 of the
California Building Code (2010), 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 geologic feature?









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?









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









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









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









Environmental Issues

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project:

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would the project:
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?









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?









g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?









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









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









(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?









(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite;









(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or









(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?









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









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









a) Physically divide an established community?









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









Environmental Issues

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the project:
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a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?









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









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









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









c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport
land use plan (Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center or Fullerton
Municipal Airport), would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?









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?









Environmental Issues

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

XIII. NOISE -- Would the project result in:

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES -- Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection?









Police protection?









Schools?









Parks?









Other public facilities?









a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?









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









XVI. RECREATION --
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a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?









b)Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?









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









d) Result in inadequate emergency access?









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), or









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 criterial set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section §5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.









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









b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years (including large-scale developments as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 21151.9 and described in Question No.
20 of the Environmental Information Form)?









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









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









Environmental Issues

XVII. TRANSPORTATION -- Would the project:

XVIII. 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:

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -- Would the project:
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f) Result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations
related to electricity?









g) Result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations
related to natural gas?









h) Result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations
related to telephone service?









i) Result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations
related to television service/reception?









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 a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?









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









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?









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?









XX. WILDFIRE -- If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project:

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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Fish and Wildlife Determination
Per Section 21089(b) of the Public Resources Code, all project applicants and public agencies
subject to CEQA shall pay a Fish and Wildlife filing fee for each Project that would adversely affect
wildlife resources.*
Based on the responses contained in this Environmental Checklist, there is no evidence that the
project has a potential for a change that would adversely affect wildlife resources or the habitat
upon which the wildlife depends. Has the presumption of adverse effect set forth in 14 CCR
753.5(d) been rebutted by substantial evidence?
___

Yes (Certificate of Fee Exemption and County Administrative fee required)

_X_

No (Pay fee)

*Note: California Fish and Wildlife Code Section 711.4(c)(2)(A) states that projects that are
Categorically Exempt from CEQA are also exempt from filing fee.
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SECTION 5.0
I.

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

AESTHETICS

Question A: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
No Impact. The Project is located on a site that has been previously developed with a community
church. The church is developed on graded pads that were integrated into a hillside as a series
of terraces, which trend downslope to the north towards East Santa Ana Canyon Road. Areas to
the north of the Project site include East Santa Ana Canyon Road and State Route (SR) 91. The
existing uses to the south, east, and west of the Project site are undeveloped.
According to the Green Element of the City’s General Plan (Anaheim 2020a) the contours of the
Hill and Canyon Area of the City, as well as the Santa Ana Mountains are visible scenic vistas.
Other scenic amenities such as golf courses and the Santa Ana River also provide visual relief
and are important visual amenities and landmarks. The Project site is located in the Hill and
Canyon Area of the City, however the Project would not impede any public views of the Santa
Ana Mountains, Santa Ana River, golf courses, or other visual resources. The Project would occur
on a previously graded site and does not require major grading. Also, the Project does not include
construction or modification of structures at or near the top of any ridgelines or hilltops that could
affect views of these vistas. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on a scenic vista, and
no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project 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?
Less Than Significant Impact. According to the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) and the City of Anaheim General Plan, a 4.5-mile segment of SR-91 is an officially
designated State Scenic Highway from SR-55 to west of the Weir Canyon Road interchange,
approximately 2.25 miles to the west of the Project site. This designation is enforced through the
Scenic Corridor (SC) Overlay Zone contained in the Anaheim Municipal Code Chapter 18.18. SR91 runs along the banks of the Santa Ana River. Views include mountain ridgelines, canyons,
rolling hills, intermittent riparian and chaparral vegetation, and residential and commercial
development. Also, the stretch of SR-91 east of Weir Canyon, near the Project site, is an eligible
State Scenic Highway, but it is not officially designated as a Scenic Highway (Anaheim 2020a,
Caltrans 2021).
The Project site is located within the City’s SC Overlay Zone, which is defined as the area of the
City located east of the intersection of the SR-55 and SR-91 Freeways; west of the Orange County
line; south of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad right-of-way; and north of the present
or any future south city limits of the City of Anaheim (Anaheim 2021a). The SC Overlay Zone was
established to provide for and promote orderly growth in an area of the City considered to have
distinctive, scenic importance. Section 18.18.040 of the City’s Municipal Code contains policies
and procedures for tree preservation within the SC Overlay Zone, as well as policies pertaining
to the removal of trees in this zone.
The Project requires the removal of 29 trees within the Project site; however, no rock
outcroppings, or historic buildings, or other significant scenic resources would be removed as part
of the Project. Given the Project consists of the redevelopment of an existing campus, the Project
would retain much of the existing vegetation on the Project site, which would avoid potential visual
impacts to views from areas within the scenic corridor. Trees removed would be replaced with
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other vegetation throughout the Project site as shown in the Project’s landscaping plan provided
as Exhibits 16a, 16b, and 16c, which would include species such as Coast Live Oak, Engelmann
oak, California Black Walnut, and Western Sycamore, which would minimize visual impacts. The
net number of trees and landscaped area would increase with the Project when compared to
existing conditions, including enhanced landscaping at the Project site entrance, which would
improve views from SR-91 and East Santa Ana Canyon Road. Overall, 29 trees would be
removed and 88 new trees would be planted within the Project site.
Given that the current property owner (e.g., the Project Applicant) originally planted all trees within
the Project site that would be removed, the removal of these trees is exempt from the
requirements for a Specimen Tree Removal Permit, pursuant to the conditions contained in
Section 18.18.040 of the City’s Municipal Code.
As described above, the Project would require vegetation removal within the City’s SC Overlay
Zone on a Project site that is visible from an eligible state scenic highway. As discussed in more
detail above, views of the Project site would be minimally affected by the tree removal and other
improvements proposed as part of the Project. Furthermore, the Project would be developed
consistent with the Municipal Code policies related to the SC Overlay Zone and underlying SP881 and SP88-2 zoning classifications for the Project site. Therefore, less than significant impacts
would result from the Project related to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Question C: In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an urbanized area, as defined by
Section 21071 of the CEQA Statute; therefore, the analysis for this threshold focuses on whether
the Project would conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.
The majority of the property is located within the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) Zone;
however, a small portion (approximately two acres) is located within The Summit of Anaheim Hills
Specific Plan (SP88-2) Zone.
The Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) identifies the Project site as a future church with
an underlying Open Space land use; however, SP88-1 does not include any detailed standards
or procedures for the development of the church. SP88-1 includes a brief discussion that an 11acre church is planned in the northeast portion of the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan area. SP881 notes that the details of the proposed church would be addressed in a subsequent application
(Anaheim 1988a). SP88-1 states that the standards of the Open Space Zone in Chapter
18.14 (Public and Special Purpose Zones) of the City’s Municipal Code shall apply for the areas
shown as open space on the Sycamore Canyon Development Plan Map, such as the Project site.
Pursuant to Chapter 18.14 of the City’s Municipal Code, the existing church and proposed
expansion of the church under the Project would be conditionally permitted uses.
In addition to the City-wide sign requirements codified in Chapter 18.44 of the City’s Municipal
Code, SP88-1 also includes requirements for signage in the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan in
Section 18.102.150 of the Municipal Code. These requirements have been incorporated into the
relocated monument signage, which will be reviewed and approved by the City as part of a future
and separate discretionary action.
The Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan (SP88-2) similarly identifies the Project site as a future
church with an underlying Open Space land use in mapping but does not include any detailed
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standards or procedures for the development of the church (Anaheim 1988b). As outlined in the
Open Space Standards for the Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan, which are codified in
Section 18.104.080 of the City’s Municipal Code, the existing church and proposed expansion of
the church under the Project are conditionally permitted uses. SP88-2 includes additional
requirements for signage; however, none of the Project signage would occur within any parcels
zoned as SP88-2, so these policies are not applicable.
The City originally approved a CUP for the church in 1988 as a semi-enclosed “garden church”
by CUP 3032. In 1998, the City subsequently approved the existing church by CUP 4033. This
CUP permitted a 29,503-square foot church with accessory day care center, fellowship hall, and
multi-purpose building in conjunction with existing modular buildings. The City subsequently
amended the CUP in 1998 to add a parsonage home; in 2004 to allow 5,611 addition to the
fellowship hall; and, in 2008 to add three modular units for Sunday school classrooms.
As described above under threshold I(B), the entire property is within the SC Overlay Zone, and
the Project has been designed to be consistent with the requirements for this zone.
As part of the City’s design review process and amendment to the CUP for the Project site, the
Project has been reviewed by the City to ensure compliance with applicable regulations related
to scenic quality, including maximum building heights, signage, and tree removal. Given that the
Project would not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality,
the Project would result in less than significant impacts related to this threshold, and no mitigation
is required.
Question D: Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an area that is subject to nighttime
lighting from existing church uses on the Project site; street lights along East Santa Ana Canyon;
Road; lighting from passing vehicles along East Santa Ana Canyon Road and SR-91; and lighting
from residential uses located south of the Project site.
New lighting would be added to the exterior of the auditorium, including wall sconces along walls
and at the building entrances. Also, pole-mounted lighting would be provided near parking lots
and bollard lighting would be provided along pedestrian paths within the Project site. The circular
screen and tree seating area within the upper campus would be lit with new accent lighting and
the relocated fabric tent would be retrofitted to include micro-profile light fixtures. These additional
sources of light would occur within a Project site that is already subject to nighttime lighting, and
this lighting would be downcast and would not leave the property.
Installation of lighting for the Project would not be a substantial increase in lighting in the area and
would not adversely affect nighttime views. Impacts would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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II.

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST LAND RESOURCES

Question A: Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
Question B: Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
Question C: Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined in Public Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?
Question D: Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?
Question E: Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
No Impact. According to mapping prepared by the California Department of Conservation (DOC
2021a), the Project site is designated as “Urban and Built Up Land”, and does not contain any
land designated as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland or
Farmland of Local Importance. Also, it is not zoned for agricultural use and there are no
Williamson Act contracts applicable to the Project site (Anaheim 2020a).
The Project site is not defined as forest land according to Section 12220(g) of the California Public
Resources Code, which defines forest land as “land that can support 10 percent native tree cover
of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, and that allows for management
of one or more forest resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water
quality, recreation, and other public benefits”, nor is it zoned for Timberland Production as defined
by Section 51104(g) of the California Government Code.
No impacts related to agricultural and forest land resources would occur, and no mitigation is
required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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III.

AIR QUALITY

Air Quality Background Information and Regulatory Conditions
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) defines seven “criteria” air pollutants, as
described below. These pollutants are called criteria pollutants because the USEPA has
established National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for the concentrations of these
pollutants (USEPA 2021a). The California Air Resources Board (CARB) has also established
standards for the criteria pollutants, known as California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS),
and the State standards are generally more restrictive than the NAAQS.


Ozone (O3) is a nearly colorless gas that is formed by photochemical reaction of nitrogen
dioxide and volatile organic compounds with sunlight. Ground-level O3 exposure can
cause a variety of health problems, including lung irritation, wheezing, coughing, pain
when taking a deep breath, and breathing difficulties during exercise or outdoor activities;
permanent lung damage; aggravated asthma; and increased susceptibility to respiratory
illnesses.



Carbon monoxide (CO) is a colorless and odorless toxic gas which, in the urban
environment, is associated primarily with the incomplete combustion of fossil fuels in motor
vehicles. CO combines with hemoglobin in the bloodstream and reduces the amount of
oxygen that can be circulated through the body. High CO concentrations can lead to
headaches, aggravation of cardiovascular disease, and impairment of central nervous
system functions.



Nitrogen oxides (NOx) are yellowish-brown gases, which at high levels can cause
breathing difficulties. NOx are formed when nitric oxide (a pollutant from internal
combustion processes) combines with oxygen.



Sulfur dioxide (SO2) is a colorless, pungent gas formed primarily by the combustion of
sulfur-containing fossil fuels. Health effects include acute respiratory symptoms and
difficulty in breathing for children.



Respirable Particulate Matter 10 (PM10) and Fine Particulate Matter 2.5 (PM2.5) refer to
particulate matter equal to or less than ten microns and two and one-half microns in
diameter, respectively. Particulates of this size cause a greater health risk than largersized particles since fine particles can more easily cause irritation. Particulate matter
includes both aerosols and solid particles. An example of particulate matter is fugitive dust.
Short-term exposure to high PM2.5 levels is associated with premature mortality and
increased hospital admissions and emergency room visits. Long-term exposure to high
PM2.5 levels is associated with premature mortality and development of chronic respiratory
disease. Short-term exposure to high PM10 levels is associated with hospital admissions
for cardiopulmonary diseases, increased respiratory symptoms, and possible premature
mortality.



Lead is a metal found naturally in the environment and in manufactured products. The
major sources of lead emissions have historically been mobile and industrial sources.
Lead is a stable compound that persists and accumulates both in the environment and in
animals. In humans, it affects the body’s blood-forming, nervous, and renal systems. In
addition, lead has been shown to affect the normal functions of the reproductive,
endocrine, hepatic, cardiovascular, immunological and gastrointestinal systems, although
there is significant individual variability in response to lead exposure.
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The NAAQS and CAAQS are shown in Table 2 below.
TABLE 2
CALIFORNIA AND FEDERAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

Pollutant

Averaging Time
1 Hour

O3

PM10

–

8 Hour

0.070 ppm (137 µg/m3)

Same as Primary

24 Hour

50 µg/m3

150 µg/m3

Same as Primary

–

Same as Primary

35 µg/m3

Same as Primary

AAM
8 Hour

20

µg/m3
–

12

µg/m3

12.0

20 ppm (23

mg/m3)

9.0 ppm (10

mg/m3)

µg/m3

–

mg/m3)

–

35 ppm (40
9 ppm (10

15.0 µg/m3

mg/m3)

8 Hour
(Lake Tahoe)

6 ppm (7 mg/m3)

–

–

AAM

0.030 ppm (57 µg/m3)

0.053 ppm (100 µg/m3)

Same as Primary

1 Hour

0.18 ppm (339 µg/m3)

0.100 ppm (188 µg/m3)

–

24 Hour

µg/m3)

NO2

SO2

0.04 ppm (105

–

–

3 Hour

–

–

0.5 ppm
(1,300 µg/m3)

1 Hour

0.25 ppm (655 µg/m3)

0.075 ppm (196 µg/m3)

–

–

–

30-day Avg.
Lead

Secondaryb

µg/m3)

–

1 Hour
CO

Primarya

0.070 ppm (137
µg/m3)

AAM

0.09 ppm (180

24 Hour

PM2.5

Federal Standards

California
Standards

1.5

µg/m3

Calendar Quarter

–

1.5 µg/m3

Rolling 3-month Avg.

–

0.15 µg/m3

8 Hour

Extinction coefficient
of 0.23 per km –
visibility ≥ 10 miles
(0.07 per km – ≥30
miles for Lake Tahoe)

Visibility
Reducing
Particles

25

µg/m3

Sulfates

24 Hour

Hydrogen
Sulfide

1 Hour

0.03 ppm (42 µg/m3)

Vinyl
Chloride

24 Hour

0.01 ppm (26 µg/m3)

Same as Primary

No
Federal
Standards

O3: ozone; ppm: parts per million; µg/m3: micrograms per cubic meter; PM10: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in
diameter; AAM: Annual Arithmetic Mean; –: No Standard; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; CO: carbon
monoxide; mg/m3: milligrams per cubic meter; NO2: nitrogen dioxide; SO2: sulfur dioxide; km: kilometer.
a

b

National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, within an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public
health.
National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known or anticipated
adverse effects of a pollutant.

Note: More detailed information in the data presented in this table can be found at the CARB website (www.arb.ca.gov).
Source: CARB 2016
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CARB, a part of the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), is responsible for
coordinating and administering both the federal and State air pollution control programs in
California. In this capacity, CARB conducts research, sets the CAAQS (as shown in Table 2),
compiles emission inventories, develops suggested control measures, oversees local programs,
and prepares the State Implementation Plan (SIP). For regions that do not attain the CAAQS,
CARB requires the air districts to prepare plans for attaining the standards. These plans are then
integrated into the SIP. CARB establishes emissions standards for (1) motor vehicles sold in
California, (2) consumer products (e.g., hair spray, aerosol paints, barbecue lighter fluid), and (3)
various types of commercial equipment. It also sets fuel specifications to further reduce vehicular
emissions.
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the agency principally
responsible for comprehensive air pollution control in the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB), which
includes: Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San
Bernardino Counties. The SCAQMD develops rules and regulations, establishes permitting
requirements for stationary sources, inspects emissions sources, and enforces such measures
through educational programs or fines, when necessary. The SCAQMD is directly responsible for
reducing emissions from stationary (area and point), mobile, and indirect sources. It has
responded to this requirement by preparing a sequence of Air Quality Management Plans
(AQMPs), which are included in the California SIP.
Existing Air Quality Conditions
The nearest air quality monitoring to the Project site is the Anaheim-Pampas Lane Monitoring
Station located approximately 12.5 miles west of the Project site. Pollutants measured at this
monitoring station include O3, PM10, PM2.5, NO2, CO. Monitoring data from the years 2017–2019
are shown in Table 3. Federal and State air quality standards are presented with the number of
times those standards were exceeded.
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TABLE 3
AIR QUALITY MONITORING DATA FROM
THE ANAHEIM-PAMPAS LANE MONITORING STATION

Pollutant
O3
(1 hour)
O3
(8 hour)

0.09

0

NA

0.112

1

NA

0.09 ppm

None

0.070 ppm

PM10 (AAM)

20 µg/m3

3

0.18 ppm

0.030 ppb

CO
(1 hour)

20.0 ppm

CO
(8 hour)

9.0 ppm

PM2.5
(24 Hour)
PM2.5
(AAM)

2017
2018

Year

50 µg/m

NO2
(AAM)

National
Standard
Days Exceededb, c

National
Standard

PM10
(24 hour)

NO2
(1 Hour)

Max. Levela

State
Standard
Days Exceededb

California
Standard

None

12

µg/m3

0.070 ppm

150

µg/m3

None

0.100 ppm

0.053 ppb

35.0 ppm

9.0 ppm

35 µg/m3

15

µg/m3

2019

0.096

1

NA

2017

0.076

4

4

2018

0.071

1

1

2019

0.082

1

1

2017

128

17 (5%)

0

2018

129

13 (4%)

0

2019

127

13 (4%)

0

2017

26.3

NA

NA

2018

27.2

NA

NA

2019

21.9

NA

NA

2017

0.0812

0

0

2018

0.066

0

0

2019

0.0594

0

0

2017

14.2

--

--

2018

13.7

--

--

2019

12.7

--

--

2017

2.5

0

0

2018

2.3

0

0

2019

2.4

0

0

2017

2.1

0

0

2018

1.9

0

0

2019

1.3

0

0

2017

53.9

NA

3 (0.9%)

2018

54.1

NA

3 (0.8%)

2019

36.1

NA

3 (0.9%)

2017

11.39

NA

NA

2018

11.02

NA

NA

2019

9.32

NA

NA

O3: ozone; ppm: parts per million; PM10: respirable particulate matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less; µg/m3: micrograms per
cubic meter; AAM: annual arithmetic mean; NO2: nitrogen dioxide; CO: carbon monoxide; PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a
diameter of 2.5 microns or less
“–” indicates that the data are not reported or there is insufficient data available to determine the value. N/A indicates that there is
no applicable standard.
a
b

c

California maximum levels were used.
For annual averaging times, a “Yes” or “No” response is given if the annual average concentration exceeded the applicable
standard.
PM is measured once every 6 days. Where 2 values are shown for PM10 and PM2.5, the first is for the measured value, and
the second is the percent of samples exceeded.

Source: CARB 2021a

When a region has air quality that fails to meet the standards, the USEPA and the CARB
designate the region as “nonattainment” and the regional air quality agency must develop plans
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to attain the standards. These attainment designations are shown in Table 4. As identified in
Table 4, Orange County is a nonattainment area for O3, PM10, and PM2.5.
TABLE 4
ATTAINMENT STATUS OF CRITERIA POLLUTANTS
IN THE SOUTH COAST AIR BASIN
Pollutant

State

Federal

O3 (1 hour)

Nonattainment

No standards

O3 (8 hour)

Nonattainment

Nonattainment

PM10

Nonattainment

Attainment/Maintenance

PM2.5

Nonattainment

Serious Nonattainment

CO

Attainment

Attainment/Maintenance

NO2

Attainment/Nonattainmentb

Attainment/Maintenance

SO2

Attainment

Attainment

Lead

Attainment

Attainment/Nonattainmenta

All others

Attainment/Unclassifiedc

No standards

O3: ozone; PM2.5: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5
microns or less in diameter; CO: carbon monoxide; NO2: nitrogen dioxide; SO2: sulfur dioxide; SoCAB: South
Coast Air Basin.
a

b

c

Los Angeles County is classified nonattainment for lead; the remainder of the SoCAB is in attainment of the
State and federal standards.
The near-road portion of CA-60 in San Bernardino, Riverside, and Los Angeles Counties is classified as
nonattainment for NO2; the remainder of the SoCAB is in attainment of State standards.
“Unclassified” designation indicates that the air quality data for the area are incomplete and do not support a
designation of attainment or nonattainment.

Source: CARB 2021b, USEPA 2021b, SCAQMD 2016

Sensitive Air Quality Receptors
Sensitive receptors include, but are not limited to, children, the elderly, persons with preexisting
respiratory or cardiovascular illness, and athletes and others who engage in frequent exercise.
These sensitive receptors include, but are not limited to, schools, parks, hospitals, high-density
residential areas, and convalescent homes.
The nearest sensitive air quality receptors to the Project site are single family homes on the north
side of East Foxhollow Drive, approximately 300 feet south of the Project site. East Foxhollow
Drive is approximately 100 feet higher in elevation than the Project site.
Impact Analysis
Thresholds of Significance
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines states that the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management district may be relied upon to make significance
determinations. The South Coast AQMD has established significance thresholds to assess the
regional and localized impacts of Project-related air pollutant emissions; Table 5 presents the
current significance thresholds.
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TABLE 5
SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
AIR QUALITY SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
Mass Daily Thresholdsa
Pollutant

Construction

Operation

NOx

100 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

VOC

75 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

PM10

150 lbs/day

150 lbs/day

PM2.5

55 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

SOx

150 lbs/day

150 lbs/day

CO

550 lbs/day

550 lbs/day

3 lbs/day

3 lbs/day

Lead

TACs, Odor, and GHG Thresholds
TACs
(including carcinogens and noncarcinogens)

Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk ≥ 10 in 1 million
Cancer Burden > 0.5 excess cancer cases (in areas ≥ 1 in 1 million)
Chronic & Acute Hazard Index ≥ 1.0 (project increment)

Odor

Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to South Coast AQMD Rule 402

GHG

10,000 MT/yr CO2e for industrial facilities
Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutantsb, c

NO2
1-hour average
annual arithmetic mean

The South Coast AQMD is in attainment; the Project is significant if it causes or
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards:
0.18 ppm (State)
0.03 ppm (State) and 0.0534 ppm (federal)

PM10
24-hour average
annual average

10.4 µg/m3 (construction)c & 2.5 µg/m3 (operation)
1.0 µg/m3

PM2.5
24-hour average

10.4 µg/m3 (construction)c & 2.5 µg/m3 (operation)

SO2
1-hour average
24-hour average

0.25 ppm (State) & 0.075 ppm (federal – 99th percentile)
0.04 ppm (State)

Sulfate
24-hour average

25 µg/m3 (State)

CO

1-hour average
8-hour average
Lead
30-day average
Rolling 3-month average

South Coast AQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or contributes
to an exceedance of the following attainment standards:
20.0 ppm (State) and 35 ppm (federal)
9.0 ppm (State/federal)
1.5 µg/m3 (State)
0.15 µg/m3 (federal)

NOx: nitrogen oxides, lbs/day: pounds per day, VOC: volatile organic compound, PM10: respirable particulate matter with a diameter
of 10 microns or less, PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less, SOx: sulfur oxides, CO: carbon monoxide,
TACs: toxic air contaminants, GHG: greenhouse gases, MT/yr CO2e: metric tons per year of carbon dioxide equivalents, NO2: nitrogen
dioxide, ppm: parts per million, µg/m3: micrograms per cubic meter; South Coast AQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District
a
b
c

Source: South Coast AQMD CEQA Handbook (South Coast AQMD 1993)
Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on South Coast AQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless otherwise stated
Ambient air quality threshold is based on South Coast AQMD Rule 403

Source: SCAQMD 2019
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Question A: Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. CEQA requires a discussion of any inconsistencies between a
project and applicable General Plans (GPs) and regional plans (CEQA Guidelines Section
15125). The regional plan that applies to the Project is the SCAQMD’s AQMP, which is discussed
below.
The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook states that “New or amended GP Elements (including land use
zoning and density amendments), Specific Plans, and significant projects must be analyzed for
consistency with the AQMP”. Strict consistency with all aspects of the plan is usually not required.
A project should be considered consistent with the AQMP if it furthers one or more policies and
does not obstruct other policies. The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook identifies two key indicators of
consistency:
(1)

Whether the project will result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air
quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations or delay timely attainment of air
quality standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP.

(2)

Whether the project will exceed the assumptions in the AQMP or increments based on the
year of project buildout and phase.

Both of these criteria are evaluated for the Project, as shown below.
With respect to the first criterion, based on the air quality modeling analysis conducted for the
Project (see the discussion provided below under thresholds III (B) and III (C)), construction and
operation of the Project would not exceed the SCAQMD’s CEQA thresholds of significance and
consequently would not result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality
violations nor cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emissions reductions in the AQMP. Therefore, the Project is consistent
with the first criterion.
With respect to the second criterion, the Project was assessed as to whether it would exceed the
assumptions in the AQMP. The SCAQMD’s current air quality planning document is the 2016 Air
Quality Management Plan (2016 AQMP). The SCAQMD adopted the 2016 AQMP on March 3,
2017 (SCAQMD 2021). The 2016 AQMP is a regional and multi-agency effort among the
SCAQMD, CARB, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), and USEPA. The
2016 AQMP includes an analysis of emissions, meteorology, atmospheric chemistry, regional
growth projections, and the impact of existing control measures. The purpose of the 2016 AQMP
is to set forth a comprehensive program that would promote reductions in criteria pollutants,
greenhouse gases, and toxic risk and efficiencies in energy use, transportation, and goods
movement. The 2016 AQMP incorporates the latest scientific and technical information and
planning assumptions, including SCAG’s 2016–2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS); updated emission inventory methods for various source
categories; and SCAG’s latest growth forecasts (SCAG 2016). The 2016 AQMP includes
strategies and measures necessary to meet the NAAQS. The AQMP is based on projections of
energy usage and vehicle trips from land uses within the SoCAB.
The City of Anaheim approved a CUP for the Project site approving its use as a church in 1988,
with subsequent CUP amendments in 1998, 2004, and 2008 further expanding and modifying the
church use. Furthermore, SP88-1 and SP88-2 acknowledged that a church would be built on the
Project site. Therefore, it may be assumed that the current use is incorporated in the City’s
planning documents which provide source data for the RTP/SCS and the AQMP. The Project
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would not change the use but would generate additional vehicle trips and associated air pollutant
emissions. However, the emissions would be substantially less than the significance thresholds
adopted by the SCAQMD as detailed in the emissions analyses in response to threshold III (B)
below. As such, the Project is not anticipated to exceed the AQMP assumptions for the Project
site and would be consistent with the AQMP for the second criterion. Therefore, the Project would
not result in an inconsistency with the SCAQMD’s 2016 AQMP. Less than significant impacts
would occur, and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable Federal or State ambient air quality standard?
Less Than Significant Impact. Orange County is a nonattainment area for O3, PM10, and PM2.5,
as shown in Table 4. The Project would generate PM10, PM2.5, NO2, and O3 precursors (NOx and
VOC) during short-term construction and long-term operations.
Construction Impacts
Construction-Related Regional Impacts
A project may have a significant impact where project-related emissions would exceed federal,
State, or regional standards or thresholds, or where project-related emissions would substantially
contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation.
A project with daily emission rates below the SCAQMD’s established air quality significance
thresholds (shown in Table 5) would have a less than significant effect on regional air quality.
Project emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod)
version 2020.4.0 computer program (CAPCOA 2021). CalEEMod is designed to model
construction and operational emissions for land development projects and allows for the input of
project- and County-specific information.
Project construction is planned to begin in 2022 and end in 2023. The CalEEMod input for
construction emissions was based on the Project’s construction assumptions and default
assumptions derived from CalEEMod. Demolition would include approximately 1,300 square feet
of buildings, consisting of one small modular structure and portions of the auditorium. The Project
would require grading work, which would result in approximately 300 cubic yards of cut and 2,900
cubic yards of fill. The Project would require the import of 2,600 cubic yards of fill from off-site,
which would result in approximately 163 round-trip truckloads.
Table 6 presents the estimated maximum daily emissions occurring both on-site and off-site
during construction of the Project and compares the estimated emissions with the SCAQMD’s
daily regional emission thresholds. As shown in Table 6, all criteria pollutants are below the
SCAQMD’s respective thresholds.
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TABLE 6
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
Emissions (lbs/day)
VOC

NOx

CO

SOx

PM10

PM2.5

2021

Year

2

18

11

<1

4

2

2022

17

16

12

<1

4

2

Maximum Emissions

17

18

12

<1

4

2

SCAQMD Significance
Thresholds (Table 5)

75

100

550

150

150

55

No

No

No

No

No

No

Exceeds SCAQMD
Thresholds?

lbs/day: pounds per day; VOC: volatile organic compound; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur
oxides; PM10: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5 microns or
less in diameter; SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District.
Source: SCAQMD 2019 (thresholds); see Appendix A, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Modeling Data, for
CalEEMod model outputs.

Localized Criteria Pollutants from On-Site Construction
In addition to the mass daily emissions thresholds established by the SCAQMD, short-term local
impacts to nearby sensitive receptors from on-site emissions of NO2, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 are
examined based on SCAQMD localized significance threshold (LST) methodology. To assess
local air quality impacts for development projects without complex dispersion modeling, the
SCAQMD developed screening (lookup) tables to assist lead agencies in evaluating impacts.
The LST method is limited to projects that are five acres or less. Given there would be active
construction on only approximately one acre at a time within the Project site, this LST method is
applicable to the Project. For the purposes of an LST analysis, the SCAQMD considers receptors
where it is possible that an individual could remain for 1 hour for NO2 and CO exposure and 24
hours for PM10 and PM2.5 exposure. The emissions limits in the lookup tables are based on the
SCAQMD’s Air Quality Significance Thresholds and CARB’s 1-hour NO2 AAQS. (SCAQMD
2008a). The closest off-site sensitive receptors to the Project Site are single family homes on the
north side of Foxhollow Drive, approximately 300 feet south of the Project site.
Table 7 shows the maximum daily on-site emissions for construction activities compared with the
SCAQMD LSTs. The emissions thresholds are applicable for receptors within 91 meters (300
feet) of the Project site and a disturbance area of one acre per day; the thresholds for receptors
farther away would be higher and the Project emissions would be a smaller fraction of the
thresholds. The Project’s maximum daily on-site emissions of NOx would occur during the
demolition phase; maximum on-site CO emissions would occur during the paving phase; and the
maximum on-site emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 would occur during the grading phase. As shown
in Table 7, the local emissions from the Project would be below the thresholds; therefore, no
significant impacts would result and no mitigation is required.
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TABLE 7
LOCALIZED SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLD CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
Emissions (lbs/day)
Emissions and Thresholds

NOx

CO

PM10

PM2.5

16

10

4

2

Thresholda

95

1,061

25

8

Exceed threshold?

No

No

No

No

Project maximum daily on-site emissions
SCAQMD Localized Significance

lbs/day: pounds per day; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in
diameter; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter.
a

Data is for SCAQMD Source Receptor Area 17, Central Orange County, 1 acre site, receptor at 300 feet (91 meters).

Source: SCAQMD 2009 (thresholds); see Appendix A, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Modeling Data, for
CalEEMod outputs.

Cumulative Construction Impacts
Construction activities associated with the Project would result in less than significant
construction-related regional and localized air quality impacts, as quantified above in Table 6 and
Table 7. Short-term cumulative impacts related to air quality could occur if construction of the
Project and other projects in the surrounding area were to occur simultaneously. In particular, with
respect to local impacts, the consideration of cumulative construction particulate (PM10 and PM2.5)
impacts is limited to cases when projects constructed simultaneously are within a few hundred
yards of each other because of: (1) the combination of the short range (distance) of particulate
dispersion (especially when compared to gaseous pollutants), and (2) the SCAQMD’s required
dust-control measures, which further limit particulate dispersion from the Project site, including
Rule 402 (Nuisance) and Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust). There are no known projects where concurrent
construction would occur that could result in cumulative construction emissions with the Project.
SCAQMD’s policy with respect to cumulative impacts associated with the above-referenced
pollutants and their precursors is that impacts that would be directly less than significant on a
project level would also be cumulatively less than significant (SCAQMD 2003). Because the
Project’s construction emissions are below the SCAQMD’s regional and local significance
thresholds, local construction emissions would not be cumulatively considerable, and the impact
would be less than significant. No mitigation would be required.
Operational Impacts
Operational emissions are comprised of area, energy, and mobile source emissions. Because the
church does not have natural gas service, there would be no energy-related emissions that is
quantified within the CalEEMod model. The principal source of VOC, NOx, and CO emissions
associated with the Project would result from vehicle trips. Area source emissions are based on
CalEEMod assumptions for the specific land uses and size. Mobile source emissions are based
on estimated Project-related trip generation forecasts, as contained in the Project traffic impact
analysis. The Project would generate 80 daily trips and 272 Sunday trips4 (AGA 2021). The peak
day operational emissions for VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 daily emissions that would
be created from the Project’s long-term operation have been calculated and are summarized
below in Table 8.

4

The Trip Generation Memorandum analyzed trip generation for the Project using two methods. The higher trip
generation estimate is presented and analyzed in this section to provide a worst-case scenario for the purposes of
operational air quality impacts.
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TABLE 8
PEAK DAILY OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS
Emissions (lbs/day)*
VOC

NOx

CO

SOx

PM10

PM2.5

Area sources

Source

<1

<1

<1

<1

<1

<1

Energy sources

0

0

0

0

0

0

Mobile sources

1

<1

6

<1

1

<1

Total Operational Emissions*

1

<1

6

<1

1

<1

SCAQMD Significance Thresholds
(Table 5)

55

55

550

150

150

55

Significant Impact?

No

No

No

No

No

No

lbs/day: pounds per day; VOC: volatile organic compound; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur
oxides; PM10: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5 microns or
less in diameter; SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District.
*

Values are the higher of summer or winter.

Source: SCAQMD 2019 (thresholds); see Appendix A, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Modeling Data, for
CalEEMod model outputs.

The data provided in Table 8 shows that emissions of the analyzed criteria pollutants would be
substantially less than the operational emissions thresholds. Therefore, a less than significant
regional air quality impact would occur from operation of the Project and no mitigation is required.
Cumulative Operational Impacts
As shown in Table 8, operational emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 would be
below the SCAQMD CEQA significance thresholds. Consistent with the approach described
above (under Cumulative Construction Impacts), SCAQMD’s policy with respect to cumulative
impacts associated with the above-referenced pollutants and their precursors is that impacts that
would be directly less than significant on a project-level would also be cumulatively less than
significant. Therefore, because the Project’s operational emissions are less than the respective
SCAQMD daily operational thresholds, the Project’s operations phase activities would not
contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of a pollutant for which the SoCAB is in
nonattainment. Emissions of nonattainment pollutants or their precursors would not be
cumulatively considerable and would be less than significant; no mitigation would be required.
Cumulative Health Impacts
The SoCAB is designated as nonattainment for ozone, PM10, and PM2.5, which means that the
background levels of those pollutants are, at times, higher than the ambient air quality standards.
The air quality standards were set to protect public health, including the health of sensitive
individuals (the elderly, children, and the sick). Therefore, when the concentrations of those
pollutants exceed the standard, it is likely that some sensitive individuals in the population would
experience health effects. These health effects are not identified for specific individual receptors
nor does the analysis identify the magnitude of health effects. The regional analysis detailed
above found that the Project would not exceed the SCAQMD regional significance thresholds for
VOC and NOx (ozone precursors), PM10, and PM2.5. As such, the Project would result in a less
than significant cumulative health impact.
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Question C: Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur when a project would generate
pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors, which
include populations that are more susceptible to the effects of air pollution than the population at
large. Exposure of sensitive receptors is addressed for construction and operation of the Project
in the sections below.
Construction
Criteria Pollutants from On-Site Construction
Local impacts from on-site construction emissions of criteria pollutants were analyzed in threshold
III(B) above. As shown in Table 8 and the accompanying text, emissions would be less than
significant.
Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions from On-Site Construction
Construction activities would result in short-term, project-generated emissions of diesel
particulate matter (DPM) from the exhaust of off-road, heavy-duty diesel equipment used for site
preparation (e.g., demolition, excavation, and grading); paving; building construction; and other
miscellaneous activities. CARB identified DPM as a toxic air contaminant (TAC) in 1998. The
dose to which receptors are exposed is the primary factor used to determine health risk. Dose is
a function of the concentration of a substance or substances in the environment and the duration
of exposure to the substance. Thus, the risks estimated for a maximally exposed individual (MEI)
are higher if a fixed exposure occurs over a longer time period. According to the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), health risk assessments—which determine
the exposure of sensitive receptors to TAC emissions—should be based on a 40-year exposure
period; however, such assessments should be limited to the period/duration of activities
associated with the Project.
There would be relatively few pieces of off-road, heavy-duty diesel equipment in operation, and
the total construction period would be relatively short when compared to a 40-year exposure
period. Combined with the highly dispersive properties of DPM and additional reductions in
particulate emissions from newer construction equipment, as required by USEPA and CARB
regulations, construction emissions of TACs would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
emissions of TACs. The impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
Operational
Criteria Pollutants and Toxic Air Contaminants from On-site Operations
Operational criterial pollutants and TACs may be generated by industrial and commercial land
uses (e.g., gas stations, bus terminals, and dry cleaners). Church land uses do not generate
substantial quantities of criteria pollutants or TACs. On-site emissions associated with the
operation of the church would involve diesel truck exhaust related to deliveries of supplies and to
a lesser extent, passenger vehicles. However, the low frequency of occurrence, the low quantity
of vehicles and the brevity of exposure would result in very low levels of emissions from the Project
site. As such, the impact would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.
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Exposure to Off-Site Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions
The CARB “Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective” provides
guidance concerning land use compatibility with TAC sources (CARB 2005). While not a law or
adopted policy, the handbook offers advisory recommendations for siting sensitive receptors near
uses associated with TACs (such as freeways and high-traffic roads, commercial distribution
centers, rail yards, ports, refineries, dry cleaners, gasoline stations, and industrial facilities) to help
keep children and other sensitive populations out of harm’s way.
CARB identifies sensitive land uses as schools, schoolyards, parks and playgrounds, daycare
centers, nursing homes, hospitals and residential communities. Projects of concern for mobile
sources of TACs are typically those located within 500 feet of the following types of facilities that
emit significant quantities of DPM: urban roads with more than 100,000 vehicles per day; freeways
or roads with a high heavy truck concentration; and/or near rail yards, ports, and/or distribution
centers. The Project site is not within 500 feet of urban roads with more than 100,000 vehicles
per day, freeways or roads with a high heavy-truck concentration, or near a railyard, port and
and/or a distribution center. The Project site is located approximately 600 feet from the SR-91
freeway, which is greater than the 500-foot vicinity identified in the Handbook.
With respect to proximity to emissions from railroad sources, CARB recommends avoiding siting
new sensitive land uses within 1,000 feet of a major service and maintenance rail yard; the Project
site is not located within 1,000 feet of this type of facility. CARB recommends avoiding siting
residences within 300 feet of a large gas station or within 500 feet of dry-cleaning operations with
two machines using perchloroethylene. The Project does not propose residential uses and there
are no large gas stations within 300 feet of the Project site or dry cleaners within 500 feet of the
Project site. As such, the Project will not result in significant impacts related to the exposure of
church staff or attendees to excessive levels of TACs.
Carbon Monoxide Hotspot
In an urban setting, vehicle exhaust is the primary source of CO. Consequently, the highest CO
concentrations generally are found close to congested intersections. Under typical meteorological
conditions, CO concentrations tend to decrease as the distance from the emissions source (e.g.,
a congested intersection) increases. Therefore, for purposes of providing a conservative worstcase analysis, CO concentrations typically are analyzed at congested intersection locations. If
impacts are less than significant close to congested intersections, impacts also would be less
than significant at more distant sensitive-receptor and other locations. An initial screening
procedure is provided in the “Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol”
(CO Protocol) to determine whether a project has the potential to generate a CO hotspot
(Niemeier et al. 1997). The key criterion is whether the Project would worsen traffic congestion at
any signalized intersections operating at level of service (LOS) E or F. If a project is determined
to pose a potential for a CO hotspot, a quantitative screening would then be required.
The Project would generate 80 daily trips and 272 Sunday trips5 (AGA 2021). Given the low
quantity of trips generated by the Project, the Project would not generate sufficient traffic to
worsen traffic conditions and pose a potential for a CO hotspot. The impact would be less than
significant and no mitigation is required related to this threshold.

5

The Trip Generation Memorandum analyzed trip generation for the Project using two methods. The higher trip
generation estimate is presented and analyzed in this section to provide a worst-case scenario for the purposes of
operational air quality impacts.
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Question D: Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors)
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?
Less than Significant Impact. Project construction would use equipment and activities that could
result in other emissions, such as those leading to odors. Potential construction odors include
on-site construction equipment’s diesel exhaust emissions as well as roofing, painting, and paving
operations. There may be situations where construction activity odors could be noticed. However,
these odors would be temporary and would dissipate rapidly from the source with an increase in
distance. These odors would not be of such magnitude that they would constitute a public
nuisance. Therefore, the impacts would be short-term; would not affect a substantial number of
people; and would be less than significant.
According to the SCAQMD CEQA Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints typically
include agricultural uses, sewer treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants,
composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding (SCAQMD 1993). The Project
does not include any uses identified by the SCAQMD as being associated with odors, and
therefore, would not likely produce objectionable odors. The nature of activities associated with
churches would not result in the generation of odors that would generate a public nuisance. There
would be a less than significant impact and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
The Project was found to result in less than significant air quality impacts from the construction
and operations phases and consequently no mitigation measures are required or recommended.
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IV.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The information in this section is derived from the Biological Resources Constraints Analysis
prepared for the Project by Psomas, which is provided as Appendix B (Psomas 2021).
Question A: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation. No native vegetation types or suitable habitat
for any special status plant or wildlife species occurs on the Project site. No direct impact to any
special status species is anticipated as a result of the Project.
The following federally- and/or State-listed Threatened, Endangered, or Candidate wildlife
species have potential to occur adjacent to the Project site and could be subject to indirect impacts
(such as noise and vibration) associated with the Project: coastal California gnatcatcher, a
federally-listed Threatened species. Any impact to federally-listed Threatened species are
typically considered significant; however, potential indirect impacts to coastal California
gnatcatcher would already be mitigated under the Federal Endangered Species Act per the take
coverage provided in the terms of the Central/Coastal National Community Conservation
Plan/Habitat Conservation Plan (NCCP/HCP). The Central/Coastal NCCP/HCP does not provide
take coverage of active bird nests under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish
and Game Code. Potential impacts to nesting CAGN and other nesting birds would be reduced
to less than significant levels by implementing mitigation measure (MM) BIO-1, which requires
that a nesting bird survey be conducted if construction and/or vegetation clearing need to occur
during the nesting bird season. If any active coastal California gnatcatcher nests are found, they
would be protected by a minimum 500-foot buffer until inactive.
The following California Species of Special Concern (SSC) have potential to occur adjacent to
the Project site and could be subject to indirect impacts associated with the Project: coast range
newt, coastal whiptail, red-diamond rattlesnake, coast patch-nosed snake, coastal cactus wren,
grasshopper sparrow, pallid bat, and western mastiff bat. Cooper’s hawk, an additional SSC, has
potential to nest both on and adjacent to the Project site. Impacts to any bird species during its
nesting activities, including coastal cactus wren, grasshopper sparrow, and Cooper’s hawk, would
be a violation of the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code and would be considered
significant. Impacts to nesting birds would be reduced to less than significant by implementing
MM BIO-1 which requires nesting bird and raptor surveys and avoidance if active nests are found.
Potential indirect impacts to SSC not otherwise addressed by bird nesting measures are
considered less than significant because the Project would not reduce the populations of these
species below self-sustaining levels or substantially remove habitat for these species.
Potential indirect impacts to any special status plant species adjacent to the Project site resulting
from dust accumulation would be less than significant. No impacts to any federally designated
Critical Habitat or to habitat of any other special status plant or wildlife species would occur as a
result of the Project. No additional measures are recommended.
Question B: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service?
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Question C: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
No Impact. A drainage feature that is potentially jurisdictional under U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) extends along the eastern boundary of the Project site.
The limits of jurisdiction for USACE and/or Santa Ana RWQCB are restricted to the bed and banks
for this feature which generally occur outside of the Project site boundaries and no impacts are
anticipated. The limits of jurisdiction for CDFW, however, includes the coast live oak forest which
extends into the Project site boundaries. No tree or vegetation removal within any area associated
with this coast live oak forest or associated drainage feature would occur as part of the Project
and no impacts are anticipated.
A roadside drainage ditch also occurs along the south side of East Santa Ana Canyon Road
(along the northern boundary of the Project site). This feature does not contain any wetland or
riparian vegetation, but has potential to be considered jurisdictional by the USACE, Santa Ana
RWQCB, and CDFW due to potential connectivity to other drainage features, and ultimately to
the Santa Ana River. This feature occurs outside the impact boundary of the Project and no
impacts would occur.
Therefore, the Project would have no impact to any wetlands or other jurisdictional areas pursuant
to the USACE, Santa Ana RWQCB, or CDFW. No mitigation is required.
Question D: Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The existing developed conditions at the Project
site, including physical buildings, lighting, and human activity, currently limit or deter wildlife
movement between the open space land uses to the west and east of the Project site. Regardless,
the Project consists of the redevelopment of an existing developed Project site consistent with
the existing land uses on the Project site. Aspects of the Project that could further constrain wildlife
movement including the addition and relocation of structures, removal of vegetation, and the
addition of lighting throughout the Project site. Any of these new effects to wildlife movement
resulting from the Project would not likely result in a significant effect to regional wildlife
movement. Impacts to wildlife movement corridors would be less than significant. The vegetation
on and adjacent to the Project site provides suitable nesting habitat for bird species protected
under the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code. A routine construction practice to avoid
impacts is to schedule tree and vegetation removal outside of the breeding season and to instead
conducting vegetation removal during the non-nesting bird season (i.e., September 1 to February
14). If construction or vegetation removal activities must occur during the nesting season, impacts
to actively nesting bird species protected under the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code
could occur. Therefore, implementation of MM BIO-1, which requires a pre-construction nesting
bird survey and avoidance of active nests, and MM BIO-2, which requires avoidance of vegetation
removal during the bat maternity season, a pre-construction bat survey, and the avoidance of bat
roosts during the maternity season, would ensure the Project would result in less than significant
impacts related to wildlife movement and native nursery sites.
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Question E: Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would require vegetation removal, including the
removal of approximately 29 trees, within the City’s SC Overlay Zone. The Project has been
designed consistent with the applicable Municipal Code policies related to the SC Overlay Zone
as codified Chapter 18.18 of the City’s Municipal Code (Anaheim 2021). However, the Project is
exempt from tree preservation requirements, including the need to obtain a tree removal permit,
given that all of the trees proposed for removal were originally planted by the property owner and
the trees are not located in an area highly visible from a public or private right-of-way. Therefore,
less than significant impacts would result from Project activities related to this threshold, and no
mitigation is required.
Question F: Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan?
Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is located within the boundaries of the
Central/Coastal NCCP/HCP; however, it is not within a Reserve Area or Special Linkage Area as
designated within the NCCP/HCP and no direct impacts to Central/Coastal NCCP/HCP would
result from the Project.
The eastern boundary of Project site is immediately adjacent to two parcels that are protected
within conservation easements. These parcels are part of the Central/Coastal NCCP/HCP reserve
area. Indirect impacts of the Project on the function of the conservation easement areas would
result potentially from additional human activity on the Project site as well as additional noise,
which would be less than significant. Also, the Project’s proposed night lighting has the potential
to affect the function of this conservation easement area. However, the Project design identifies
that all new and replaced pole mounted light fixtures would consist of downcast, shielded lighting.
This would focus new Project lighting on-site and would minimize illumination of the adjacent
conservation easement. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant due to the
Project’s design and no mitigation measures are required.
Mitigation Program
The following mitigation measures are required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels
and will be incorporated into the Mitigation Program for this IS/MND.
MM BIO-1

To avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors, construction should be scheduled
between September 1 and February 14, which is outside the peak nesting season.
If construction and/or vegetation removal must occur during the peak nesting
season (i.e., February 15–August 31), a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall
be conducted by a qualified Biologist within seven days prior to the start of Project
construction activities. If the Biologist finds an active nest within or adjacent to the
construction area, the Biologist will identify an appropriate protective buffer zone
around the nest depending on the sensitivity of the species, the nature of the
construction activity, and the amount of existing disturbance in the vicinity. In
general, the Biologist shall designate a buffer between 10 to 300 feet for common
nesting birds, between 200 to 500 feet for common nesting raptors, and a minimum
of 500 feet for any nesting special status bird species. No construction activities
shall be allowed within the buffer until the nest is deemed to be no longer active
by the Biologist to ensure compliance with the MBTA and California Fish and
Game Code.
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MM BIO-2

V.

To avoid impacts on maternity roosting bats, tree removal shall occur outside the
bat maternity season (i.e., April through August) to the extent feasible. In addition,
a pre-construction roost emergence survey shall be conducted no more than one
year prior to the start of Project vegetation removal associated with construction
by a qualified biologist. Trees and/or structures that are being used by roosting
bats and those within 100 feet of an active roost may not be removed during the
maternity season to avoid impacts on an active maternity roost, which may include
juvenile bats that cannot fly.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Information in this section is based on records searches and literature reviews of information
available from the South-Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) that were conducted in 2021. Due to the previously disturbed
nature of the Project site, a field survey was not warranted.
IMPACT ANALYSIS
Question A: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
No Impact. A cultural resources records search was conducted on March 22, 2021 by the SouthCentral Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University, Fullerton. The SCCIC
is a designated branch of the California Historical Resources Information System and houses
records regarding archaeological and historic resources recorded in San Bernardino, Los
Angeles, Orange, and Ventura Counties. The 2021 review consisted of an examination of the
U.S. Geological Survey’s 7.5-minute Black Star Canyon Quadrangle to determine if any sites are
recorded or if any cultural resources studies have been conducted on or within a ½-mile radius of
the Project site. Data sources consulted at the SCCIC include archaeological records,
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (DOE), historic maps, and the Historic Property Data
File (HPDF) maintained by the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP). The HPDF contains listings
for the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and/or the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), California Historical Landmarks (CHL), and California Points of Historical Interest
(CPHI).
The records search and literature review conducted for the Project revealed that 32 cultural
resource studies have been conducted within ½-mile of the Project site. The studies consisted of
archaeological field studies (surface surveys and excavations), literature reviews and record
searches, and management and planning documents. Eleven of the 32 prior studies occurred
within the Project site between 1979 and 2013. These studies include eight archaeological field
studies (OR-00622, OR-00752, OR-02383, OR-02534, OR-02883, OR-03029, OR-03037, and
OR-03344), one analysis of a literature review and records search (OR-00305), one cultural
resource mitigation monitoring report (OR-01030), and one management/planning document
(OR-02225).
Three cultural resources are identified within the ½-mile search radius of the Project site. These
include one prehistoric lithic scatter (P-30-000303), one prehistoric lithic scatter and associated
rock shelter (P-30-001710), and one built environment resource (P-30-161876). One of the three
cultural resources (P-30-161876), the built environment resource, was identified by the SCCIC as
being located within the Project site. P-30-161876 is recorded as a modern ranch house (Circle
C Horse Ranch) with an adjoining barn. The ranch dates to the 1920s and was remodeled in
approximately 1954. According to site records, after careful inspection, investigation, and
evaluation, George Case of PBO&D (1991) concluded that the property does not appear to be
R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

5-22

Environmental Evaluation

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

eligible for individual listing in the National Register and California Register, or eligible for local
designation as a Historically Significant Structure due to a lack of significance through survey
evaluation. The ranch structures have since been demolished.
Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands File Search
The City submitted a request to the NAHC to review the Sacred Lands File (SLF) database
regarding the possibility of Native American cultural resources and/or sacred places in the Project
vicinity that are not documented on other databases. The results from the NAHC were received
on February 24, 2021. The SLF search did not identify any known resources or sacred lands
within the Project site. However, the NAHC recommends that the City contact tribes that are
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area. The City contacted the tribes listed
on their consultation list on March 16, 2021 as part of the Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) tribal
consultation process. The tribal consultation results are discussed under threshold XVIII (Tribal
Cultural Resources).
A significant impact could occur if the Project were to disturb historic resources that presently
exist within the Project site. Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines generally defines a historic
resource as a resource that is (1) listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources (California Register); (2) included in a local register of historical
resources (pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code); or (3) identified as
significant in an historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in Section 5024.1(g) of the Public
Resources Code). Additionally, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or
manuscript that a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military,
or cultural annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided the lead
agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record.
Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the
resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register. The California Register
automatically includes all properties listed in the NRHP and those formally determined to be
eligible for listing in the National Register.
As discussed above, the SCCIC record search and literature review identified three cultural
resources within a ½-mile radius of the Project. One of the cultural resources (P-30-161876), the
Circle C Horse Ranch was documented within the Project site but was determined to not be
eligible for individual listing in the National Register and California Register, or eligible for local
designation as a Historically Significant Structure due to a lack of significance through survey
evaluation. Furthermore, the building in question has since been demolished and is no longer a
standing structure within the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not cause an adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource subject to CEQA. The Project would result in
less than significant impacts related to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. A significant impact would occur if grading or
excavation activities associated with the Project were to disturb archaeological resources that
presently exist within the Project site. The SCCIC record search and literature review identified
three resources located within a half-mile of the Project site. These resources consist of two
prehistoric archaeological sites (lithic scatters and a rock shelter) and one historic-era building
and associated structures that establish prehistoric and historic-era land use within the
generalized area. As described above, one resource, P-30-161876, the Circle C Horse Ranch
was documented within the Project site and has since been demolished/removed from the site.
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As such, there is the possibility that undiscovered intact archaeological resources may be present
below the surface in native (alluvial) sediments. These potential effects would be mitigated to a
less than significant level with the implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires archaeological
monitoring when excavations are required in native sediment.
Question C: Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?
Less than Significant Impact. A significant adverse effect could occur if grading or excavation
activities associated with the Project were to disturb previously interred human remains. The
Project site is located within a developed area that has been subject to earth-moving activities in
the past, and no known burial sites are located on or adjacent to the Project site. In the unlikely
event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains in the Project site during construction, the
California Health and Safety Code and the California Public Resources Code require that any
activity in the area of a potential find be halted and the Orange County Coroner be notified, as
described in regulatory requirement (RR) CUL-1. Implementation of RR CUL-1 would ensure
impacts related to this threshold are less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
Regulatory Requirement
RR CUL-1

If human remains are found during ground-disturbing activities, no further
excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to
overlie adjacent remains shall occur, in accordance with Section 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety Code. The County Coroner shall be notified of the
discovery immediately. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are or
believed to be Native American, s/he shall notify the NAHC in Sacramento within
24 hours of the discovery. In accordance with Section 5097.98 of the California
Public Resources Code, the NAHC must immediately notify those persons it
believes to be the most likely descended from the deceased Native American. The
descendants shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of being granted
access to the site by the City. The City would meet and confer with the most likely
descendant regarding their recommendations prior to disturbing the site by further
construction activity.

Mitigation Measure
MM CUL-1

Prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the applicant shall provide written
evidence to the City that the applicant has retained an Orange County-certified
archaeologist to observe grading activities within previously undisturbed soils, and
to salvage and catalogue archaeological resources as necessary. The
archaeologist shall be present at the pre-grade conference, shall establish
procedures for archaeological resource surveillance within previously undisturbed
soils, and shall establish, in cooperation with the applicant, procedures for
temporarily halting or redirecting work to permit the sampling, identification, and
evaluation of the artifacts as appropriate. If archaeological resources are
inadvertently unearthed during excavation activities, the contractor shall
immediately cease all earth-disturbing activities within a 100-foot radius of the area
of discovery and the archaeologist and City shall be notified immediately. If the
archaeological resources are found to be significant, the archeologist, in
consultation with the City, shall determine appropriate actions for exploration and
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salvage. After the find has been appropriately avoided or mitigated, work in the
area may resume.
VI.

ENERGY

Energy efficiency is a priority for both the State of California and the City of Anaheim. The following
are regulatory targets and requirements that have been adopted at the State and local level.
State
The Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings (Title 24, Part 6 of
the California Code of Regulations [CCR]) were established in 1978 in response to a legislative
mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption. The current 2019 Standards, effective
January 1, 2020, are projected to result in a 30 percent improvement in energy efficiency for
nonresidential buildings over the 2016 standards. The 2019 standards require photovoltaic solar
systems on single-family residences and on multifamily residential structures of three stories or
less. Single-family homes built to the 2019 standards would be about 7 percent more efficient
than homes built to the 2016 standards without considering the required solar systems; and about
53 percent more efficient after factoring in the solar systems (CEC 2018).
The 2019 California Green Building Standards Code (24 CCR, Part 11), also known as the
CALGreen code, contains mandatory requirements and voluntary measures for new residential
and nonresidential buildings (including buildings for hotel, retail, office, public schools and
hospitals) throughout California (CBSC 2019). The development of the CALGreen Code is
intended to improve public health, safety, and general welfare by enhancing the design and
construction of buildings through the following construction practices: (1) planning and design; (2)
energy efficiency; (3) water efficiency and conservation; (4) material conservation and resource
efficiency; and (5) environmental quality (CBSC 2019). In short, the code is established to reduce
construction waste; make buildings more efficient in the use of materials and energy; and reduce
environmental impact during and after construction. The Anaheim Municipal Code adopts the
CALGreen Code by reference with specific amendments. The Project would promote building
energy efficiency through compliance with energy efficiency standards (Title 24 and CALGreen).
City of Anaheim
General Plan
The following policies of the City of Anaheim’s General Plan are relevant to energy efficiency and
generation.
Green Element
Policy 15.1.1:

Continue to maintain and update energy conservation programs and
information provided on the City’s website.

Policy 15.2.1:

Encourage increased use of passive and active solar design in existing and
new development (e.g., orienting buildings to maximize exposure to cooling
effects of prevailing winds and locating landscaping and landscape structures
to shade buildings).

Policy 15.2.2:

Encourage energy-efficient retrofitting of existing buildings throughout the City.

Policy 15.2.3:

Continue to provide free energy audits for the public.
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Policy 17.1.1:

Encourage designs that incorporate solar and wind exposure features such as
daylighting design, natural ventilation, space planning and thermal massing.

Public Services and Facilities Element
Policy 3.1.1:

Encourage the development and use of renewable energy resources.

Municipal Code
The 2019 California Energy Code (CCR Title 24 Part 6), which includes the Energy Efficiency
Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, is adopted, with specified amendments,
as Anaheim Municipal Code Section 15.03.10.0106. The 2019 California Green Building
Standards Code (CCR Title 24 Part 11) is adopted, with specified amendments, as Anaheim
Municipal Code Section 15.03.10.0109.
Anaheim Public Utilities Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan
The Anaheim Public Utilities Department (APUD)’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (GHGRP),
was approved in 2015 and updated in 2020. The GHGRP identifies renewable energy and energy
conservation targets for APUD for the years 2020, 2030 and 2045. The GHGRP identifies
renewables portfolio targets for increasing the APUD power supply generated from renewable
sources up to 33 percent by year 2020, 60 percent by year 2030, and 100 percent by 2045. As of
2020, 34,000 kilowatt (kW) of photovoltaic systems were installed, and 50,000 kW and 75,000
kW of photovoltaic systems will be installed by 2030 and 2045, respectively. The GHGRP also
establishes transportation-related goals for APUD to convert its fleet vehicles to result in
emissions reductions of 500 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) in 2020, 1,200
MTCO2e in 2030 and 32,000 MTCO2e in 2045 (APUD 2020).
Question A: Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation?
Less than Significant Impact.
Construction Energy Use
Project construction would require the use of construction equipment for demolition, grading,
hauling, and building activities. Construction would also include the use of vehicles for
construction workers and vendors traveling to and from the Project site and on-road haul trucks
for the export of materials from demolition activities, as well as the import of soil for grading.
Off-road construction equipment use was calculated using the equipment data (vehicle types,
hours per day, horsepower, load factor) provided in the CalEEMod construction output files
included in Appendix A. The total horsepower hours for construction equipment used for the
Project was then multiplied by fuel usage rates to obtain the total fuel usage for off-road
equipment.
Fuel consumption from construction worker, vendor, and delivery/haul trucks was calculated using
the trip rates and distances provided in the CalEEMod construction output files. Total vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) was then calculated for each type of construction-related trip and divided by
the fuel consumption factor from California Air Resources Board’s (CARB) EMission FACtors
(EMFAC) 2017 model. EMFAC provides the total annual VMT and fuel consumed for each vehicle
type. Construction vendor and delivery/haul trucks were assumed to be heavy-duty diesel trucks.
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As shown in Table 9, the Project would consume an estimated total of 5,009 gallons of diesel fuel
and 4,716 gallons of gasoline during construction.
TABLE 9
ENERGY USE DURING CONSTRUCTION

Source

Gasoline gallons

Diesel Fuel gallons

17

3,981

Off-road Construction Equipment
Worker commute
Vendors
On-road haul
Total

3,964

16

734

10

1

1,002

4,716

5,009

Sources: CalEEMod, Offroad and EMFAC2017.

Fuel energy consumed during construction would be temporary in nature and would not represent
a significant demand on energy resources. Construction equipment would conform to applicable
CARB emissions standards, which promote equipment fuel efficiencies. Construction contractors
would be required to comply with the provisions of California Code of Regulations Title 13
Sections 2485, which prohibit diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles and off-road diesel
vehicles from idling for more than 5 minutes and would minimize unnecessary fuel consumption.
It should be noted that fuel efficiencies are improving for on- and off-road vehicle engines due to
more stringent government requirements. Construction energy consumption would represent a
“single-event” demand and would not require ongoing or permanent commitment of energy
resources. Furthermore, there are no unusual Project characteristics that would necessitate the
use of construction equipment that would be less energy-efficient than comparable equipment at
construction sites in other parts of the State. Therefore, the proposed construction activities would
not result in inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary fuel consumption and a less than significant
impact would occur.
Operations Phase Energy Use
Energy consumption associated with operation of the Project consists of electricity for lighting,
electronic devices, and for space heating. Electricity estimates were calculated by the CalEEMod
model. Transportation related energy consumption of gasoline and diesel fuel was calculated
based on the quantity of vehicles, average travel distance, vehicle class and fuel efficiency of
each vehicle class as provided by the EMFAC model. Energy consumption calculations are
included in Appendix C.
The CalEEMod based estimates that Project-generated traffic would use 129 gallons of diesel
fuel and 10,530 gallons of gasoline per year, as shown in Table 10 below. Fuel consumption
associated with vehicle trips generated by the Project are not substantial and would assist local
communities with meeting their religious worship needs. With the increasing adoption of electric
vehicles in Southern California, the average fuel efficiency for transportation will continue to
increase. As such, the Project’s transportation energy consumption would not be considered
inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary.
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TABLE 10
TRANSPORTATION ENERGY
(GALLONS/YEAR)
Source
Project

Gasoline Fuel

Diesel Fuel

10,530

129

Sources: CalEEMod, EMFAC2017

As shown in Table 11, anticipated electricity consumption for the Project is estimated to be
152,255 kilowatts-hours per year (kWh/yr). These energy estimates are based on the 2016 Title
24 standards incorporated into the CalEEMod model. The Project would follow the 2019 Title 24
standards, which would result in less electricity than presented in Table 11. Development of
buildings that comply with the latest energy efficiency standards adopted by the State would not
result in inefficient, wasteful and unnecessary consumption of energy. Operationally, there would
be a small increase in vehicle trips compared to current operations. New energy requirements
would be minimal, primarily lighting, heating, and air conditioning for the enlarged auditorium and
additional modular structures. Operational energy consumption would not be considered
inefficient, wasteful, or otherwise unnecessary and a less than significant impact would occur.
TABLE 11
ENERGY FROM UTILITIES
Source

Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Electricity (kWh/yr)

0

152,255

Project
Sources: CalEEMod

Question B: Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency?
No Impact. The Project would be required to comply with the State of California’s Title 24 Building
Standards where applicable. As discussed previously, the latest building standards incorporate
the California Energy Commission’s (CEC) building energy efficiency standards which would
reduce energy consumption for the Project by over 30 percent compared to the existing Title 24
Building Standards. The Project would also comply with applicable CALGreen standards.
Because the operation of the Project would result in a minimal increase in energy consumption,
and because the Project would be constructed consistent with State and local renewable energy
and energy efficiency plans, the Project would have no impact related to this threshold and no
mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
VII.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following analysis is partially based on the Percolation Testing Results for WQMP, Pavement
Design, and Building Expansion Foundation Recommendations, Kindred Church, 8720 East
Santa Ana Canyon Road, Anaheim, California (soils report), which was prepared by TGR
Geotechnical, Inc. in November 2020 (Appendix D).
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Question A: Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known
fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site and the entire Southern California region are
subject to secondary effects from earthquakes. The California Earthquake Hazards Zone
Application (EQ Zapp) is an interactive map that shows earthquake fault zones and seismic
hazard zones in relation to any parcel in California. According to a review of EQ Zapp, the Project
site is not located within a mapped Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (DOC 2021b).
Furthermore, there are no known Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones within the City limits,
although there are active and potentially active faults located close to the City. The City is situated
between two active fault zones: the Newport-Inglewood zone located to the southwest and the
Whittier-Elsinore fault zone located to the northeast. Other potentially active faults in close
proximity to the Project site are the El Modeno, Peralta Hills, and Norwalk faults (Anaheim 2004).
The potential for ground rupture due to fault movement is generally considered related to the
seismic activity of known fault zones (Tulane 2016). Due to the distance of the closest active fault,
ground rupture is not considered a significant hazard at the Project site. Implementation of the
Project would be consistent with existing codes and regulations, including the Uniform Building
Code, the Anaheim Municipal Code (Anaheim 2021a), and the requirements of the Alquist-Priolo
Special Studies Zone Act (California Public Resources Code §§2621 et seq.). Therefore,
development of the Project would result in a less than significant impact related to rupture of a
known earthquake fault, and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site, as with the entire Southern California region, is
subject to secondary effects from earthquakes. The site is located proximate to several active
faults; therefore, during the life of the Project, the property would likely experience similar
moderate to occasionally high ground shaking from these fault zones as well as some background
shaking from other seismically active areas in the Southern California region.
Implementation of the Project would not change the intensity of ground shaking that would occur
on the Project site during a seismic event, but it would increase exposure to people through the
addition of modular buildings and capacity within the auditorium building. The proposed buildings
would be designed in accordance with the most recent California Building Code (CBC) (CBSC
2019). The CBC contains minimum standards regulating the design and construction of
excavations, foundations, retaining walls, and other building elements to control the effects of
seismic ground shaking and adverse soil conditions. The CBC includes provisions for earthquake
safety based on factors such as occupancy type, the types of soil and rock on-site, and the
strength of ground motion that may occur at the Project site. Project implementation would also
occur consistent with the recommendations outlined in the Project’s soils report (TGR
Geotechnical, Inc., 2020). Based on the findings of the soils report, the Project is geotechnically
feasible provided that the recommendations in the soils report are incorporated during the
Project’s final design and construction phase. Seismic design parameters have been included in
the soils report based on the seismic zone, soil profile, and proximity of known faults to the Project
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site, which provide the minimum design procedures necessary to avoid significant damage to the
structure.
Compliance with the applicable regulations and design recommendations from the soils report as
part of Project design and construction would ensure that any impacts resulting from strong
seismic ground shaking at the Project site would be less than significant.
Question A: Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
No Impact. As shown in the Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, Black Star Canyon
Quadrangle map, (California Geological Survey 2001), lower elevations within the Project site
(e.g., areas to the north) are mapped as areas where there have been historical occurrences of
liquefaction, or areas where local geological, geotechnical, and ground water conditions indicate
a potential for permanent ground displacements. However, as noted in the soils report, the Project
site was previously mass graded associated with a neighboring residential development. The
Project site is generally underlain with compacted artificial fill overlaying landslide debris and/or
debris fill. Additionally the auditorium building was constructed on compacted artificial fill
overlaying bedrock.
Furthermore, according to the Project’s PWQMP, groundwater is at least 18.5 feet below the
Project site (Anacal Engineering 2021). Given the soils on the Project site are not susceptible to
liquefaction, groundwater levels are low, and the soils were previously compacted, no impact
would occur related to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
(iv)

Landslides?

Less Than Significant Impact. Earthquake-induced land sliding often occurs in areas where
previous landslides have moved and in areas where the topographic, geologic, geotechnical, and
subsurface groundwater conditions are conducive to permanent ground displacements. There are
four occurrences of landslides (e.g., scarps) in the Project vicinity according to the California
Landslide Inventory maintained by the Department of Conservation, which provides record of
landslides mapped by the California Geological Survey (CGS) over the past 50 years (DOC
2021c). None of these four scarps occur within the Project site.
Also, as shown in the Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, Black Star Canyon
Quadrangle map (California Geological Survey 2001), the Project site is located adjacent to
hillsides that are designated as Earthquake-Induced Landslide Zones. These hillsides are west
of the Project site, generally south of East Santa Ana Canyon Road and west of the Project’s
driveway and entry road.
Given that no structures or outdoor gathering areas are proposed within or adjacent to areas
susceptible to landslides, less than significant impacts would result related to this threshold, and
no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
Less Than Significant Impact. Project construction would expose soils on the site, which could
result in soil erosion and the loss of topsoil if not implemented consistent with regulatory
requirements. A primary source of erosion and topsoil loss is uncontrolled drainage during
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construction. As discussed in more detail in Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program controls water pollution by
regulating point sources that discharge pollutants into “waters of the U.S.”. Construction activities
shall be conducted in compliance with the statewide NPDES General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with the Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Order No 20120006-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002), adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) on July 17, 2012. In compliance with the NPDES permit, erosion potential during
construction of the Project would be managed with Best Management Practices (BMPs)
implemented on the Project site as part of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
during construction activities in accordance with NPDES requirements.
Also, once built the Project would increase impervious surface coverage on the Project site, which
could lead to erosion and loss of topsoil if stormwater is not conveyed and dissipated
appropriately. The Project site is already partially developed; however, the Project would increase
impervious surface area by approximately 17 percent (Anacal Engineering 2021). A PWQMP has
been prepared for the Project, which specifies preliminary measures to mitigate potential water
quality impacts that might result from Project operations (Anacal Engineering 2021). In the
existing condition, the majority of the Project site drains to existing grate inlets that are connected
to an existing City storm drain that traverses the Project site, which was constructed for the
adjacent residential development to the south. However, as part of the Project and as specified
in the PWQMP, stormwater flows would be redirected from throughout the Project site to a new
18-inch RCP. The RCP would collect and convey flows downslope to an underground infiltration
system, which would consist of two underground stormwater infiltration chambers within a portion
of APN 354-321-03. In the event of stormwater exceeding the design capture volume for the
underground infiltration chamber, excess water would be rerouted to the existing City storm drain
through an 18-inch RCP overflow pipe. Prior to flowing into the 18-inch RCP, at least 50 percent
of stormwater would be pre-treated for sediment, debris, and hydrocarbons using Filterra
stormwater biofiltration units. Catch basins would be installed with FloGard filters to capture trash
and debris. These improvements are depicted in Exhibit 17 and described in more detail in the
Project’s (PWQMP (Anacal Engineering 2021).
With implementation of a SWPPP during construction as well as construction and maintenance
of the BMPs specified in the grading plan and construction of a new drainage and infiltration
system, impacts related to erosion would be less than significant.
Question C: Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?
Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Threshold VII(a)(iv) above, the Project would not
be significantly impacted by on- or off-site landslides. Lateral spreading, a phenomenon
associated with liquefaction, is a function of ground shaking and may occur during an earthquake.
As discussed under the analysis of Threshold VII(a)(iii) above, impacts from seismic-related
ground failure related to liquefaction for the Project would be less than significant. Similarly, there
would be less than significant impacts related to lateral spreading. Land subsidence and collapse
can occur due to the loss of surface elevation from the removal of subsurface support, usually
due to the withdrawal of groundwater, oil, or natural gas. The Project involves no activities which
would increase risk of soil collapse. Therefore, less than significant impacts would result from the
Project related to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
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Question D: Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Section
1803.5.3 of the California Building Code (2010), creating substantial risks to
life or property?
Less Than Significant Impact. As stated in the soils report (Appendix D), the Project site
contains soils that possess a medium expansion potential (TGR Geotechnical, Inc. 2020). The
recommendations provided in the soils report account for the expansion potential of the on-site
soils, particularly related to concrete flatwork, which is any poured surface that moves along a
horizontal plane such as patios, walkways, sidewalks, foundations, driveways and any other flat
surface. Specifically, due to the presence of medium expansive soils, more than normal
movement of the flatwork installed as part of the Project is anticipated. This will be limited through
Project design, which has incorporated a thickened edge on flatwork (minimum of 12-inches)
and/or 6-inches of base under the flatwork. Also, the slab-on-grade foundation used for Project
structures shall comply with Section 1808.6.2 of the CBC (2019). Alternatively, the soils report
allows for the slab-on-grade to instead be supported on a minimum 2 feet of non-expansive soil
to reduce the impact of expansive soils. With implementation of recommendations from the soils
report, any potential effects related to expansive soils would be minimized. Therefore, less than
significant impacts would result from the Project related to this threshold, and no mitigation is
required.
Question E: Would the project 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?
No Impact. An existing septic tank and leach line system exists within the Project site, which is
used to treat and dispose of sewer water that is generated by the existing church. The Project
would not require any upgrades to the existing system or any new septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal system. Therefore, no impacts would occur related to this threshold and no
mitigation is required.
Question F: Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. A paleontological records search was requested
from the Natural History Museum (LACM) of Los Angeles County, Vertebrate Paleontology
Department and results were received on April 9, 2021. The results indicate that there are no
fossil localities that lie directly within the Project site; however, there are fossil localities nearby
from the same sedimentary deposits that occur in the Project site, either at the surface or at depth.
Therefore, the Project would not impact known paleontological resources; however, surface
sediments at and surrounding the Project site consists of Alluvium (Pleistocene) to unknown
formations (Pleistocene, sands) (silty fine-grained & massive sandstone). Deep excavation that
involves disturbance of native soils could result in the disturbance and/or destruction of
paleontological resources that may be present in deeper Pleistocene alluvial deposits that
underlie the Project site. Implementation of MM GEO-1 related to paleontological resources would
reduce this impact to a less than significant level.
Mitigation Program
The following mitigation measures are required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels
and they will be incorporated into the Mitigation Program for this IS/MND.
MM GEO 1

In the event that paleontological resources are inadvertently unearthed during
excavation activities, the contractor shall immediately cease all earth-disturbing
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activities within a 100-foot radius of the area of discovery and the contractor shall
contact the City immediately. The Applicant shall retain a qualified professional
paleontologist to evaluate the significance of the find, and in consultation with the
City, determine an appropriate course of action. If the paleontological resources
are found to be significant, the paleontologist, in consultation with the City, shall
determine appropriate actions for exploration and salvage. After the find has been
appropriately avoided or mitigated, work in the area may resume.
VIII.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Background Information and Regulatory Conditions
Climate change refers to any significant change in measures of climate (e.g., average
temperature, precipitation, or wind patterns) over a period of time. Climate change may result
from natural factors, natural processes, and human activities that change the composition of the
atmosphere and alter the surface and features of the land. Significant changes in global climate
patterns have recently been associated with global warming, which is an average increase in the
temperature of the atmosphere near the Earth’s surface; this is attributed to an accumulation of
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the atmosphere. GHGs trap heat in the atmosphere which,
in turn, increases the Earth’s surface temperature. Some GHGs occur naturally and are emitted
to the atmosphere through natural processes, while others are created and emitted solely through
human activities. The emission of GHGs through fossil fuel combustion in conjunction with other
human activities appears to be closely associated with global warming.
GHGs, as defined under California’s AB 32, include carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous
oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6).
General discussions on climate change often include water vapor, atmospheric ozone, and
aerosols in the GHG category. Water vapor and atmospheric ozone are not gases that are formed
directly in the construction or operation of development projects, nor can they be controlled in
these projects. Aerosols are not gases. While these elements have a role in climate change, they
are not considered by regulatory bodies, such as CARB, or climate change groups, such as the
California Climate Action Registry, as gases to be reported or analyzed for control. Therefore, no
further discussion of water vapor, atmospheric ozone, or aerosols is provided.
Regulatory Background
On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order (EO) S-3-05, which
calls for a reduction in GHG emissions to the year 2000 level by 2010, to year 1990 levels by
2020, and to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050.
The principal overall State plan and policy adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions
is Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006). AB 32 establishes
regulatory, reporting, and market mechanisms to achieve quantifiable reductions in GHG
emissions and establishes a cap on statewide GHG emissions. AB 32 recognizes that California
is the source of substantial amounts of GHG emissions. The statute states the following:
Global warming poses a serious threat to the economic well-being, public health,
natural resources, and the environment of California. The potential adverse
impacts of global warming include the exacerbation of air quality problems, a
reduction in the quality and supply of water to the state from the Sierra snowpack,
a rise in sea levels resulting in the displacement of thousands of coastal
businesses and residences, damage to marine ecosystems and the natural
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environment, and an increase in the incidences of infectious diseases, asthma,
and other human health-related problems.
In order to avert these consequences, AB 32 establishes a State goal of reducing GHG emissions
to 1990 levels by the year 2020, codifying the goal of EO S-3-05.
CARB approved a Climate Change Scoping Plan as required by AB 32 in 2008; this plan is
updated every five years as required. The Climate Change Scoping Plan proposes a
“comprehensive set of actions designed to reduce overall carbon GHG emissions in California,
improve our environment, reduce our dependence on oil, diversify our energy sources, save
energy, create new jobs, and enhance public health” (CARB 2008). The Climate Change Scoping
Plan has a range of GHG-reduction actions which include direct regulations, alternative
compliance mechanisms, monetary and non-monetary incentives, voluntary actions, marketbased mechanisms such as a cap-and-trade system, and an AB 32 implementation regulation to
fund the program. On February 10, 2014, CARB released the Draft Proposed First Update to the
Climate Change Scoping Plan (CARB 2014). The board approved the final First Update to the
Climate Change Scoping Plan on May 22, 2014. The first update describes California’s progress
towards AB 32 goals, stating that “California is on track to meet the near-term 2020 greenhouse
gas limit and is well positioned to maintain and continue reductions beyond 2020 as required by
AB 32” (CARB 2014). The latest update occurred in January 2017 and incorporates the 40 percent
reduction to 1990 emissions levels by 2030.
The Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008, Senate Bill (SB) 375,
established a process to coordinate land use planning, regional transportation plans, and funding
priorities in order to help California meet the GHG reduction goals established in AB 32. SB 375
required SCAG to incorporate a “sustainable communities strategy” (SCS) into its regional
transportation plans (RTPs) that will achieve GHG emission reduction targets though several
measures, including land use decisions. SCAG’s SCS is included in Connect SoCal, the SCAG
2020-2045 RTP/SCS (SCAG 2020). The goals and policies of the RTP/SCS that reduce vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) focus on transportation and land use planning that include building infill
projects; locating residents closer to where they work and play; and designing communities so
there is access to high quality transit service.
On April 29, 2015, Governor Brown signed EO B-30-15, which ordered an interim statewide GHG
emission reduction target to reduce GHG emissions to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 to
ensure California meets its target of reducing GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by
2050. Five key goals for reducing GHG emissions through 2030 include (1) increasing renewable
electricity to 50 percent; (2) doubling the energy efficiency savings achieved in existing buildings
and making heating fuels cleaner; (3) reducing petroleum use in cars and trucks by up to
50 percent; (4) reducing emissions of short-lived climate pollutants; and (5) managing farms,
rangelands, forests and wetlands to increasingly store carbon. EO B-30-15 also directs CARB to
update the Climate Change Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of million metric
tons of carbon dioxide equivalent.
On September 8, 2016, the Governor signed Senate Bill 32 (SB 32) to codify the GHG reduction
goals of EO B-30-15, requiring the State to reduce GHG emissions by 40 percent below 1990
levels by 2030 (Health and Safety Code Section 38566). As stated above, this goal is expected
to keep the State on track to meeting the goal set by EO S-3-05 of reducing GHG emissions by
80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050.
AB 197 was signed at the same time to ensure that the SB 32 goals are met by requiring CARB
to provide annual reports of GHGs, criteria pollutants, and TACs by facility, City and sub-county
level, and sector for stationary sources and at the County level for mobile sources. It also requires
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the CARB to prioritize specified emission reduction rules and regulations and to identify specified
information for emission reduction measures (e.g., alternative compliance mechanism, marketbased compliance mechanism, and potential monetary and nonmonetary incentive) when
updating the Scoping Plan.
SB 350, signed October 7, 2015, is the Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015. SB
350 is the implementation of some of the goals of EO B-30-15. The objectives of SB 350 are as
follows:
1. To increase from 33 percent to 50 percent, the procurement of our electricity from
renewable sources
2. To double the energy efficiency savings in electricity and natural gas final end uses of
retail customers through energy efficiency and conservation.
The text of SB 350 sets a December 31, 2030, target for 50 percent of electricity to be generated
from renewable sources. SB 350 also requires the State to double statewide energy efficiency
savings in electricity and natural gas end uses by 2030. Additionally, SB 350 sets requirements
for large utilities to develop and submit integrated resources plans (IRPs), which detail how utilities
would meet their customers’ resource needs, reduce GHG emissions, and integrate clean energy
resources (CEC 2021a).
On September 10, 2018, Governor Brown signed SB 100, the 100 Percent Clean Energy Act of
2018. SB 100 requires renewable energy and zero-carbon resources to supply 100 percent of
electric retail sales to end-use customers and 100 percent of electricity procured to serve state
agencies by December 31, 2045. This policy requires the transition to zero-carbon electric
systems that do not cause contributions to increase of GHG emissions elsewhere in the western
electricity grid (CEC 2021b). SB 100 also creates new standards for the Renewable Portfolio
Standard (RPS) goals established by SB 350 in 2015. Specifically, the bill increases required
energy from renewable sources for both investor-owned utilities and publicly owned utilities from
50 percent to 60 percent by 2030.
Further, on September 10, 2018, Governor Brown also signed California EO B-55-18, which sets
a new statewide goal of carbon neutrality as soon as possible, and no later than 2045 and achieve
net negative emissions thereafter. EO B-55-18 was added to the existing Statewide targets of
reducing GHG emissions, including the targets previously established by Governor Brown of
reducing emissions to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 (EO B-30-15 and SB 32), and by
Governor Schwarzenegger of reducing emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2040
(EO S-3-05).
SCAQMD Significance Criteria
On December 5, 2008, the SCAQMD Governing Board presented the staff proposal for a tiered
threshold approach wherein Tier 1 determines if a project qualifies for an applicable CEQA
exemption, Tier 2 determines consistency with GHG reduction plans, and Tier 3 proposes a
numerical screening value as a threshold. At their September 28, 2010, meeting, the Working
Group suggested a Tier 3 threshold of 3,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e)
per year for all land use types (SCAQMD 2010). Tier 4 determines if the project meets
performance standards. Tier 4 has three options: Option 1—percent emission reduction target;
Option 2—early implementation of applicable measures, and Option 3—sector-based standard.
Tier 5 determines mitigation for CEQA offsets. The SCAQMD recommended 3,000 MTCO2e
threshold for non-industrial uses is used for this analysis.
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The City of Anaheim has not officially adopted any GHG CEQA significance threshold. The City
defers to assessment methods and significance thresholds developed by the SCAQMD. This
impact analysis evaluates consistency with regulatory programs designed to reduce GHG
emissions and that contribute to the achievement of AB 32’s and SB 32’s goals as the primary
significance criterion. In addition, this impact analysis also evaluates the Project’s estimated
emissions compared to the SCAQMD threshold (as discussed above).
Question A: Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
Less Than Significant Impact. Based on the Project’s construction activities, the principal
source of construction-phase GHG emissions would be internal combustion engines of
construction equipment, on-road construction vehicles, and workers’ commuting vehicles. GHG
emissions from construction activities were calculated with the CalEEMod model and are
described above in response to the air quality thresholds. The estimated construction GHG
emissions for the Project would be 180 MTCO2e, as shown in Table 12.
TABLE 12
ESTIMATED GREENHOUSE GAS
EMISSIONS FROM CONSTRUCTION
Year
2021
2022
Total

Emissions
(MTCO2e)
59
121
180

MTCO2e: metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
Notes:

Detailed calculations are provided in Appendix A.

Operational GHG emissions would come primarily from vehicle trips. Other sources of operational
GHG emissions would include purchased electricity; water supply and treatment; solid waste
disposal; and fossil-fueled landscaping and maintenance equipment. Table 13 shows the annual
GHG emissions from Project’s operations.
TABLE 13
ESTIMATED ANNUAL GREENHOUSE GAS
EMISSIONS FROM PROJECT OPERATION
Source

Emissions
(MTCO2e/yr)

Area

<1

Energy

72

Mobile

103

Waste

21

Water

7

Total Operational Emissions

205

MTCO2e/yr: metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year
Notes:

Totals may not add due to rounding variances.

Detailed calculations are provided in Appendix A.
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Because impacts from construction activities occur over a relatively short period of time, they
contribute a relatively small portion of the overall lifetime project GHG emissions. In addition, GHG
emission reduction measures for construction equipment are relatively limited. The SCAQMD
recommends that construction emissions be amortized over a 30-year project lifetime so that
GHG reduction measures address construction GHG emissions as part of the operational GHG
reduction strategies (SCAQMD 2008b). Therefore, construction and operational emissions are
combined by amortizing the construction and operations over an assumed 30-year project
lifetime. This combination is shown in Table 14 using the Project’s amortized construction and
operational emissions.
TABLE 14
ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT ANNUAL
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Emissions
(MTCO2e/yr)

Source

6a

Construction (Amortized)
Operations (Table 13)

205
Totalb

SCAQMD-Recommended Threshold)
Exceeds Threshold?

211
3,000
No

MTCO2e/yr: metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year
a
b

Total derived by dividing construction emissions (see Table 12) by 30.
Total annual emissions are the sum of amortized construction emissions
and operational emissions.

The SCAQMD has proposed, but not adopted, a threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year for nonindustrial land use projects. As shown, the estimated GHG emissions from the Project would be
less than ten percent of the suggested threshold. Therefore, the Project would have less than
significant impacts related to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
Less Than Significant Impact. The principal State plan and policy adopted for the purpose of
reducing GHG emissions is the AB 32 Scoping Plan. The goals of AB 32 include reducing GHG
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and adapting to climate change. There are a number of GHG
reduction plans that have been adopted on the State and regional level. The Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) adopted the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, known as Connect
SoCal, for the six-county region including Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino and Ventura Counties (SCAG 2020). The RTP/SCS seeks to improve the mobility,
sustainability and economies of this region. This Plan demonstrates how the region would reduce
transportation emissions to comply with Senate Bill 375 (SB 375). This is achieved by numerous
transportation related programs and projects which seek to improve the operational efficiency of
the transportation network, promote mass transit and non-automobile forms of transportation, and
fulfill the requirements for the SCS to reduce GHG emissions.
The City of Anaheim has not adopted a Climate Action Plan (CAP), and the SCAQMD has not
adopted standards for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The Anaheim Public Utilities
Department (APUD) has also outlined a plan to transition their Renewable Portfolio Standard
(RPS) to clean energy resources and has increased the procurement of renewable resources
since 2003 through its Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), approved by City Council and the
California Energy Commission (CEC) in 2018 (Anaheim 2021). The IRP established goals such
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as a 50 percent RPS by 2030, which is consistent with the requirements of SB 350, which requires
all California electric utilities to increase the use of renewable resources to serve customer load
to 50 percent by 2030. Senate Bill (SB) 100, enacted on September 10, 2018, expanded the
renewable procurement target from 50 percent to 60 percent by 2030. Anaheim has performed
an initial assessment of the new requirement and will incorporate the full-scale portfolio analysis
into the next update to the IRP, which is due in 2023. Additionally, APUD prepared a GHG
Reduction Plan in 2020 to update the City’s 2015 GHG Reduction Plan and outline new GHG
reduction targets (APUD 2020). The 2020 GHG Reduction Plan set targets for 2020, 2030 and
2045, which are consistent with the targets of SB 350 and SB 100 for increased RPS standards.
Although APUD’s reduction goals are not directly applicable to the Project, APUD’s GHG
reductions would also reduce the Project’s GHG emissions because APUD is the utility provider
for the Project.
Project related emissions would be substantially less than the SCAQMD-recommended screening
threshold, as shown in Table 14, and would result in less than significant impacts. The Project
would continue to meet the religious needs of the local community that it serves with additional
capacity at the Project site. GHG emissions associated with vehicle travel to Project site is
anticipated to continue to be reduced with the increasing adoption of electric vehicle usage in
Southern California. As discussed previously, utility related GHG emissions from electricity
consumption from the Project would also decrease over time in compliance with SB 350 and SB
100. Electricity related emissions from utilities produced to fuel electric vehicles would likewise
decrease. As such, the SCAQMD does not consider the Project to result in a significant quantity
of GHG emissions. The Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation of
State, regional, or local agencies and the impact would be less than significant.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
IX.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The information in this section is partly derived from the Environmental Data Resources (EDR)
Radius Map Report with GeoCheck that was prepared for the Project by EDR in 2021
(Appendix E).
Question A: Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would not involve the routine use, transport,
handling, or storage of hazardous materials on-site. The proposed land use for the Project is a
community church. The Project would result in the on-site handling of materials that are common
in similar developments, such as commercial cleansers, solvents, and other janitorial or
industrial-use materials; paints; and landscape fertilizers/pesticides. While these common
materials are technically labeled as “hazardous”, the presence of such materials is common in
most proposed developments and their transport and use is considered a less than significant
impact with implementation of RR HAZ-1, which requires compliance with existing federal, State,
and local regulations regarding hazardous material use, storage, disposal, and transport. The
proposed land use would not generate hazardous emissions, nor would daily church operations
involve hazardous materials that would create a hazard to the public or environment.
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Question B: Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
Less Than Significant Impact. Project construction activities routinely involve the use and
handling of limited volumes of commonly used hazardous materials, such as petroleum (fuel),
paints, adhesives, and solvents. During construction, there is a limited risk of spills and/or
accidental release of hazardous materials that are used for the operation and maintenance of
construction equipment. The on-site temporary handling, storage, and usage of these materials
would be subject to applicable local, State, and/or federal regulations. As required by RR HAZ-1,
any hazardous materials used during construction would also be transported, used, stored, and
disposed of according to any applicable local, State, and/or federal regulations.
The structures within the Project site that would be remodeled, removed, or otherwise altered by
the Project were all developed since 1988, when the church was first established. Asbestoscontaining materials (ACMs) and lead-based paint (LBP) were generally no longer utilized
commonly in building materials after 1978. Therefore, ACMs and LBP are not likely to be present
within interior and/or exterior materials and surfaces. With implementation of RR HAZ-1, the
Project would have less than significant impacts related to this threshold and no mitigation is
required.
Question C: Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is approximately 0.25-mile from Running Springs
Elementary School, which is located southwest of the Project site at 8670 Running Springs Drive.
The Project involves the expansion of a community church and does not include any features that
would result in hazardous emissions during operation. The Project would not develop land uses
that involve the use, storage, or transport of hazardous materials that represent a significant
hazard to the public or the environment. During Project operations, the Project would result in the
routine on-site handling of materials that are common in similar developments, such as
commercial cleansers, solvents, and other janitorial or industrial-use materials; paints; and
landscape fertilizers/pesticides. Less than significant impacts would result related to this
threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Question D: Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?
No Impact. Section 65962.5 requires the development of a hazardous waste and substances site
list, also known as the Cortese List, which provides the location of known hazardous materials
release sites. Based on a review of the EDR Radius Map Report with Geocheck prepared for the
Project site by EDR in 2021, the following facilities were listed adjacent to the site. Search
parameters were based on a one-mile radius of the Project site and consisted of a search of
federal, State, local, tribal, and other databases. The complete list of databases and additional
information regarding the identified sites can be found in Appendix E.
The Industrial Asphalt Plant (former) and Owl Rock New Star sites are located at 9010 East Santa
Ana Canyon Road, which is approximately 0.42-mile east of the Project site at a lower elevation.
That property’s past uses have resulted in soil contamination with hydrocarbon solvents. The
property owner has implemented a voluntary cleanup program on that site. A report of a leaking
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underground storage tank (LUST), which leaked diesel fuel into the soil, also occurred on this
property. The Industrial Asphalt Plant/Robertson’s Ready Mix site is separately listed at 24000
Santa Ana Canyon Road, which is 0.31-mile east of the Project site, at a lower elevation relative
to the Project site. Soil contamination is recorded at that site from a LUST, including diesel fuel
oil and additives, as well as leaded and unleaded gasoline.
Also, the Project site is approximately 0.25-mile from Running Springs Elementary School, which
is located southwest of the Project site at 8670 Running Springs Drive at a higher elevation that
the Project site. Running Springs Elementary School is listed in the EnviroStor database. The
records are related to ongoing monitoring of the site that occurred as part of the Department of
Toxic Substances Control’s (DTSC’s) Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program (SMBRP).
No contaminants were found as part of these investigations.
According to the EDR Radius Map, no hazardous materials sites were identified within the
boundaries of the Project site. Of the hazardous materials sites identified in the project vicinity,
none of the identified sites pose a hazard to the Project site. No impacts related to known
hazardous materials sites would occur, and no mitigation is required.
Question 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 for people residing or working in the project area?
No Impact. The Project site is not located within an adopted Airport Land Use Plan or in the
vicinity of a private airstrip, heliport, or helistop. The nearest airport is Corona Municipal Airport
located in the City of Corona, approximately 6.75 miles northeast of the Project site.
Implementation of the Project would not impact the airport facilities or their operation; no mitigation
would be required.
Question F: Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
No Impact. The City of Anaheim’s Emergency Operations Plan was adopted by the Anaheim City
Council on May 9, 2017 (Anaheim 2017). This plan provides an overview of potential hazards
affecting the City, as well as general policy-level guidance related to future development within
the City. The Project does not conflict with the Emergency Operations Plan. Furthermore, the
Project would not physically affect or interfere with the evacuation routes identified on the City’s
“Know Your Way Page”, which provides guidance on developing primary and secondary
evacuation routes in case of wildfire, flood, or earthquake events. The “Know Your Way Page”
shows westbound East Santa Ana Canyon Road as a major route west connecting evacuees to
Weir Canyon Road and ultimately to westbound SR-91 (Anaheim 2021b). The Project site is
located along East Santa Ana Canyon Road, which is a primary arterial in the City. Construction
activity would be confined to the Project site and would not interfere with vehicle movement or
emergency access along the roadway. The Project does not include characteristics that would
physically impair or otherwise interfere with emergency response or evacuation in the vicinity of
the Project. As detailed in Section XVII, Transportation, any impacts related to increased vehicular
traffic resulting from the Project would be less than significant; therefore, the Project would not
interfere with the movement of emergency vehicles or those evacuating along local roadways.
The Project would not conflict with the City’s Emergency Operations Plan or any other applicable
emergency response or evacuation plan, no impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.
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Question G: Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly,
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located entirely within a Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) as identified in the California Fire Hazard Severity Zone Viewer using
data provided by California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE 2021). A Fire
Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ) is a mapped area that designates zones, based on factors such as
fuel, slope, and fire weather, with varying degrees of fire hazard ranging including, moderate,
high, and very high. FHSZ maps evaluate wildfire hazards, which are physical conditions that
create a likelihood that an area will burn over a 30- to 50-year period. The Project involves the
expansion of an existing church within a Project site that has been previously graded and
developed. As such, people (e.g., congregants, staff) and structures within the Project site are
already susceptible to wildfire risks. The Project would add buildings and additional capacity to
the existing church activities, which would result in the potential for more people and structures
to be exposed to wildfire risk. According to the Applicant, no existing fuel modification
requirements exist for the Project site (e.g., the existing church). However, Chapter 6.16 of the
City Municipal Code requires that all property owners across the City abate noxious vegetation
on their properties, which applies to vegetation that might pose a wildfire risk.
Furthermore, the Project site is located within a Special Protection Area of the City as designated
by the Fire Department. The City continues to refine procedures and processes to minimize the
risk of fire hazards in the Special Protection Area including: requiring new development to utilize
fire-resistant building materials; incorporating fire sprinklers as appropriate; incorporating
defensible space requirements; requiring compliance with Anaheim Fire Department Fuel
Modification Guidelines; requiring development to use plant materials that are compatible with
surrounding natural vegetation; and providing wet or irrigated zones when required. With
implementation of City requirements related to weed abatement as well as the provision of fire
sprinklers on all new and relocated structures, less than significant impacts would result related
to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
Regulatory Requirement
RR HAZ-1

Activities at the Project site shall comply with existing federal, State, and local
regulations regarding hazardous material use, storage, disposal, and transport to
prevent Project-related risks to public health and safety. All on-site generated
waste that meets hazardous waste criteria shall be stored, manifested,
transported, and disposed of in accordance with the California Code of Regulations
(Title 22) and in a manner to the satisfaction of the local Certified Unified Program
Agency (CUPA), as applicable. Any hazardous materials removed from the Project
site shall be transported only by a Licensed Hazardous Waste Hauler, who shall
be in compliance with all applicable State and federal requirements, including
U.S. Department of Transportation regulations under Title 49 (Hazardous
Materials Transportation Act) and Title 40, Section 263 (Subtitle C of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act) of the Code of Federal Regulations; California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) standards; and Division of Occupational
Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) standards.
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X.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Question A: Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water
quality?
Less Than Significant Impact. This section discusses the Project’s potential construction- and
operational-related water quality impacts.
Construction-Related Water Quality Impacts
The Project could result in short-term construction impacts to surface water quality
from demolition, grading, and other construction-related activities. Stormwater runoff from
the Project site during construction could contain soils and sediments from these activities. Also,
spills or leaks from heavy equipment and machinery, construction staging areas, and/or building
sites can also enter runoff and typically include petroleum products such as fuel, oil and grease,
and heavy metals.
The SWRCB has issued the Statewide NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with the Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Order No 2012-0006-DWQ,
NPDES No. CAS000002, adopted by the SWRCB on July 17, 2012). Under this Construction
General Permit, individual NPDES permits or Construction General Permit coverage must be
obtained for discharges of stormwater from construction sites with a disturbed area of one or more
acres. Since the Project site is 14.79-acres, coverage under the General Permit for Discharges
of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity is required. To obtain coverage, the
Developer must retain the services of a certified Qualified SWPPP Developer to prepare a
SWPPP for the Project. The Developer, or the contractor if specifically delegated, would
electronically submit permit registration documents prior to beginning construction activities in the
Storm Water Multi-Application Report Tracking System, which would consist of a Notice of
Initiation, Risk Assessment, Post-Construction Calculations, a site map, the SWPPP, a signed
certification statement, and the first annual fee. Project construction would also adhere to the
South Coast Air Quality Management District’s Rule 402 (Nuisance) and Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust)
to avoid and minimize dust from leaving the site.
Construction activities are not anticipated to directly encounter groundwater, as levels are
anticipated to be more than 18.5 feet below ground surface at the Project site (Anacal Engineering
2021), which is well below the depth of proposed excavation.
Adherence to applicable regulatory requirements would ensure that Project short-term impacts to
surface water quality during construction would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
required.
Operational Water Quality Impacts
The Project is located in the Santa Ana River Basin. Specifically, the Project Site drains to existing
grate inlets that are connected to an existing City storm drain, which traverses the Project site
and flows north to the Santa Ana River. The SWRCB maintains the 303(d) List of Impaired Water
Bodies, which identifies water bodies where water quality indicators exceed acceptable
thresholds. The Project site drains directly to the Santa Ana River, which is a 303(d)-listed
impaired water body for indicator bacteria (Anacal Engineering 2021). The Santa Ana RWQCB
develops and implements total maximum daily loads to address water quality impairments and
help achieve water quality standards. Water quality is also governed through NPDES stormwater
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discharge permits issued to municipalities, construction sites, and industrial facilities to control
non-point-source pollutants in stormwater discharges to surface waters.
According to the PWQMP that was prepared for the Project, general pollutants that may result
from Project operations, which are also known as project priority pollutants of concern, include
suspended solids/sediment, nutrients, heavy metals, pathogens (bacteria/virus), pesticides, oil
and grease, toxic organic compounds, and trash and debris (Anacal Engineering 2021). In the
existing condition, the majority of the Project site drains to existing grate inlets that are connected
to an existing City storm drain that traverses the Project site, which was constructed to serve the
adjacent residential development to the south. Instead, the Project would redirect stormwater
flows from throughout the Project site to a new 18-inch RCP. The RCP would collect and convey
flows downslope to an underground infiltration system, which would consist of two underground
stormwater infiltration chambers within a portion of APN 354-321-03. In the event of stormwater
exceeding the design capture volume for the underground infiltration chamber, excess water
would be rerouted to the existing City storm drain via an 18-inch RCP overflow pipe. Prior to
flowing into the 18-inch RCP, at least 50 percent of stormwater would be pre-treated for sediment,
debris, and hydrocarbons using Filterra stormwater biofiltration units. Catch basins would be
installed with FloGard filters to capture trash and debris. These improvements are depicted in
Exhibit 17, Water Quality Best Management Practices, and described in more detail in the
Project’s PWQMP (Anacal Engineering 2021). These drainage improvements have been
incorporated into the Project design based on the recommendations of the PWQMP to minimize
impacts related to stormwater quality and increased stormwater volumes generated from Project
implementation. Therefore, construction and operation of these basins would adequately treat
stormwater runoff and a less than significant impact would occur; no mitigation would be required.
Question B: Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently served by two wells, which would
continue to provide water for the Project. The Project would result in a minor increase in demand
for groundwater above what is currently required for the existing church; however, this increase
in demand would not be substantial relative to the overall capacity of the Orange County
Groundwater Basin (OCWD 2015). Additionally, the Project would not interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge as the Project has incorporated stormwater infiltration as required in the
PWQMP, which would minimize impacts related to the Project’s minor increases in impervious
surface coverage compared to pre-Project conditions (Anacal Engineering 2021). Therefore, the
Project would have less than significant impacts related to groundwater supplies and groundwater
recharge and no mitigation is required.
Question C: Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
Less Than Significant Impact. As described above in response to threshold X(a), the Project
has the potential to result in erosion and siltation during construction. Development and
implementation of a SWPPP for the Project would ensure potential effects related to erosion and
siltation are reduced to less than significant levels during construction. Also, as discussed above
under threshold X(a), appropriate drainage and stormwater improvements have been
incorporated into the Project’s design, which would reduce potential for erosion and siltation
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during Project operations. Given these considerations, less than significant impacts would result
from the Project and no mitigation is required.
Question C: Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or offsite;
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff.
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would result in an increase of impervious surface
coverage within the Project site of approximately 16.4 percent or 42,579 square feet (Anacal
Engineering 2021). The addition of impervious surface has the potential to permanently increase
appropriate drainage and stormwater improvements have been incorporated in the Project’s
design which would convey, retain, and treat stormwater prior to it being conveyed off-site along
natural drainage courses that exist in the pre-Project condition. Therefore, less than significant
impacts would result related to these thresholds, and no mitigation is required.
Question C: Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?
Less Than Significant Impact. According to a review of the National Flood Hazard Layer (NFHL)
Viewer maintained by FEMA, the Project site is located within FIRM Panel 06059C0180J. The
entire Project site is outside the active 100- and 500-year floodplains. Also, the Project site is not
located within the dam inundation zones established downslope of the Prado Dam, Carbon
Canyon Dam, or Walnut Canyon Reservoir (Anaheim 2020a). The Project would provide drainage
improvements to receive, convey, detain, and treat stormwater within the Project site consistent
with the Project’s PWQMP (Anacal Engineering 2021). Therefore, the Project would provide
adequate drainage and conveyance within the site and impacts to flood flows would be less than
significant; no mitigation is required.
Question D: Would the project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to project inundation?
Less Than Significant Impact. As noted above in response to threshold X(c)(iv), the Project site
is not within an active floodplain; therefore, there would be minimal risk of on- or off-site flooding
that would result from the Project. The Project is not near the ocean or other water body with the
potential to be at risk of seismically-induced tidal phenomena. Furthermore, the Project would not
utilize, store, or otherwise contain pollutants that would be at risk of release if inundated.
Therefore, hazards related to the potential release of pollutants due to inundation caused by a
flood, tsunami, and/or seiche are considered to be negligible. A less than significant impact would
result from the Project related to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
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Question E: Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Santa Ana RWQCB prepares and maintains the Water
Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Basin Plan). The Basin Plan sets water quality
standards in the Santa Ana River Basin by establishing beneficial uses for specific water bodies
and designating numerical and narrative water quality objectives. The Basin Plan sets water
quality objectives for the Project site and its surrounding areas. Water quality thresholds identified
in the Basin Plan are intended to reduce pollutant discharge and ensure that water bodies are of
sufficient quality to meet their designated beneficial uses. The Project would not conflict with the
water quality standards outlined in the Basin Plan or worsen water quality conditions in any
303(d)-listed water body. As discussed above in response to threshold X(a), pollutant discharge
during construction would be avoided through compliance with the Construction General Permit
including the preparation and implementation of a SWPPP. Once the Project is constructed, the
Project would consist of an expanded community church. Pollutants generated during Project
operations would be treated using the best management practices identified in the Project’s
PWQMP. Therefore, the Project would not be a source of pollutants for downstream water bodies
and the Project would thereby not conflict with the Basin Plan.
The Orange County Water District (OCWD) has adopted a Groundwater Management Plan for
the sustainable management of the Orange County Groundwater basin (OCWD 2015). The
Project would not interfere with any of the water supply monitoring efforts or infiltration areas
outlined in the Groundwater Management Plan, nor would the Project impact any of the recharge
facilities, groundwater replenishment processes, or seawater intrusion and barrier management
activities that are listed in the plan.
Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts related to this threshold and
no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
XI.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Question A: Would the project physically divide an established community?
No Impact. As shown in the aerial photograph provided as Exhibit 2, the Project site is currently
developed with a church, which is physically isolated from other nearby development. The only
public access point to the Project site is in the north at the property line with East Santa Ana
Canyon Road. The Project would expand the existing church facilities. No impact would occur
related to physically dividing an established community, and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Less Than Significant Impact. Kindred Community Church is currently located on the Project
site, and the Project consists of the expansion of this existing use.
The majority of the property is located within the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) Zone;
however, a small portion (approximately two acres) is located within The Summit of Anaheim Hills
Specific Plan (SP88-2) Zone.
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The Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1) identifies the Project site as a future church with
an underlying Open Space land use; however, SP88-1 does not include any detailed standards
or procedures for the development of the church. SP88-1 includes a brief discussion that an 11acre church is planned in the northeast portion of the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan area. SP881 notes that the details of the proposed church would be addressed in a subsequent application
(Anaheim 1988a). SP88-1 states that the standards of the Open Space Zone in Chapter
18.14 (Public and Special Purpose Zones) of the City’s Municipal Code shall apply for the areas
shown as open space on the Sycamore Canyon Development Plan Map, such as the Project site.
Pursuant to Chapter 18.14 of the City’s Municipal Code, the existing church and proposed
expansion of the church under the Project would be conditionally permitted uses.
In addition to the City-wide sign requirements codified in Chapter 18.44 of the City’s Municipal
Code, SP88-1 also includes requirements for signage in the Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan in
Section 18.102.150 of the Municipal Code. These requirements have been incorporated into the
relocated monument signage, which will be reviewed and approved by the City as part of a future
and separate discretionary action.
The Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan (SP88-2) similarly identifies the Project site as a future
church with an underlying Open Space land use in mapping but does not include any detailed
standards or procedures for the development of the church (Anaheim 1988b). As outlined in the
Open Space Standards for the Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan, which are codified at
Section 18.104.080 of the City’s Municipal Code, the existing church and proposed expansion of
the church under the Project are conditionally permitted uses. SP88-2 includes additional
requirements for signage; however, none of the Project signage would occur within any parcels
zoned as SP88-2, so these policies are not applicable.
The City originally approved a CUP for the church in 1988 as a semi-enclosed “garden church”
by CUP 3032. In 1998, the City subsequently approved the existing church by CUP 4033. This
CUP permitted a 29,503-square foot church with accessory day care center, fellowship hall, and
multi-purpose building in conjunction with existing modular buildings. The City subsequently
amended the CUP in 1998 to add a parsonage home; in 2004 to allow 5,611 addition to the
fellowship hall; and, in 2008 to add three modular units for Sunday school classrooms.
The entire property is within the SC Overlay Zone, and the Project has been designed to be
consistent with the requirements for this zone.
As part of the City’s design review process and amendment to the CUP for the Project site, the
Project has been reviewed by the City to ensure compliance with applicable plans, policies, and
regulations. Given that the Project would not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality, the Project would result in less than significant impacts related to this
threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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XII.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Question A: Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
Question B: Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?
No Impact. The CGS provides information about California’s non-fuel mineral resources. The
primary focus of the Mineral Resources Project administered by CGS is to classify lands
throughout the State that contain regionally significant mineral resources as mandated by State
law. According to the CGS, the Project site is not located within a Mineral Resource Zone or within
any areas of the City identified as containing mineral resources of regional significance. The
Project consists of the redevelopment of an existing church property, which has no substantial
value to the State or region as a source of mineral resources. Therefore, development of the
Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource delineated on a
local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan as there are no known mineral resources
or mineral resource recovery sites within the Project site. No related impact would occur, and no
mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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XIII.

NOISE

Noise Background Information and Regulatory Conditions
Noise is typically defined as unwanted sound and is described in terms of a sound’s intensity or
loudness, pitch, and duration. The ambient noise environment is comprised of stationary and
mobile noise sources. Stationary noise sources occur in a single location and may be constant or
short-term in nature; mobile noise sources are typically transportation-related and are generally
not considered a constant noise source.
The physical measure of sound, or sound level, is measured in decibels (dB), which are based
on a logarithmic scale. Therefore, a doubling of the energy of a noise source, such as doubling of
traffic volume, would increase the noise level by 3 dB; a halving of the energy would result in a
3 dB decrease. Everyday sounds normally range from 30 dB (very quiet) to 100 dB (very loud).
The A-weighted decibel scale relates noise to human sensitivity. Common noise levels are
measured in terms of the “A-weighted decibel”, abbreviated dBA. Table 15 provides examples of
various noises and their typical A-weighted noise level.
TABLE 15
TYPICAL NOISE LEVELS
Common Outdoor Activities

Noise Level
(dBA)
110

Common Indoor Activities
Rock Band

Jet fly-over at 300 m (1,000 ft)

100

Gas Lawn Mower at 1 m (3 ft)

90

Diesel Truck at 15 m (50 ft), at 80 km/hr
(50 mph)

80

Food Blender at 1 m (3 ft)

Noisy Urban Area, Daytime Gas Lawn
Mower at 30 m (100 ft)

70

Vacuum Cleaner at 3 m (10 ft)

Commercial Area Heavy Traffic at 90 m
(300 ft)

60

Normal speech at 1 m (3 ft)

Quiet Urban Daytime

50

Large Business Office Dishwasher in Next
Room

Quiet Urban Nighttime

40

Theater, Large Conference Room

Quiet Suburban Nighttime

30

Library

Quiet Rural Nighttime
Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing

20

Bedroom at Night, Concert Hall

10

Broadcast/Recording Studio

0

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing

dBA: A-weighted decibels; m: meter; km/hr: kilometers per hour; ft: feet; mph: miles per hour
Source: Caltrans 2009.
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Although human perception of sound is somewhat subjective, it is widely accepted that the
average healthy ear (1) can barely perceive an increase or decrease of 3 dBA; (2) can perceive
a change of 3 dBA in outdoor environments; and (3) can notice that an increase of 10 dBA sounds
twice as loud.
Noise, or sound over a period of time, can be measured using a number of methods. The two
most common methods are the community noise equivalent (CNEL) and the equivalent sound
level (Leq). The average noise levels over a period of minutes or hours is expressed as dBA Leq.
Leq can be measured for any time period. The CNEL scale represents the average of 24 hourly
noise measurements and adjusts or penalizes the dBA during certain sensitive time periods to
account for increased noise sensitivity during the evening and nighttime periods. The evening
time period (7:00 PM to 10:00 PM) penalizes noises by 5 dBA, while nighttime (10:00 PM to
7:00 AM) noises are penalized by 10 dBA.
Regulatory Setting
State of California
Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations, also known as the California Building Standards
Code, establishes building standards applicable to all occupancies throughout the State (CBSC
2019). Section 1207.11.2 requires that residential structures, other than detached single-family
dwellings, be designed to prevent the intrusion of exterior noise so that the interior noise
attributable to exterior sources shall not exceed 45 dBA CNEL in any habitable room. This
requirement is most applicable to the expanded community church use. Section 1207.12 states,
“if interior allowable noise levels are met by requiring that windows be unopenable or closed, the
design for the structure must also specify a ventilation or air-conditioning system to provide a
habitable interior requirement. The ventilation system must not compromise the dwelling unit or
guest room noise reduction.”
City of Anaheim
The following sections of the City of Anaheim’s Municipal Code apply to the Project:
6.70.010

ESTABLISHED.

Sound produced in excess of the sound pressure levels permitted herein are hereby
determined to be objectionable and constitute an infringement upon the right and quiet
enjoyment of property in this City.
No person shall within the City create any sound radiated for extended periods from any
premises which produces a sound pressure level at any point on the property line in
excess of sixty decibels (Re 0.0002 Microbar) read on the A-scale of a sound level meter.
Readings shall be taken in accordance with the instrument manufacturer’s instructions,
using the slowest meter response.
The sound level measuring microphone shall be placed at any point on the property line,
but not closer than three (3) feet from any wall and not less than three (3) feet above the
ground, where the above listed maximum sound pressure level shall apply. At any point
the measured level shall be the average of not less than three (3) readings taken at two
(2) minute intervals. To have valid readings, the levels must be five (5) decibels or more
above the levels prevailing at the same point when the sources of the alleged
objectionable sound are not operating.
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Sound pressure levels shall be measured with a sound level meter manufactured
according to American Standard S1.4-1961 published by the American Standards
Association, Inc., New York City, New York.
Traffic sounds sound created by emergency activities and sound created by governmental
units or their contractors shall be exempt from the applications of this chapter. Sound
created by construction or building repair of any premises within the City shall be exempt
from the applications of this chapter during the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Additional
work hours may be permitted if deemed necessary by the Director of Public Works or
Building Official. (Ord. 2526 § 1 (part); June 18, 1968; Ord. 3400 § 1; February 11, 1975:
Ord. 6020 § 1; April 25, 2006.)
6.72.010

PURPOSE.

This City Council enacts this legislation for the sole purpose of securing and promoting
the public health, comfort, safety, and welfare of its citizenry. While recognizing that certain
uses of sound-amplifying equipment are protected by the constitutional rights of freedom
of speech and assembly, the City Council, nevertheless, feels obligated to reasonably
regulate the use of sound-amplifying equipment in order to protect the correlative
constitutional rights of the citizens of this community to privacy and freedom from public
nuisance of loud and raucous noise (Ord. 4059 § 1 (part); October 9, 1979; Ord. 5941 § 1
(part); September 14, 2004.)
6.72.020

REGULATION OF AMPLIFIED SOUND.

Notwithstanding the provisions of Chapter 6.70 of this code, it shall be unlawful for any
person to use or operate, or cause to be used or operated, within the City of Anaheim any
sound-amplifying equipment in a fixed or movable position, or mounted upon any vehicle,
except when used or operated in compliance with the following provisions:
.010 In all residential zones and within two hundred feet of any boundary thereof, no
sound-amplifying equipment shall be operated or used for commercial purposes, except
sound-amplifying equipment may be used for commercial purposes upon a moving vehicle
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. to announce the presence of such vehicle
in an area or location for commercial purposes; provided that such sound-amplifying
equipment shall not be used during periods that the vehicle is stopped, parked or
otherwise in a stationary position..
.020 In all residential zones and within two hundred feet of any boundary thereof, no
sound-amplifying equipment shall be operated or used for noncommercial purposes
between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. of the following day.
.030 In all non-residential zones, except such portions thereof as may be included
within two hundred feet of the boundary of any residential zone, the operation or use of
sound-amplifying equipment for commercial purposes is prohibited between the hours of
9:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. of the following day.
.040 In all non-residential zones, except such portions thereof as may be included
within two hundred feet of the boundary of any residential zone, the operation or use of
sound-amplifying equipment for noncommercial purposes is prohibited between the hours
of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. of the following day.
.050 Sound emanating from sound-amplifying equipment shall not be audible to a
person of normal hearing acuity within an enclosed building (other than a building within
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which the sound emanate) at a distance in excess of two hundred feet from the soundamplifying equipment.
.060 In no event shall the sound-amplifying equipment be unreasonably loud,
raucous, jarring or disturbing to a person of normal sensitiveness within the area of
audibility, or disturb the peace or quiet of any neighborhood.
.070 It shall be unlawful for any person to operate or use any sound-amplifying
equipment within, upon or adjacent to the premises of any hospital, school, or publicly
owned or operated arena, stadium, convention center or auditorium, while in use, in a
manner which disturbs, disrupts or interferes with the conduct of any event, business or
activity of any nature then occurring within such building or premises. Nothing contained
in this subsection shall be deemed to prohibit any conduct which is otherwise prohibited
by California Penal Code Sections 302 or 403, or any other provision of State law. (Ord.
4059 § 1 (part); October 9, 1979; Ord. 5781 § 1; September 25, 2001; Ord. 5941 § 1 (part);
September 14, 2004.)
6.73.020 NOISE RESTRICTIONS.
It shall be unlawful and constitute a public nuisance for any owner or responsible person
to conduct or allow to be conducted any party or similar event from which loud and
unreasonable noise originates between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.
Continuation of any activity prohibited by this section after written notification by a peace
officer as provided in Section 6.73.030 that the activity is disturbing the comfort, health,
peace, safety, quiet enjoyment or repose of one or more other persons shall be prima
facie evidence of willful intent within the meaning of Section 6.73.010.010.(Ord. 5337 § 1
(part); October 20, 1992: Ord. 6259 § 1 (part); November 20, 2012.)
In the City of Anaheim General Plan Noise Element, the City adopted land use-noise compatibility
standards shown in Table 16.
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TABLE 16
LAND USE COMPATIBILITY FOR NOISE EXPOSURE

Land Use Category
Residential – Low-Density Single-Family,
Duplex, Mobile Homes

Community Noise Exposure
Ldn or CNEL, dB
60
65
70
75
80

55

85

Residential – Multiple-Family Homes

Transient Lodging - Motels, Hotels

Schools, Libraries, Churches, Hospitals,
Nursing Homes
Auditoriums, Concert Halls,
Amphitheaters
Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator Sports

Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks

Golf Courses, Riding Stables, Water
Recreation, Cemeteries
Office Buildings, Business, Commercial
and Professional
Industrial, Manufacturing, Utilities,
Agriculture
Normally
Acceptable
Specified land use is
satisfactory based upon the
assumption that any
buildings involved are of
normal, conventional
construction, without any
special noise insulation
requirements.

Conditionally
Acceptable

Normally
Unacceptable

New construction or development
should be undertaken only after a
detailed analysis of the noise
reduction requirement is made
and needed noise insulation
features are included in the
design. Conventional construction,
but with closed windows and fresh
air supply systems or air
conditioning, will normally suffice.

New construction or
development should generally
be discouraged. If new
construction or development
does proceed, a detailed
analysis of the noise
reduction requirements must
be made and needed noise
insulation features included in
the design. Outdoor areas
must be shielded.
Ldn: day-night noise level; CNEL: Community Noise Equivalent Level; dB: decibels

Clearly
Unacceptable
New construction or
development should
generally not be undertaken.
Construction costs to make
the indoor environment
acceptable would be
prohibitive, and the outdoor
environment would not be
acceptable.

Source: Anaheim 2004
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The Noise Element, Goal 1.1, includes the following policies applicable to the Project:
4) Require mitigation where sensitive uses are to be placed along transportation routes to
ensure that noise levels are minimized through appropriate means of mitigation, thereby
maintaining quality of life standards.
7) Require that site-specific noise studies be conducted by a qualified acoustic consultant
utilizing acceptable methodologies while reviewing the development of sensitive land uses
or development that has the potential to impact sensitive land uses.
Existing Noise Levels
The existing noise environment in and near the Project site is primarily influenced by traffic noise
on SR-91 and to a much lesser extent from East Santa Ana Canyon Road. Psomas conducted
ambient noise monitoring at the Project site on March 11, 2021. Noise level measurements were
taken using a Larson Davis Laboratories SoundTrack LxT sound level meter (LD LxT). These
noise measurements were located proximate to each of the Project site’s property lines,
approximately 5 feet above the ground. Exhibit 18, Noise Monitoring Locations, shows the noise
monitoring locations relative to the Project site boundaries.
The noise level measurements were collected at each of the Project site boundaries. The energy
average (Leq), maximum noise level (Lmax), and minimum noise level (Lmin) values taken at each
ambient noise measurement location are shown in Table 17 below.
TABLE 17
MONITORED NOISE LEVELS
Minimum

Leq (Average)

Maximum

Location 1 (near south property line)

Noise Monitoring Locations

52.1

55.8

59.5

Location 2 (near west property line)

54.7

61.6

67.6

Location 3 (near east property line)

57.1

60.8

64.8

Location 4 (near north property line and SR-91)

72.1

77.6

80.7

Source: Psomas 2021.

Impact Analysis
Question A: Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other agencies?
Long-term (Permanent) Impacts
Impacts to Off-Site Land Uses
Less Than Significant Impact. Daily operation of the Project has the potential to result in an
increased ambient noise level in the vicinity of the Project through the addition of stationary
sources of noise as well as vehicular trips associated with the Project. Stationary sources of noise
include heating, ventilation, air conditioning (HVAC) noise from the four new modular structures
and the renovations to the auditorium. Noise associated with HVAC usage is required to comply
with Municipal Code Section 6.70.010, which limits noise levels to 60 dBA Leq at the Project’s
property line. Compliance with the noise limits within the Municipal Code would result in noise
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levels that are acceptable to the City and would result in less than significant impacts related to
these stationary sources of noise.
The Project would generate 80 daily trips and 272 Sunday trips6 (AGA 2021). Vehicle trips
generated at the Project site would have access along East Santa Ana Canyon Road which is
adjacent to the SR-91 and SR-241 interchange. East Santa Ana Canyon Road has traffic volumes
of approximately 4,900 trips per day (Anaheim 2008). The addition of up to 272 daily trips from
the Project to 4,900 trips per day along East Santa Ana Canyon Road would not result in a
perceptible change in noise levels. A doubling of traffic results in a 3 dBA increase in noise levels.
Because the Project would only increase traffic volumes by 6 percent from existing conditions,
less than a 1 dB change in noise levels would occur. As such, Project-related traffic noise
increases would be below the 3 dBA noise increase threshold and would not be perceptible or
substantial. The impact on traffic noise levels would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
required.
Short-Term Construction Impacts
Less Than Significant Impact. Short-term construction noise would be generated on-site by
construction equipment during demolition, excavation, site preparation, and building construction
activities. The degree to which noise-sensitive receptors are affected by construction activities
depends heavily on their proximity. Estimated noise levels that would result from Project
construction are shown in Table 18. Construction noise calculations are provided in Appendix G.
TABLE 18
CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS AT NOISE-SENSITIVE USES
Noise Levels (Leq dBA)
Recreational Vehicle Park
North of Project Site
Construction Phase
Ground Clearing/Demolition

Residential Uses
South of Project Site

Residential Uses West
of Project Site

Max
(380 ft)

Avg
(1,040 ft)

Max
(240 ft)

Avg
(680 ft)

Max
(700 ft)

Avg
(1,260 ft)

65

57

69

60

60

55

Excavation

53

45

57

48

48

43

Foundation Construction

59

51

63

54

54

49

Building Construction

54

46

58

49

49

44

Paving and Site Cleanup

56

48

60

51

51

46

Leq dBA: Average noise energy level; Max: maximum; avg: average; ft: feet
Note: Noise levels from construction activities do not take into account attenuation provided by intervening structures.
Source: USEPA 1971.

Table 18 shows both the maximum average and typical average noise levels. Maximum noise
levels represent the noise levels from construction occurring near the property boundary closest
to the noise sensitive use/receptor. Average noise levels represent the noise exposure to
sensitive uses based on the distance to the center of all components of the Project. For the closest
off-site land use to the Project site, noise levels from general construction activities related to the
Project would range from 57 to 69 dBA Leq for the maximum noise levels when construction
activities are occurring at the closest point to off-site receptors and 48 to 60 dBA Leq for the
average noise levels when construction activities are occurring at the center of the Project site.
6

The Trip Generation Memorandum analyzed trip generation for the Project using two methods. The higher trip
generation estimate is presented and analyzed in this section to provide a worst-case scenario for the purposes of
operational noise impacts.
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As per Municipal Code Section 6.70.010, the City exempts construction noise that occurs between
7 AM and 7 PM.
Short-term construction noise also would be generated on local roadways by workers commuting
to and from the job site and delivering construction materials. It is estimated that a maximum of
approximately 54 worker trips, 21 vendor trips, and 10 haul truck trips would occur on a daily
basis. Existing traffic volumes along East Santa Ana Canyon Road are approximately 4,900
average daily trips. The increase in volume of traffic and change in vehicular mix would result in
less than 1 dBA increase in noise levels along East Santa Ana Canyon Road due to the infrequent
and low volume of Project-related traffic. The impact would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required. Because construction would only occur during the least noise sensitive
portion of the day (daytime hours), and would represent a short-term, temporary impact, the
impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required.
Question B: Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundborne noise levels?
Less Than Significant Impact. Groundborne vibration, expressed as peak particle velocity (ppv),
consists of oscillatory waves that propagate from the source through the ground to adjacent
structures. Vibration of building components can also take the form of an audible, low-frequency
rumbling noise, which is referred to as groundborne noise. Vibration energy spreads out as it
travels through the ground, causing the vibration level to decrease with the distance from the
source.
Groundborne vibration and noise can be generated during construction activities and is generally
highest during impact pile driving, blasting, and demolition-related activities. The Project would
require some minimal demolition-related activities. Because the City does not have regulatory
standards for construction or operational vibration sources, thresholds for potential structural
damage and human annoyance associated with vibration are based on the California Department
of Transportation’s (Caltrans) vibration limits. For purposes of this analysis, a threshold of 0.9 ppv
is used as the threshold of significance related to human perception because this level of vibration
represents a level that is strongly perceptible. A vibration level of 0.3 ppv is used for residential
and commercial buildings, respectively, as the threshold of significance for structural damage, as
this is the point at which continuous or frequent vibrations would begin to damage buildings.
Table 19 summarizes typical vibration levels measured during construction activities for various
vibration-inducing pieces of equipment at a distance of 25 feet.
TABLE 19
VIBRATION LEVELS PER CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
Equipment

ppv at 25 ft (in/sec)

Vibratory roller

0.210

Caisson drill

0.089

Large bulldozer

0.089

Small bulldozer

0.003

Jackhammer

0.035

Loaded trucks

0.076

ppv: peak particle velocity; ft: feet; in/sec: inches per second.
Source: FTA 2018.
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As shown in Table 20, vibration decibel levels would not exceed the criteria threshold under
maximum conditions when activities are closest to affected uses. As such, vibration generated by
the Project’s construction equipment would not result in a significant impact related to vibration
induced annoyance prior to mitigation.
TABLE 20
VIBRATION ANNOYANCE CRITERIA AT SENSITIVE USES

Equipment

Recreational Vehicle Park
North of Project Site

Vibration Level (ppv)
Residential Uses
South of Project Site

Residential Uses West
of Project Site

(ppv @ 380 ft)

(ppv @ 240 ft)

(ppv @ 700 ft)

Vibratory Roller

0.00

0.01

0.00

Large bulldozer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Small bulldozer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Jackhammer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Loaded trucks

0.00

0.01

0.00

Criteria

0.9

0.9

0.9

Exceeds Criteria?

No

No

No

ppv: peak particle velocity; ft: feet

Table 21 shows the ppv levels relative to structural damage to sensitive uses from vibration
activities.
TABLE 21
BUILDING DAMAGE CRITERIA AT SENSITIVE USES
Vibration Levels (ppv)

Equipment

Recreational Vehicle Park
North of Project Site

Residential Uses South
of Project Site

Residential Uses West of
Project Site

(ppv @ 380 ft)

(ppv @ 240 ft)

(ppv @ 700 ft)

Vibratory Roller

0.00

0.01

0.00

Large bulldozer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Small bulldozer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Jackhammer

0.00

0.00

0.00

Loaded trucks

0.00

0.01

0.00

Criteria

0.3

0.3

0.3

Exceeds Criteria?

No

No

No

ppv: peak particle velocity; ft: feet

As shown in Table 21, all ppv levels would be below the structural damage threshold at all
analyzed locations proximate to the Project site. As such, no building damage is anticipated
related to construction activities associated with the Project.
The nature of daily operation of a hotel use does not involve activities that would create significant
operational vibration impacts. Therefore, there would be no long-term vibration-related impacts,
and no mitigation is required.
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Question C: For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan how not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. The Project site is not located within an adopted Airport Land Use Plan or in the
vicinity of a private airstrip, heliport, or helistop. The nearest airport is the Corona Municipal Airport
which is approximately 6.75 miles to the northeast of the Project site (Google Earth 2021).
Therefore, the Project site would not be subject to excessive noise levels related to aircraft or
airport operations from either facility. No impact would occur related to this threshold and no
mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
XIV.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Question A: Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly
(for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
Less Than Significant Impact. As of January 2020, the City of Anaheim has a population
estimate of 353,468 persons (DOF 2021). The Project consists of the expansion of an existing
church. The Project would not provide additional housing, and the Project does not involve
construction of habitable structures; therefore, it would not induce substantial population growth
directly.
The Project is anticipated to create limited short-term construction jobs. Construction jobs for a
Project of this scale would typically be filled by existing residents of the region and would not
induce housing demand near the construction site due to the temporary nature of construction
jobs. Therefore, the temporary increase in construction jobs would result in an insignificant
increase in new jobs when compared to the total existing and projected jobs in the City.
Additionally, the temporary construction staff for the Project would not create a significant change
in demand for goods and services that may induce business investment, growth, or development
in the area. Further, the Project site is currently served by existing roads and utility infrastructure,
and no extension of roads or infrastructure is proposed by the Project such that would indirectly
induce growth. The Project consists of the expansion of an existing church that would serve
existing and planned populations within the City. Thus, the Project would not result in substantial
unplanned population growth, directly or indirectly. Therefore, the impacts would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. As stated in Section 2.2, Existing Project Site Conditions, the Project site is currently
developed with a church. There are no residents that would be displaced by the Project.
Furthermore, implementation of the Project would not require the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere. No impacts would occur, and no mitigation is required.
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Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
XV.

PUBLIC SERVICES

Question A: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:
Fire Protection?
Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Anaheim Fire Department (Fire Department) is a fullservice organization designed to provide essential public safety and emergency services to the
community and its visitors. Currently 10 engines, 6 trucks, 2 battalion chiefs, and 2 medic units
(assigned to the Disneyland Resort 14 hours per shift) are staffed daily by 67 members from
11 fire stations. A summary of the Fire Protection resources in the City is provided in Table 22.
The Fire Department operates a 3-shift system and has established a minimum staffing of
67 suppression personnel per shift, per day, at least 95 percent of the time. This includes
2 battalion chiefs and the personnel assigned, under contract, to the Disneyland Resort. The Fire
Department maintains a minimum of 4 firefighters on 13 front-line companies and 3 firefighters on
three front-line companies (Young 2021).
The Fire Department has adopted and follows the expectations of the National Incident
Management System (NIMS), a program used in the United States to coordinate emergency
preparedness and incident management among various federal, State, and local agencies
(Anaheim 2017).
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TABLE 22
CITY OF ANAHEIM FIRE SERVICES FACILITIES
Station

Station Address

Equipment

Downtown Station 1

500 East Broadway Street

Paramedic Engine 1, Truck 1, Type-3301 and Ambulance 1,
Rehab 1

Brookhurst Station 2

2141 West Crescent Avenue

Paramedic Engine 2 and US&R 2 Ambulance 2

Resort Station 3

1717 South Clementine Street

Paramedic Engine 3, Truck 3, Type 3-309 Paramedic 3
(Disney), Ambulance 3, and Light Air 3

Orange Station 4

2736 West Orange Avenue

Paramedic Engine 4

La Palma Station 5

2540 East La Palma Avenue

Paramedic Engine 5 Type 3-305, MMRS 1 and Ambulance 5

Euclid Station 6

1330 South Euclid Street

Paramedic Engine 6, Truck 6, Battalion 2, Ambulance 6, and
Hazmat 6 Paramedic 6 (Disney)

Stadium Station 7

2222 East Ball Road

Paramedic Engine 7

Riverdale Station 8

4555 East Riverdale Avenue

Battalion 1, Paramedic Engine 8, Truck 8, Type 6-601 and
Type 3-308

Anaheim Hills Station 9

6300 East Nohl Ranch Road

Paramedic Engine 9, Type 6-602 Water Tender 1 and
Ambulance 9

Weir Canyon Station 10

8270 East Monte Vista Road

Paramedic Engine Truck 10, Type 3-310

Twila Reid Station 11

3078 West Orange Avenue

Paramedic Engine 11 OES Engine 414 and Ambulance 11,
OES Type 3-1211

USAR: Urban Search and Rescue; Hazmat: hazardous materials unit
Source: Young 2021.

Fire stations are strategically located to ensure an efficient demand response to all risk hazards
and to maintain recommendations for response times (Anaheim 2004). National response time
standards for emergency response requires first engine response within 5 minutes to 90 percent
of all incidents and 8 minutes to the remaining 10 percent. The Fire Department also requires a
maximum of 10 minutes for truck company response to 100 percent of all incidents (Young 2021).
Current response times average 3 minutes and 37 seconds for all calls (Young 2021). The first
responding station to the Project site is Weir Canyon Station 10. Additionally, Orange County Fire
Authority Station Number 53 is located near the Project site within the City of Yorba Linda.
The Project involves the expansion of the existing Kindred Community Church. Based on
correspondence with Anaheim Fire and Rescue, the Project would not affect the Fire
Department’s ability to maintain acceptable response times. In addition, the Project would not
require the construction of new facilities, the expansion of existing facilities, or additional
personnel or equipment to maintain acceptable response times (Young 2021). Impacts would be
less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:
Police Protection?
Less Than Significant Impact. Law enforcement and crime prevention services are provided by
the Anaheim Police Department (APD). Officers operate out of four stations and patrol an area of
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49.7 square miles, divided into four districts (West, Central, South, and East). The police stations
are located as follows: Main Station, located at 425 South Harbor Boulevard; East Station, located
at 8201 East Santa Ana Canyon Road; and, West Station, located at 320 South Beach Blvd.
Police services provided include patrol, investigations, traffic enforcement, traffic control, vice and
narcotics enforcement, airborne patrol, crime suppression, community policing, tourist-oriented
policing, and detention facilities. The APD currently employs approximately 385 sworn officers, a
support staff of over 195, and a 4-person Reserve Officer Detail. The ratio of sworn police officers
is approximately 1.1 officers per 1,000 population. Based on consultation with the APD (Berger
2021), the Project would not generate demand for additional staffing. However, in the future if
additional police staff are needed, funding for any new personnel needed to maintain acceptable
service levels would come from the City’s General Fund. Property taxes and other fees assessed
for the property would contribute to the General Fund revenues. Existing Police Department
facilities would be sufficient to serve the additional demand associated with the Project along with
the existing demand of the area; therefore, a significant impact would not occur related to the
construction of law enforcement facilities and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:
Schools?
No Impact. The Project does not involve the construction of new dwelling units. Therefore, no
direct impacts would result from the Project related to schools and services provided by the
Orange Unified School District, which provides educational services to residents near the Project
site. Development of the Project is not expected to result in the need for additional employees as
the Project involves an expansion of an existing use. Therefore, no impacts would result related
to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:
Parks?
No Impact. The nearest parks to the Project site are Featherly Regional Park, Ronald Reagan
Park, and Sycamore Park. The Project would not result in direct or indirect population growth.
Therefore, no additional demand for parks or recreational facilities would result from the Project
and no mitigation is required.
Question A: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
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acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:
Other Public Facilities?
Less Than Significant Impact. Other public facilities covered by this threshold include libraries.
The Anaheim Public Library system includes a network of seven library branches serving the City
of Anaheim and surrounding communities, a Mobile Library (Bookmobile), a book vending
machine at the ARTIC transportation center and the Anaheim Heritage Center. The closest library
branch to the Project site is the East Anaheim Branch located at 8201 East Santa Ana Canyon
Road (Anaheim 2021c). Given the Project would not result in direct or indirect population growth,
no impact would result related to this threshold and no mitigation would be required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
XVI.

RECREATION

Question A: Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
Question B: Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?
No Impact. As discussed above in Section XV, Public Services, no direct or indirect increase in
demand for City parklands or recreational facilities would result from implementation of the Project
because the Project consists of the expansion of an existing church. As such, the Project would
not result in direct or indirect population growth. No impact would result related to this threshold
and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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XVII.

TRANSPORTATION

The following responses are partially based on the Trip Generation Memorandum prepared for
the Project by AGA Engineers, Inc. in February 2021, which is provided as Appendix H.
Responses are also partially based on the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Memorandum prepared
for the Project by Elements Architecture in November 2020, which is provided as Appendix I.
Question A: Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian?
Less than Significant Impact. The Project’s consistency with programs, plans, ordinances, and
policies related to the circulation system is evaluated below.
General Plan Circulation Element
The Circulation Element of the City’s General Plan provides overview information on the City’s
transportation system and identifies goals and policies related to circulation (Anaheim 2020a). As
discussed in the Trip Generation Memorandum prepared for the Project by AGA Engineers, Inc.
in February 2021, the Project would generate a minimal number of new trips and, based on
correspondence with the City, a traffic study is not required. The Project would not directly conflict
with any of the goals or policies contained in the Circulation Element since the Project does not
propose any improvements to East Santa Ana Canyon Road or other public roads, and since the
Project would not result in a substantial increase in vehicle trips. The Project would support the
City’s achievement of Goal 1.1, Policy 9, which is to: “consider aesthetics, including the provision
of appropriate landscaping, in the development of arterial highways”. The Project would include
landscaping improvements along the Project site’s frontage with East Santa Ana Canyon that
would beautify this portion of the Project site when compared to existing conditions. The Project
would also promote the achievement of Goal 8.1 of the Circulation Element, which is to protect
and encourage pedestrian travel. Specifically, the Project’s internal pedestrian improvements
between the parking areas and worship areas would support achievement of Goal 8.1, Policy 1,
which is to “encourage and improve pedestrian facilities that link development to the circulation
network and that serve as a transition between other modes of travel.” Furthermore, the Project
would not impact any existing transit facilities, such as bus stops, and would not conflict with any
transit-related policies from the City’s Circulation Element.
Bicycle Master Plan
The City’s Bicycle Master Plan was adopted by the City to guide implementation of citywide
bicycle facilities, and is intended to improve bicycling safety, comfort, and accessibility (Anaheim
2020c). The Bicycle Master Plan identifies a network of existing and proposed bicycle facilities
that will improve multi-modal connectivity and increase bicycle mode share, especially for short
trips. The Bicycle Master Plan designates existing Class II bicycle lanes as occurring along East
Santa Ana Canyon adjacent to the Project site. The Project does not include any improvements
within East Santa Ana Canyon Road and would not otherwise impact existing or proposed bicycle
lanes.
Conclusion
As discussed above, the Project would not conflict with any circulation-related programs, plans,
ordinances, or policies. The Project would result in less than significant impacts relative to this
threshold and no mitigation is required.
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Question B: Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b)?
Less Than Significant Impact. CEQA analysis requires an evaluation of project impacts related
to vehicle miles traveled (VMT) impacts for various land use projects. In accordance with the
project screening methodologies listed in the City of Anaheim Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines
for California Environmental Quality Act Analysis dated June 2020, a series of analytical steps for
SB 743 compliance should be conducted for land use projects as deemed necessary by the
Transportation Department. There are three types of project screening that lead agencies can
apply to effectively screen projects from project-level assessment. The project only needs to fulfill
one of the screening types below to qualify for screening. The City has determined that the Project
meets the criteria of “Type 3: Project Type Screening”, which explicitly includes “community and
religious assembly uses”. Furthermore, the Project would redevelop the existing church and would
not substantially increase trips to/from the Project site as demonstrated in the Trip Generation
Memorandum prepared for the Project. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant
impact related to VMT and no mitigation is required.
Question C: Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses?
Less Than Significant Impact. All project circulation improvements have been designed and
constructed to City standards; and, therefore, would not result in design hazards The Project
involves no improvements to the existing access driveway and minor restriping and
reconfiguration of the internal roads and parking lots within the Project site. Therefore, less than
significant impacts would result related to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
Question D: Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project’s internal roadways and parking lots have been
designed in accordance with all applicable design and safety standards required by adopted fire
codes, safety codes, and building codes established by the City’s Engineering and Fire
Departments. The Project would not increase delays on street segments substantially; therefore,
the Project would not result in inadequate emergency access, and the Project impact is
considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
Methodology
As discussed in Section V of this IS/MND, the NAHC conducted a SLF search for the project. The
search results are negative. Consistent with requirements of Section 106 of the NHPA and AB 52
(required for projects subject to CEQA analyses), the City has sent letters to tribes that have
expressed an interest in being consulted regarding Native American resources for the projects
being undertaken by City. Letters were sent to interested tribal organizations on March 16, 2021.
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IMPACT ANALYSIS
Question A: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074
as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is
listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources,
or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code section 5020.1(k).
No Impact. For purposes of impact analysis, a tribal cultural resource is considered a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape, sacred place, or object which is of cultural value to a California Native
American Tribe and is either eligible for the CRHR or a local register. As indicated in Section V of
this IS/MND, based on a 2021 SCCIC record search results there are no resources on the Project
Site that are currently listed on the CRHR. Therefore, the Project would not have an impact on a
tribal cultural resource that is listed or eligible for listing on the CRHR or a local register. No
significant impacts were identified, and mitigation is not required.
Question B: 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
resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.
Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation. Based on information available through the
record searches at the SCCIC and the NAHC, and the long-term past use of the Project site as a
church, there is no information available that indicates there are significant tribal resources within
the Project area that would be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1. However, as noted above, the City conducted tribal consultation
for the Project to determine if any local tribes had additional information or additional concerns
regarding the Project’s potential for impacts to tribal cultural resources.
Certified letters were sent to tribal organizations on March 16, 2021. The City received two
responses from interested tribal representatives, as summarized below:


On March 10, 2021, Andy Salas (the Tribal Chair), for the Gabrieleño Band of Mission
Indians – Kizh Nation: Mr. Salas requested consultation regarding the Project.
Consultation between the City and the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation
was conducted by email and telephone. Consultation between the City and the Gabrieleño
Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation was completed on April 7, 2021.



On March 11, 2021, Joyce Perry of Belardes/Juaneño Band of Mission Indians,
Acjachemen Nation: Belardes requested consultation regarding the Project.
Consultation between the City and Belardes/Juaneño Band of Mission Indians,
Acjachemen Nation was conducted by email and completed on April 19, 2021.
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Consultation between the City and the tribal representatives of both Belardes/Juaneño Band of
Mission Indians, Acjachemen Nation, and the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation,
did not identify tribal cultural resources within the Project site. However, it was identified that this
area of Orange County was settled by the ancestors of the Juaneño and Gabrieleno/Tongva and
continues to be inhabited by their descendants today. Therefore, there is a potential that
undiscovered intact cultural resources, including tribal cultural resources eligible for the CRHR or
a local register, may be present below the surface in native sediments. In consultation with the
tribes, MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2 have been incorporated as part of the Project, which require
Native American monitoring during Project grading and ground disturbance. With implementation
of MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2, the Project would have less than significant impacts related to
potential tribal cultural resources encountered during Project construction.
Mitigation Program
The following mitigation measure is required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels and
they will be incorporated into the Mitigation Program for this IS/MND.
MM TCR-1

Prior to the commencement of any grading and/or construction activity, the Project
Applicant shall retain a qualified Native American Monitor (Tribal Monitor)
acceptable to the to the Juaneño Band of Mission Indians, Acjachemen NationBelardes and a copy of the executed contract shall be submitted to the City of
Anaheim Planning and Building Department. The Tribal Monitor will only be
present on-site during the construction phases that involve ground-disturbing
activities within undisturbed native sediments. Ground disturbing activities may
include, but are not limited to, potholing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals,
boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching, within the Project site. The
Tribal Monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide descriptions of
the day’s activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and any cultural
materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end when the Project site grading
and excavation activities are completed, or when the Tribal Representatives and
monitor have indicated that the Project site has a low potential for impacting
archaeological or tribal cultural resources.
Upon discovery of any archaeological or tribal cultural resources, construction
activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find until the find can be
assessed. All archaeological and/or tribal cultural resources unearthed by project
construction activities shall be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist meeting the
Secretary of Interior standards and a Tribal monitor. If the resources are Native
American in origin, the Tribal Monitor from a recognized California Native American
tribe culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area shall coordinate with the City
and Project Applicant regarding treatment and curation of these resources. The
City and Project Applicant shall, in good faith, consult with the Juaneño Band of
Mission Indians, Acjachemen Nation-Belardes on the disposition and treatment of
any Tribal Cultural Resource encountered during all ground disturbing activities.
Typically, the Juaneño Band of Mission Indians, Acjachemen Nation-Belardes will
request reburial or preservation for educational purposes. Work may continue on
other parts of the Project Site while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes
place (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a resource is determined by the
qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique
archaeological resource,” time and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of
avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be provided by the Project
Applicant. A treatment plan would be prepared for the resources, which would be
in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources
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and PRC Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources. Preservation
in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If preservation in
place is not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological data
recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory
processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native
American in origin shall be curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research
interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County, the Copper Center, or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to
accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, it shall be
offered to a local school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
MM TCR-2
Prior to the commencement of any grading and/or construction
activity, the Project Applicant shall retain a qualified Native American Monitor
(Tribal Monitor) acceptable to the to the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh
Nation and a copy of the executed contract shall be submitted to the City of
Anaheim Planning and Building Department. The Tribal Monitor will only be
present on-site during the construction phases that involve ground-disturbing
activities within undisturbed native sediments. Ground disturbing activities may
include, but are not limited to, potholing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals,
boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching, within the Project site. The
Tribal Monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide descriptions of
the day’s activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and any cultural
materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end when the Project site grading
and excavation activities are completed, or when the Tribal Representatives and
monitor have indicated that the Project site has a low potential for impacting
archaeological or tribal cultural resources.
Upon discovery of any archaeological or tribal cultural resources, construction
activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find until the find can be
assessed. All archaeological and/or tribal cultural resources unearthed by project
construction activities shall be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist meeting the
Secretary of Interior standards and a Tribal monitor. If the resources are Native
American in origin, the Tribal Monitor from a recognized California Native American
tribe culturally and traditionally affiliated with the area shall coordinate with the City
and Project Applicant regarding treatment and curation of these resources. The
City and Project Applicant shall, in good faith, consult with the Gabrieleño Band of
Mission Indians – Kizh Nation on the disposition and treatment of any Tribal
Cultural Resource encountered during all ground disturbing activities. Typically, the
Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation will request reburial or
preservation for educational purposes. Work may continue on other parts of the
Project Site while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a resource is determined by the qualified
archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique archaeological
resource,” time and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance
measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be provided by the Project Applicant. A
treatment plan would be prepared for the resources, which would be in accordance
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and PRC
Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place
(i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If preservation in place is
not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological data
recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory
processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native
American in origin shall be curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research
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interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County, the Copper Center, or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to
accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, it shall be
offered to a local school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
XIX.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Question A: Would the project require or result in the construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which
could cause significant environmental effects?
Question C: Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity
to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is self-sufficient related to water and wastewater
services, as described in more detail below.
Water
Less Than Significant Impact. Water service is provided to the Project site from two private
water wells located within the Project site just south of East Santa Ana Canyon Road. The Project
would result in a minor increase in demand for water with the additional structures and
landscaping; however, water supplied by the existing wells is expected to be adequate to
accommodate these new demands and no new wells are expected to be required. Therefore,
impacts related to existing water infrastructure would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
required.
Wastewater
No Impact. An existing septic tank and leach line system exists within the Project site, which is
used to treat and dispose of sewer water that is generated by the existing church. The Project
would not require any upgrades to or displacement of the existing system or any new septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal system. Therefore, no impacts would occur related to
wastewater and no mitigation is required.
Stormwater
Less Than Significant Impact. In the existing condition, the majority of the Project site drains to
existing grate inlets that are connected to an existing City storm drain that traverses the Project
site, which was constructed for the adjacent residential development to the south. Instead, the
Project would redirect stormwater flows from throughout the Project site to a new 18-inch RCP.
The RCP would collect and convey flows downslope to an underground infiltration system, which
would consist of two underground stormwater infiltration chambers within a portion of APN 354321-03. In the event of stormwater exceeding the design capture volume for the underground
infiltration chamber, excess water would be rerouted to the existing City storm drain through an
18-inch RCP overflow pipe. Prior to flowing into the 18-inch RCP, at least 50 percent of stormwater
would be pre-treated for sediment, debris, and hydrocarbons using Filterra stormwater biofiltration
units. Catch basins would be installed with FloGard filters to capture trash and debris. These
improvements are depicted in Exhibit 17 and described in more detail in the Project’s PWQMP
(Anacal Engineering 2021). With implementation of drainage improvements that are identified in
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the PWQMP, no additional off-site stormwater improvements would be required. Therefore, the
Project’s proposed stormwater improvements would result in less than significant environmental
impacts and no mitigation is required.
Electricity
Less Than Significant Impact. Southern California Edison (SCE) would provide electricity for
the Project. SCE’s distribution system consists of aboveground and underground transmission
and distribution lines. SCE maintains and operates the transmission and distribution infrastructure
necessary to provide electricity to end users throughout its entire service area. SCE provides
electricity to approximately 15 million people, 180 cities and communities in 50,000 square miles
of service area, encompassing 15 counties in central, coastal and southern California. Electricity
can be generated from a combination of natural gas, hydroelectric, nuclear or renewable sources
(wind and solar). SCE facilities include hydroelectric, nuclear, and coal power plants. The Project
involves minimal expansion of an existing use, which is already served by existing SCE facilities.
Given the minimal expansion, less than significant impacts would result from the Project related
to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Natural Gas
No Impact. The Project would not require natural gas as all power would be electric. Therefore,
no impact would result from the Project related to natural gas, and no mitigation is required.
Telecommunication Facilities
No Impact. The Project would not require any additional connections to telecommunication
facilities. Therefore, no impact would result from the Project related to telecommunication facilities
and no mitigation is required.
Question B: Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry
and multiple dry years (including large-scale developments as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 21151.9 and described in Question No. 20 of
the Environmental Information Form)?
No Impact. Given that the Project site obtains its water from two existing wells that have operated
consistently for decades, it is anticipated that there would be sufficient water supplies available to
serve the Project, which would consist of minimal expansion of the existing community church
land use. Less than significant impacts would result related to this threshold and no mitigation is
required.
Question D: Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards,
or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would involve demolition of existing structures,
relocation and modification of existing structures, and construction of new structures and facilities.
These construction activities would result in demolition and construction materials waste that
would need to be disposed of at a landfill. Also, the increased capacity of the church that would
be facilitated by the Project would result in additional operational waste being generated on the
Project site above existing levels. OC Waste & Recycling has indicated that solid waste generated
by the Project would go to the Olinda Alpha Landfill located at 1942 North Valencia Avenue in the
City of Brea and that adequate capacity is available within the Orange County landfill system to
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serve the Project (Halligan 2021). The County of Orange maintains 15-years of countywide solid
waste landfill capacity, as required by AB 939 (Halligan 2021). Therefore, a less than significant
impact related to landfill capacity would result from the Project, and no mitigation is required.
Question E: Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?
No Impact. Solid waste practices in California are governed by multiple federal, State, and local
agencies that enforce legislation and regulations to ensure that landfill operations minimize
impacts to public health and safety and the environment. OC Waste & Recycling is obligated to
obtain a Solid Waste Facilities Permit, a Storm Water Discharge Permit, and a permit to construct
and operate gas management systems and meet Waste Discharge Requirements. The Local
Enforcement Agency, the SCAQMD, and the California Water Resources Control Board enforce
landfill regulations related to health, air quality, and water quality, respectively. The Project would
not inhibit OC Waste & Recycling’s compliance with the requirements of each of these governing
bodies, and no impact would occur.
Question F: Would the project result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial
alterations related to electricity?
Less Than Significant Impact. As noted above, SCE would provide electricity for the Project.
The Project involves minimal expansion of an existing use, which is already served by existing
SCE facilities. Given the minimal expansion, less than significant impacts would result from the
Project related to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Question G: Would the project result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial
alterations related to natural gas?
No Impact. The Project would not require natural gas as all power would be electric. Therefore,
no impact would result from the Project related to natural gas and no mitigation is required.
Question H: Would the project result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial
alterations related to telephone service?
No Impact. The Project does not involve any uses that would require additional telephone service.
Therefore, no impact would result related to this threshold and no mitigation is required.
Question I:

Would the project result in a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial
alterations related to television service/reception?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any uses that would require additional television service
or reception. Therefore, no impact would result related to this threshold and no mitigation is
required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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XX.

WILDFIRE

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:
Question A: Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located entirely within a VHFHSZ as identified
in the California Fire Hazard Severity Zone Viewer using data provided by CALFIRE (2021). The
Project involves the expansion of an existing church within a Project site that has been previously
graded and developed. As such, people (e.g., congregants, staff) and structures within the Project
site are already susceptible to wildfire risks. The Project would add buildings and additional
capacity to the existing church activities, which would result in the potential for more people and
structures to be exposed to wildfire risk. According to the Applicant, no existing fuel modification
requirements exist for the Project site (e.g., the existing church). However, Chapter 6.16 of the
Anaheim Municipal Code requires that all property owners across the City abate noxious
vegetation on their properties, which applies to vegetation that might pose a wildfire risk.
Furthermore, the Project site is located within a Special Protection Area of the City as designated
by the Fire Department. The City continues to refine procedures and processes to minimize the
risk of fire hazards in the Special Protection Area including: requiring new development to utilize
fire-resistant building materials; incorporating fire sprinklers as appropriate; incorporating
enhanced defensible space requirements (20 feet brush clearance to the identified fire access
roadway); requiring compliance with Fire Department Fuel Modification Guidelines; requiring
development to use plant materials that are compatible with surrounding natural vegetation; and
providing wet or irrigated zones when required. With implementation of City requirements related
to weed abatement as well as the provision of fire sprinklers on all new and relocated structures,
less than significant impacts would result related to this threshold, and no mitigation is required.
The City of Anaheim’s Emergency Operations Plan was adopted by the Anaheim City Council on
May 9, 2017 (Anaheim 2017). This plan provides overview information hazards affecting the City,
as well as general policy-level guidance related to future development within the City. The Project
does not conflict with the Emergency Operations Plan. Furthermore, the Project would not
physically affect or interfere with the evacuation routes identified on the City’s “Know Your Way
Page”, which provides guidance on developing primary and secondary evacuation routes in case
of wildfire, flood, or earthquake events. The “Know Your Way Page” shows westbound East Santa
Ana Canyon Road as a major route west connecting evacuees to Weir Canyon Road and
ultimately to westbound SR-91 (Anaheim 2021b). The Project site is located along East Santa
Ana Canyon Road, which is a primary arterial in the City of Anaheim. Construction activity would
be confined to the Project site and would not interfere with vehicle movement or emergency
access along the roadway. The Project does not include characteristics that would physically
impair or otherwise interfere with emergency response or evacuation in the vicinity of the Project.
As detailed in Section XVII, Transportation, any impacts related to increased vehicular traffic
resulting from the Project would be less than significant; therefore, the Project would not interfere
with the movement of emergency vehicles or those evacuating along local roadways. The Project
would not conflict with the City’s Emergency Operations Plan or any other applicable emergency
response or evacuation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur related to this threshold, and no
mitigation is required.
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Question B: Would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would result in additional visitors/congregants onsite at times and additional structures on a Project site that is located in an area susceptible to
wildfires due to vegetation, topography, and Santa Ana wind patterns. However, it is anticipated
that Project users would evacuate from the Project site during a wildfire event and would thereby
not be exposed to pollutant concentrations or the uncontrolled spread of wildfire. Furthermore,
the Fire Department will review the Project’s plans as part of the City’s design review process to
ensure that emergency access to the site and surrounding areas would be maintained in compliance
with applicable City requirements. Less than significant impacts would result related to this
threshold, and no mitigation is required.
Question C: Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power
lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?
No Impact. The Project would not be required to install or maintain any roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities or infrastructure that would have the
potential to exacerbate fire risk or that would result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment. No impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.
Question D: Would the project 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?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would result in additional visitors/congregants onsite at times and additional structures on a Project site that is located in an area susceptible to
wildfires. The Project site is located upslope of East Santa Ana Canyon Road and SR-91, which
are both north of the Project site. The Project is not anticipated to result in any additional off-site
flooding given that the Project consists of the redevelopment of an existing church campus.
Therefore, much of the existing vegetation on the Project site would be retained, and drainage
improvements are proposed that would capture and infiltrate much of the stormwater that occurs
on the Project site. Also, as discussed under threshold VII(A)(iv) in the Geology and Soils section,
the Project is not anticipated to result in any significant impacts related to landslides since only a
minimal amount of grading is proposed and because the Project site is not susceptible to
landslides. Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts related to this
threshold and no mitigation is required.
Mitigation Program
No mitigation is required.
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XXI.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Question A: Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project would result in significant impacts
related to biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, and tribal cultural resources.
During construction, the Project has the potential to indirectly impact nesting birds. Potential
impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels by implementing MM BIO-1, which
requires a pre-construction nesting bird survey and avoidance of active nests. Also, there is
potential for impacts to bats during tree and vegetation removal. Therefore, MM BIO-2 has been
incorporated in the Project, which requires avoidance of vegetation removal during the bat
maternity season, a pre-construction bat survey, and the avoidance of bat roosts during the
maternity season. There is the possibility that undiscovered intact archaeological resources may
be present below the surface in native (alluvial) sediments. These potential effects would be
mitigated to a less than significant level with the implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires
archaeological monitoring when excavations are required in native sediment. Also, deep
excavation that involves disturbance of native soils could result in the disturbance and/or
destruction of paleontological resources that may be present in deeper Pleistocene alluvial
deposits that underlie the Project Site. Implementation of MM GEO-1 related to paleontological
resources would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. There is a possibility that
undiscovered intact cultural resources, including tribal cultural resources eligible for the CRHR or
a local register, may be present below the surface in native sediments. TCR-1 and MM TCR-2
have been incorporated as part of the Project. MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2 require Native American
monitoring during Project grading and ground disturbance.
Question B: Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects
of probable future projects)?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would not have adverse environmental impacts at a
significant level for any resource topics. All potential significant impacts would be reduced to less
than significant levels with implementation of mitigation measures. No significant cumulative
effects are anticipated because no resources would be adversely affected by the Project, or the
Project effects would be localized and of limited extent. A less than significant impact would occur
in relation to cumulatively considerable effects.
Question C: Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in more detail in the sections above, the Project
would result in less than significant impacts related to air quality, geology and soils, hazards and
hazardous materials, noise, and public services. Therefore, the Project would not cause
significant adverse effects to human beings, either directly or indirectly. The Project would result
in less than significant impacts related to this threshold.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

5-72

Environmental Evaluation

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

SECTION 6.0

PREPARERS

City of Anaheim, Planning and Building Department
Associate Planner ............................................................................................ Andy T. Uk
Psomas
Senior Project Manager .............................................................................. Jennifer Marks
Project Manager ..................................................................................Sean Noonan, AICP
Environmental Planner ....................................................................................Janet Powell
Air Quality/Noise/Greenhouse Gas Analyses .................................................. Tin Cheung
Biological Resources ...................................................................................... Steve Norton
Cultural/Paleontological Resources Analyses ......................................... Charles Cisneros
GIS/Graphics .................................................................................................... Mike Deseo
Word Processor ............................................................................................. Sheryl Kristal

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

6-1

Preparers

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

This page is intentionally left blank

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

6-2

Preparers

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

SECTION 7.0

REFERENCES

AGA Engineers, Inc. 2021 (February). Trip Generation Evaluation for the Kindred Community
Church Improvement Project. Fullerton, CA: AGA.
Anacal Engineering Co. 2021 (December 21). Preliminary City of Anaheim Priority Project Water
Quality Management Plan (PWQMP). Anaheim, CA: Anacal Engineering.
Anaheim, City of. 2021a (April 5, date accessed). Municipal Code. Anaheim, CA: Anaheim.
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/anaheim/latest/overview.
———.2021b (March 25, date accessed). Integrated Resource Plan. Anaheim, CA: Anaheim..
https://www.anaheim.net/4864/Integrated-Resource-Plan.
———. 2020a (September, last updated). City of Anaheim General Plan. Anaheim, CA: Anaheim.
http://www.anaheim.net/712/General-Plan.
———. 2020b (June). City of Anaheim Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines for California
Environmental
Quality
Act
Analysis.
Anaheim,
CA:
Anaheim.
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/32774/City-of-Anaheim-TIA-Guidelinesfor-CEQA-Analysis-62020.
———. 2020c (July 17, date amended). Bicycle Master Plan. Anaheim, CA: Anaheim.
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/33379/2020-Bicycle-Master-Plan-andAppendices.
———. 2017 (May 9). Emergency Operations Plan. Anaheim, CA: Anaheim.
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/21657/City-of-Anaheim-EOP-2017,
———. 2008 (December 2021 accessed). Average Daily Traffic Volume Map. Anaheim, CA:
Anaheim. https://www.anaheim.net/410/Daily-Traffic-Counts
———. 2004 (May, certified). Final Anaheim General Plan and Zoning Code Update
Environmental
Impact
Report
No.
330.
Anaheim,
CA:
Anaheim.
https://www.anaheim.net/932/EIR-No-330-Volume-I-FEIR
———.1988a (March, as amended). Sycamore Canyon Specific Plan (SP88-1). Anaheim, CA:
Anaheim. https://www.anaheim.net/1059/Sycamore-Canyon.
———.1988b (September). The Summit of Anaheim Hills Specific Plan (SP88-2). Anaheim, CA:
Anaheim. https://www.anaheim.net/1058/Summit-of-Anaheim-Hills.
Anaheim Public Utilities (APUD). 2020 (May). Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan. Anaheim, CA:
APUD.
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/7987/Greenhouse-GasReduction-Plan?bidId=.
Berger, Mark. 2021 (May 11). Email correspondence regarding City Police Department staffing
and capacity.
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA). 2021. California Emission
Estimator Model (CalEEMod)TM Version 2020.4.0, Developed by Breeze Software.
Sacramento, CA: CAPCOA.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

7-1

References

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2021a (April 9, last accessed). Top 4 Summary:
Anaheim—Pampas
Lane
Monitoring
Station.
Sacramento,
CA:
CARB.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfourdisplay.php.
———. 2021b. (accessed March 5), Maps of Current State and Federal Area Designations.
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/maps-state-and-federal-area-designations.
———. 2016 (May 4). Ambient Air Quality Standards.
http://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/aaqs2.pdf.

Sacramento,

CA:

CARB.

———. 2014 (February). Proposed First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building
on
the
Framework.
Sacramento,
CA:
CARB.
http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/2013_update/draft_proposed_first_update.pdf.
———. 2008 (December). Climate Change Scoping Plan—Pursuant to AB 32. Sacramento, CA:
CARB. https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/adopted_scoping_plan.pdf.
———. 2005 (April). Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective.
Sacramento, CA: CARB. http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.
California Building Standards Commission (CBSC). 2019. 2019 California Green Building
Standards
Code.
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Resources/Page-Content/BuildingStandards-Commission-Resources-List-Folder/CALGreen.
California Department of Forestry And Fire Protection. 2021 (January 13, last accessed). Fire
Hazard
Severity
Zone
(FHSZ)
Mapper.
Sacramento,
CA:
CALFIRE.
https://egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/
California Energy Commission (CEC). 2021a (April 11, last accessed). Clean Energy and
Pollution
Reduction
Act—SB
350.
Sacramento,
CA:
CEC.
https://www.energy.ca.gov/rules-and-regulations/energy-suppliers-reporting/cleanenergy-and-pollution-reduction-act-sb-350.
———. 2021b (April 11, last accessed). SB 100 Joint Agency Report. Sacramento, CA: CEC.
https://www.energy.ca.gov/sb100.
———. 2018 (March) “2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards Frequently Asked Questions”.
Sacramento, CA: CEC. https://www.energy.ca.gov/media/3452.
California Geological Survey. 2001 (January 17). Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation,
Black Star Canyon Quadrangle. Sacramento, CA: California Geological Survey.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/.
California Department of Conservation (DOC). 2021a (April 5, access date). California Important
Farmland Finder. Sacramento, CA DOC. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/
———. 2021b (April 6, access date). California Earthquake Hazards Zone Application (EQ Zapp).
Sacramento, CA: DC. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/
———. 2021c (April 6, access date). California Landslide Inventory. Sacramento, CA: DOC.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/lsi/app/.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

7-2

References

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

California Department of Transportation. 2021 (April 5, access date). List of eligible and officially
designated
State
Scenic
Highways.
Sacramento,
CA:
Caltrans.
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-communitylivability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways.
EDR. 2021 (March 9). EDR Radius Map Report with GeoCheck for the Kindred Church Expansion
Project. Shelton, CT: EDR.
Federal Transit Administration. 2017. Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.
Washington, DC: FTA. https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no0123_0.pdf
Google Earth. 2021. Aerial Imagery and Street Views. Mountain View, CA: Google Earth.
Halligan, Aimee (Environmental Planner). 2021 (May 20). Email correspondence related to landfill
capacity.
Niemeier, Debbie A., Douglas Eisinger, Tom P. Kear, Daniel P. Chang, Yu Meng. 1997.
Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol. Institute of Transportation
Studies, University of California, Davis, Research Report UCD-ITS-RR-97-21.
Psomas. 2021. Noise Technical Analyses. Santa Ana, CA: Psomas.
Orange County Water District. 2015 (June 17). Orange County Water District Groundwater
Management
Plan
2015
Update.
Fountain
Valley,
CA:
OCWD.
https://www.ocwd.com/media/3622/groundwatermanagementplan2015update_2015062
4.pdf.
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).2021 (April 9, last accessed). Final 2016
AQMP
and
Related
SIP
Submittals.
Diamond
Bar,
CA:
SCAQMD.
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan/final-2016aqmp.
———. 2019 (April, Revision). SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds. Diamond Bar, CA:
SCAQMD. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-qualitysignificance-thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2.
———. 2016 (February). National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and California
Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) Attainment Status for South Coast Air Basin.
Diamond Bar, CA: SCAQMD. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-airplans/air-quality-management-plans/naaqs-caaqs-feb2016.pdf?sfvrsn=2.
———. 2010 (September 28). Minutes for the GHG Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working
Group #15. Diamond Bar, CA: SCAQMD.
———. 2009. Localized Significance Thresholds. Diamond Bar, CA:
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysishandbook/localized-significance-thresholds

SCAQMD.

———. 2008a (July, as revised). Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology. Diamond
Bar, CA: SCAQMD. http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/ Method_final.pdf.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

7-3

References

Kindred Church Expansion Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

———. 2008b (December 5). PROPOSAL: Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for
Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans. Diamond Bar, CA: SCAQMD. http://www.aqmd.
gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/greenhouse-gases-(ghg)-ceqa-significancethresholds/ghgboardsynopsis.pdf?sfvrsn=2.
———. 2003 (August). White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative
Impacts
from
Air
Pollution.
Diamond
Bar,
CA:
SCAQMD.
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulativeimpacts-working-group/cumulative-impacts-white-paper.pdf.
———. 1993. CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Diamond Bar, CA: SCAQMD.
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). 2020 (September 3, adoption date).
Connect SoCal: The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments. Los Angeles, CA: SCAG.
https://scag.ca.gov/read-plan-adopted-final-plan.
———. 2016 (April). The 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy: A Plan for Mobility, Accessibility, Sustainability, and a High Quality of Life. Los
Angeles, CA: SCAG. http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016RTPSCS.aspx.
State of California, Department of Finance. 2021. E-1 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties,
and the State — January 1, 2020 and 2021. Sacramento, CA: DOF.
https://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/E-1/
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). 2021a (accessed February 8). NAAQS Table.
Washington, DC: USEPA. https://www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants/naaqs-table.
———. 2021b (February 28, current as of). Nonattainment Areas for Criteria Pollutants (Green
Book). Washington, DC: USEPA. https://www.epa.gov/green-book.
———. 1971 (December 31). Noise From Construction Equipment and Operations, Building
Equipment,
and
Home
Appliances.
Washington,
DC:
USEPA.
https://www.placer.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/8267/EPA-1971-Bolt-Baranek-andNewman-PDF.
TGR Geotechnical, Inc. 2020 (November). Percolation Testing Results for WQMP, Pavement
Design, and Building Expansion Foundation Recommendations, Kindred Church, 8720
East Santa Ana Canyon Road, Anaheim, California. Santa Ana, CA: TGR Geotechnical,
Inc.
Young, Lindsey (Interim Fire Marshall). 2021 (March 24). Email correspondence regarding City
Fire Department staffing and capacity.

R:\Projects\ANA\3ANA009402\Environmental Documentation\Initial Study\Kindred-Church_Initial-Study-032122.docx

7-4

References

