








CEOQA Analysis Approach

In the case of a project proposal requiring discretionary approval by the City on a project for which
the City has certified an EIR for the overall project, as here, the City must determine whether a
supplemental or subsequent EIR is required. The CEQA Guidelines provide guidance in this
process by requiring an examination of whether, since the certification of the EIR and approval of
the project, changes in the project or conditions have been made to such an extent that the proposal
may result in substantial changes in physical conditions that are considered significant under
CEQA. If so, the City would be required to prepare a subsequent EIR or supplement to the EIR.
The examination of impacts is the first step taken by the City in reviewing the CEQA treatment of
the proposed project.

The following review proceeds with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 in mind.
Section 15162 is discussed in detail below. The following discussion concludes that none of the
circumstances identified in Section 15162 is present, and that an addendum would be prepared for
the project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164.

The discussion in this Addendum confirms that the proposed project has been evaluated for
significant impacts pursuant to CEQA. The proposed project’'s impacts have been considered in an
EIR (i.e., the College Square PUD EIR) that was reviewed and certified by the City Council, and
the EIR, as amended by the subsequent addendum (i.e., College Square South Addendum)
approved by Planning and Design Commission, provides a sufficient and adequate analysis of the
environmental impacts of the proposed project. An addendum is the appropriate environmental
document. For the purposes of this Addendum, the College Square PUD EIR, as amended by the
College Square South Addendum, is hereinafter referred to as the previous EIR.

Discussion

An Addendum to a certified EIR may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are
required, and none of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 are present. The
following identifies the standards set forth in Section 15162(a) as they relate to the project:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major
revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identified significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or
negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous EIR was certified as complete or the negative declaration was
adopted, shows any of the following:



a) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed
in the previous EIR or negative declaration;

b) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more
severe than shown in the previous EIR [or negative declaration];

C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be
feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce
one or more significant effects of the project, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative;
or

d) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably
different from those analyzed in the previous EIR would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

Section 15162 provides that the lead agency’s role in project approval is completed upon
certification of the EIR and approval of the project, unless further discretionary action is required.
The approvals requested as part of the proposed project are considered discretionary actions, and
CEQA review, is therefore required.

“Substantial Changes in the Project” Standard

The proposed project would alter the uses originally proposed for the site, while reducing the overall
building square footage. However, given the commercial nature of the proposed land uses, the
proposed project is consistent with the existing general plan designation and zoning for the site.
Additionally, the College Square PUD included commercial uses in the area of the proposed project
site, and a car wash would be generally similar to such land uses. As discussed in greater detail
below, although the project includes a car wash not originally anticipated for the site, commercial
use has been previously anticipated and, thus, overall vehicle trips would be equal to or less than
what was originally anticipated for buildout of the project site. The proposed project would involve
disturbance over the same site and overall acreage as originally proposed. Overall, development
of the proposed project would not result in any substantial changes from what has been previously
analyzed and, thus, would not involve new significant impacts not identified in the previous EIR or
result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant impacts. The
proposal, therefore, does not constitute a substantial change in the project.

“Substantial Changes in the Circumstances” Standard

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this section presents a discussion of
whether changes to the project site or the vicinity (environmental setting) have occurred
subsequent to the certification of the previous EIR that would result in new significant impacts or a
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact that were not
evaluated and mitigated by the previous EIR.



Physical changes that have occurred throughout the College Square PUD area and in the vicinity
of the proposed project site include construction of development consistent with the College Square
PUD project, infrastructure, and roadways. The Copperstone Village Phase Il Project (part of the
College Marketplace project included in the previous EIR) located east of the project site is currently
under construction. An approximately 0.6-acre portion of APN 117-1460-025 on the southeast
corner of West Stockton Boulevard and Kastanis Way is being used for access/staging for the
Copperstone Village Phase Il Project. Street-side improvements (sidewalks, landscaping, etc.)
have been completed along Bruceville Road, West Stockton Boulevard, and Kastanis Way, to the
east of the project site. The project site itself has recently been disked and is currently dominated
by non-native grasses and ruderal weeds. The only trees and shrubs on the site are those
associated with street-side landscaping.

The College Square PUD EIR described the College Square PUD area as regularly disked, vacant
land consisting mainly of non-native annual grassland with some scattered trees. According to the
College Square PUD EIR, vernal pools and seasonal marsh/wetlands were scattered throughout
the site, concentrated on the western half. The central portion of the site, which is approximately
where the proposed project site is located within the larger College Square PUD area, contained
mounds of dirt and refuse indicative of refuse dumping. Based on the environmental baseline
identified in the College Square PUD EIR and the aforementioned physical changes to the project
site and immediately surrounding area since the College Square PUD EIR was prepared, the
project site is in relatively similar conditions as originally analyzed in the College Square PUD EIR.
Thus, the existing setting has not changed and the proposed projects change in circumstances
would not result in any substantial physical changes to the project site from what was included in
the original project approval that would affect any issue of environmental significance.

One of the requirements of CEQA is the examination of whether a proposed project would conflict
with existing plans and regulations, including the general plan, zoning regulations, and other
planning documents. Inconsistencies may suggest that a project would have environmental effects
that have not been identified in advance, and for which planning or analysis has not occurred. The
proposed project would require the Planned Unit Development Schematic Plan to be amended to
reflect the proposed modifications to the building layout and square footage on the project site;
however, the proposed modifications would not require any amendments related to the General
Plan or zoning designations for the site and would be within the limits of what was previously
analyzed within the College Square PUD EIR. Accordingly, City staff has determined that the
proposed project would be consistent with the general plan and zoning designations.

Based on the above, the proposed project would not result in any new circumstances that would
result in new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts from what has been
anticipated for the site in the previous environmental document.

“New Information of Substantial Importance” Standard

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this section includes a discussion of
whether the proposed project would result in new information of substantial importance which was
not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time
the previous EIR was certified. New information of substantial importance includes: (1) one or more
significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR; (2) significant effects previously examined
that are substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR; (3) mitigation measures or
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alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially
reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt
the mitigation measure or alternative; or (4) mitigation measures or alternatives that are
considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or
more significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

The City of Sacramento determined that the project could have noise impacts that required
additional analysis. The results of the additional analysis are presented in the discussions below.
The remaining environmental resource areas that were deemed not to require additional analysis
are also discussed briefly below. Where new information of substantial importance was not
identified, new or additional mitigation would not be necessary. If the additional analysis indicates
new information of substantial importance, additional environmental documentation is not
necessary if a new or modified mitigation would eliminate the new significant impact or reduce the
increase in severity to less than substantial.

The requirements of site plan and design review, prior to construction and operation, are
requirements that apply to activities generally on the project site, and do not reflect inconsistency
with the City’s regulations that have been approved on the College Square PUD site. The analysis
in the previous EIR, to the extent the analysis relied on review and approval of a project that would
follow the standards and requirements as set forth in planning documents, is unchanged and valid.
The changes do not necessarily raise issues of environmental significance under CEQA.

Noise

New land use or zoning designations are not proposed as part of the project, and the overall area
of disturbance anticipated for buildout of the project site would not be modified. The College Square
PUD EIR anticipated some commercial (specifically a potential for a car wash) uses within the
project area; thus, the proposed project would not be significantly different than other land uses
anticipated in the College Square PUD EIR. The proposed project would result in an overall
reduction in building square footage of approximately 13,886 sf from what is currently approved for
the site.

A Noise Assessment was conducted by Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. on May 11, 2018 (see
Attachment C).! Discussions of the proposed project-related noise levels are presented below.

Car Wash Noise

The proposed project includes a drying assembly at the exit of the car wash tunnel. An 80 HP
Stealth High Powered Quiet Drying System would be used for the drying assembly of the car wash.
The drying assembly generates a noise level of 69 decibels (dB) at 50 feet. The proposed tunnel
exit would face an area zoned for residential properties, which may be developed in the future,
located approximately 80 feet to the south.

The prediction of car wash dryer noise emissions relative to the day-night noise level (Ladn) criteria,
a 24-hour average standard, is dependent in part on the duration of operation per hour during a

! Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. Noise Assessment for Quick Quack Car Wash at College Square — City of Sacramento.
May 11, 2018.
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given day. The proposed hours of operation for the project are 7:00 am to 9:00 pm. Nighttime
operations are not proposed. For the purpose of this analysis, the drying assembly was
conservatively assumed to be under full load for 45 minutes during every operating hour. Assuming
the reference sound level data described previously with standard spherical spreading loss (-6 dB
per doubling of distance), car wash dryer noise exposure at the residential property line to the south
80 feet away was calculated to be 62 dB Ldn. Predicted car wash dryer noise levels of 62 dB Lan at
the property line to the south would satisfy the City of Sacramento General Plan exterior noise level
standard of 65 dB Lan, applicable to multi-family residential land uses.

Vacuum Noise

In addition, the proposed project would include a central vacuum system. The vacuum stall area
would contain 13 stalls and would be located on the west side of the car wash building. According
to reference noise level measurements collected at two Quick Quack Car Wash locations in the
greater Sacramento area, measured vacuum noise levels were 65 dB at a distance of 50 feet from
the center of the vacuum area.

The center of the proposed vacuum area is located approximately 150 feet from the property line
to the south. Similar to the Lan calculation for car wash noise, the duration of vacuum operation
during a given day must be known. It was assumed that all 13 vacuum stalls would be running for
a full 60 minutes during all hours of operation (7 am to 9 pm). Assuming the reference noise level
of 65 dB at 50 feet with standard spherical spreading loss (-6 dB per doubling of distance), vacuum
noise exposure at the residential property line to the south 150 feet away was calculated to be 53
dB Ldn. Predicted vacuum noise levels of 53 dB Lan at the property line to the south would satisfy
the City of Sacramento General Plan exterior noise level standard of 65 dB Lan.

Dryer and Vacuum Noise Combined

The car wash dryer and vacuum noise levels at the property line to the south were predicted to be
62 dB and 53 dB Lan, respectively. Cumulatively, project noise generation was calculated to be 62
dB Ldn. Due to rounding to the nearest whole number, the vacuum noise level did not result in an
increase to the overall noise generation of the project. Because of a difference of approximately 9
dB in predicted car wash and vacuum noise levels and the logarithmic nature of the decibel
(doubling of energy equivalent to a 3 dB increase) the addition of the two noise sources actually
resulted in an increase of 0.5 dB. Nonetheless, the predicted cumulative project noise exposure
level of 62 dB Lan at the residential property line to the south would be in compliance with the City’s
65 dB Ldn criteria. As a result, further consideration of car wash or vacuum noise mitigation
measures would not be warranted relative the City’s 65 dB Ldn exterior noise level standard of the
general plan.

Remaining CEQA Sections

In addition to the impacts analyzed in the previous discussions, the previous EIR also included
analysis of traffic, air quality, drainage, population and housing, light/glare, public services and
utilities (schools, water, and solid waste), biological resources, cultural resources, and hazardous
materials. Further details regarding the proposed project’s effects compared to the previous EIR
analysis with regard to the aforementioned resource areas are discussed in further detail below.
Impacts related to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are addressed below as well.
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Traffic

The traffic-related impacts associated with buildout of the site were analyzed within the previous
EIR. Vehicle trips associated with buildout of the site were based on trip rates (i.e., number of trips
per residential dwelling unit or square footage of buildout varying by land use type). Trips generated
by the College Square PUD were analyzed in regards to the surrounding transportation system
with the study focusing on nine nearby roadways including State Route 99, West Stockton
Boulevard, and Bruceville Road as well as ten nearby intersections. Potential impacts to traffic in
the surrounding transportation system were identified and mitigated to the maximum extent
practicable.

The former site plan for the proposed project site, within the College Square PUD, consisted of
approximately 17,481 sf of commercial uses. The College Square PUD EIR evaluated commercial
uses that could potentially include supermarket, small lot retail, restaurants, bank, coffee house,
pharmacy, gas station, and car wash uses. Although the proposed project would modify the site
plan to include a drive-through car wash, such a use was already contemplated and is an allowable
use for the larger College Square PUD area in the previous EIR. The proposed project would result
in a total building square footage of 3,595, which would result in the reduction of approximately
13,886 sf from what is currently allowed and approved to be built on the site per the previous EIR.

Applying the average daily trip generation rate per thousand square feet used in the College Square
PUD EIR for a general commercial (i.e., Shopping Center) land use of 53, which was based on the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, the number of average daily
trips that could be associated with the site from buildout of 17,481 sf of commercial uses would be
approximately 927, which does not account for any pass-by trip reductions. Based on the ITE trip
generation rate for a 3,595 square feet automated carwash land use (948), the number of PM peak
hour trips that could result from the proposed project would be 51, which does not account for any
pass-by trip reductions. Applying a general industry standard assumption that the peak hour trips
equate to approximately 10 percent of the total daily trips, the average daily trips that could occur
from buildout of the proposed project would be approximately 510. As a result of the reduction in
square footage proposed by the project from what is currently anticipated for the site, the number
of vehicle trips and, subsequently, the amount of traffic associated with buildout of the proposed
project would be less than what has already been anticipated for the site per the previous EIR.
Thus, the proposed project would not result in any new or more severe impacts related to traffic
from what has been identified within the previous EIR.

Air Quality

As stated above, the project site is currently anticipated for approximately 17,481 sf of commercial
uses, which was identified within the College Square PUD EIR to potentially include supermarket,
small lot retail, restaurants, bank, coffee house, pharmacy, gas station, and car wash uses.
Accordingly, the proposed drive-through car wash was already contemplated for the larger College
Square PUD area and is consistent with use evaluated in the previous EIR. In addition, the
proposed project would result in the reduction of approximately 13,886 sf of structures to be
constructed from what is currently allowed and approved to be built on the site per the existing
schematic plan.



The proposed reduction in square footage would result in fewer short-term construction-related
emissions from what could currently occur from buildout of the site. In addition, a reduction in
vehicle trips would also occur as a result of the proposed project, as discussed above. Because
vehicle trips typically represent the largest source of air quality emissions, and the proposed project
would decrease the number of vehicle trips associated with development within the project site, the
proposed project would be expected to result in an associated decrease in long-term operational
emissions beyond what was previously anticipated for the site per the previous EIR.

Based on the above, the proposed project would not result in construction or operational air
emissions beyond what was previously anticipated for the site per the pervious EIR. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts
related to air quality.

Drainage

The proposed project would involve development consistent with the type, general location, and
intensity of land uses anticipated for the site. The proposed project would not involve any land uses
or operations that would cause an increase in runoff levels beyond what was analyzed in the
previous EIR. The proposed project would generate runoff from the operation of the car wash.
However, as described in the project application materials the operation re-uses water from the car
wash process by pumping it back through the system equipment. With the car wash use having
been considered in the previous evaluation contained in the EIR along with the reclamation process
by the proposed project, the amount of stormwater runoff potential would not be any greater than
levels identified within the previous EIR.

Population and Housing

The original College Square PUD project did not include any residential land uses on the project
site and the proposed project does not introduce any such land uses. The proposed project would
involve development consistent with the type, general location, and intensity of land uses
anticipated for the site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any changes to the
College Square PUD project or previous EIR associated with population and housing.

Light/Glare

The College Square PUD EIR identified impacts related to light and glare during construction and
light impacts on existing sensitive land uses during operation as less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. The proposed project would involve development consistent with the type, general
location, and intensity of land uses anticipated for the site. The proposed project would not involve
any land uses or operations that would cause an increase in the potential for light and/or glare
impacts beyond what was analyzed in the College Square PUD EIR. Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in any changes to the College Square PUD project or previous EIR
associated with light/glare. Nonetheless, buildout of the proposed project would still be expected
to contribute to the light and glare impacts and the applicable mitigation measures set forth within
the previous EIR would be required.

Public Services and Utilities (School, Water, and Solid Waste)
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Because the proposed project would not directly introduce new population to the area, direct
impacts to schools would not occur. The total square footage for the drive-through car wash would
be approximately 13,886 sf less than what is currently planned for the project site. A reduction in
total building square footage would likely result in an associated reduction in the number of
employees and/or patrons anticipated at the project site, which would translate to a reduction in
per capita water consumption and solid waste generation. Although the proposed project would
involve a water-intensive land use, carwash uses are required by Assembly Bill 2230 to recycle
and reuse at least 60 percent of the wash and rinse water, or to use recycled water provided by a
water supplier for at least 60 percent of the proposed wash and rinse water consumption. In
addition, the proposed project would involve development consistent with commercial use as was
previously anticipated for the site. As such, the proposed project's water demand would be
expected to be within the capacities analyzed in the previous EIR. Because the proposed project’s
demands related to schools, water supply, and solid waste generation and disposal services would
not be expected to increase as a result of the proposed project, adequate public services and utility
infrastructure exist to meet the demands of the proposed project.

Biological Resources

The proposed project would involve disturbance over the same site and overall acreage as
originally proposed. Accordingly, the potential impacts to any existing biological resources on the
site would be expected to be similar under the proposed project to what was already anticipated in
the previous EIR. The proposed project would involve development consistent with the type,
general location, and intensity of land uses anticipated for the site. Therefore, the proposed project
would not cause any new impacts, or previously identified impacts to become more severe than
previously analyzed, related to biological resources. The feasibility of mitigation measures or
alternatives previously identified in relation to biological resources would not be modified with
implementation of the proposed project, and different mitigation measures or alternatives from
those previously identified are not proposed or necessary as a result of the proposed project.

Cultural Resources

Assembly Bill (AB) 52, passed in 2014, requires environmental review documents to disclose and
analyze potential significant impacts to tribal cultural resources including sites, features, places,
cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe. Lead agencies are also required to begin consultation with a California Native American tribe
that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project if the
tribe requests to the lead agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency of proposed projects
in that geographic area and the tribe requests consultation, prior to determining whether a negative
declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report is required for a project.
AB 52 applies to projects that have a Notice of Preparation (NOP), a notice of negative declaration
filed, or mitigated negative declaration filed on or after July 1, 2015. The NOP for the College
Square PUD EIR was filed on December 17, 2002, prior to implementation of AB 52. Therefore,
AB 52 is not applicable to the proposed project.

The proposed project would involve development consistent with the type, general location, and
intensity of land uses anticipated for the site. In addition, the proposed project would involve
disturbance over the same site and overall acreage as originally proposed. Because the amount of
land disturbance necessary during development of the site would be similar to what has been
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anticipated, the associated potential of encountering previously unknown cultural resources during
site development would not increase as a result of the proposed project. Thus, impact conclusions
related to cultural resources identified within the previous EIR would remain adequate for the
proposed project and any applicable mitigation measures set forth within the previous EIR related
to cultural resources would still be required for the proposed project.

Hazardous Materials

The proposed project would involve development consistent with the type, general location, and
intensity of land uses anticipated for the site. The proposed project would not involve any land uses
or operations that would involve an increase in the use, transport, or disposal of hazardous
materials from what was analyzed in the previous EIR. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in any changes to the College Square PUD project or previous EIR associated with
hazardous materials.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

As discussed in the College Square South Addendum, GHG emissions were not directly addressed
in the College Square PUD EIR. However, potential impacts related to GHG emissions do not
constitute “new information” as defined by CEQA, as GHG emissions were known as potential
environmental issues before1994.2 Since the time the College Square PUD EIR was approved, the
City has taken numerous actions towards promoting sustainability within the City, including efforts
aimed at reducing GHG emissions. On February 14, 2012, the City adopted the City of Sacramento
Climate Action Plan (CAP), which identified how the City and the broader community could reduce
Sacramento’s GHG emissions and included reduction targets, strategies, and specific actions.

The City has since adopted the 2035 General Plan Update. The update incorporated measures
and actions from the CAP into Appendix B, General Plan CAP Policies and Programs, of the
General Plan Update. Appendix B includes all City-Wide policies and programs that are supportive
of reducing GHG emissions. The General Plan CAP Policies and Programs per the General Plan
Update supersede the City’'s CAP. Rather than compliance and consistency with the CAP, all
proposed projects must now be compliant and consistent with the General Plan CAP Policies and
Programs outlined in Appendix B of the General Plan Update. As such, the proposed project would
be required to comply with the General Plan CAP Policies and Programs set forth in Appendix B of
the General Plan Update.

In addition to the City’s General Plan CAP Policies and Programs outlined in Appendix B of the
General Plan Update, a number of regulations have been enacted since the College Square PUD
EIR was approved for the purpose of, or with an underlying goal for, reducing GHG emissions,
such as the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen Code) and the California
Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code. Such regulations have become increasingly stringent
since the College Square PUD EIR was adopted. The proposed project would be required to
comply with all current applicable regulations associated with GHG emissions, including the
CALGreen Code and California Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code.

2 As explained in a series of cases, most recently in Concerned Dublin Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal. App.
4th 1301. Also see, Citizens of Responsible Equitable Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 515.
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As stated above, the project site is currently anticipated for approximately 17,481 sf of commercial
uses, which was identified within the College Square PUD EIR to potentially include supermarket,
small lot retail, restaurants, bank, coffee house, pharmacy, gas station, and car wash uses.
Accordingly, the proposed drive-through car wash was already contemplated for the larger College
Square PUD area and is a use consistent with the analysis contained in the previous EIR. In
addition, the proposed project would result in the reduction of approximately 13,886 sf from what
is currently allowed and approved to be built on the site per the previous EIR.

The primary GHG emission sources that would be expected to result from the proposed project
would be mobile sources from vehicle trips, followed by energy consumption, area sources, such
as landscape maintenance equipment exhaust and consumer products (e.g., deodorants, cleaning
products, spray paint, etc.), water conveyance and treatment, wastewater treatment, and solid
waste disposal. As described in further detail in the Traffic section above, the overall vehicle trips
associated with the proposed project would be less than what was originally anticipated for buildout
of the project site. Consequently, the mobile source GHG emissions would be less than what could
currently occur from buildout of the site. In addition, the proposed reduction in square footage would
be expected to subsequently cause an overall reduction in GHG emissions related to energy
consumption, area source, water conveyance and treatment, wastewater treatment, and solid
waste disposal. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in GHG emissions in excess of
what could occur per what is currently approved for the site.

Because the proposed project would be expected to result in fewer GHG emissions than what
could occur from buildout of the site per the currently anticipated uses and would be required to
comply with all applicable standards and regulations related to reducing GHG emissions, including
the City’'s General Plan CAP Policies and Programs, CALGreen Code, and California Building
Energy Efficiency Standards Code, the proposed project would not result in any new or increased
impacts related to GHG emissions and global climate change.

Environmental Findings

As presented in the discussions above, the proposed project would not result in any new significant
information of substantial importance, new impacts or an increase the severity of previously
identified impacts associated with traffic, air quality, drainage, population and housing, light/glare,
public services and utilities (schools, water, and solid waste), biological resources cultural
resources, or hazardous materials that would require major revisions to the previous EIR. The
feasibility of mitigation measures or alternatives previously identified would not be modified with
implementation of the proposed project, and different mitigation measures or alternatives from
those previously identified are not proposed or necessary as a result of the proposed project. The
proposed project would be required to implement all applicable mitigation measures set forth in the
previous EIR. As a result, new information of substantial importance, which was not known and
could not have been known at the time the previous CEQA documents were prepared, has not
come to light from what has been previously analyzed.

Conclusion
As established in the discussions above regarding the potential effects of the proposed project,
substantial changes are not proposed to the project nor have any substantial changes occurred

that would require major revisions to the previous EIR. Impacts beyond those identified and
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