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OCCOG Technical Advisory Committee
February 2, 2010

Item 3: Orange County Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)
Development

Recommended Action: Discussion. Receive report.

Report

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff, will provide an update to the OCCOG TAC on the
development of the Orange County Sustainable Communities Strategy. This update will include
discussion of the following:

¢ MOU Development Status

¢ Update on OCCOG’s High Risk Status

¢ Orange County SCS Timeline

¢ Orange County SCS Next Steps — Development of a work plan, Board meetings

Contact: Ms. Marika Modugno, Chair, OCCOG TAC (City of Irvine)
949/724-6456
mmodugno@cityofirvine.org

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff
714/560-5570
dsimpson@octa.net



mailto:mmodugno@cityofirvine.org
mailto:ddiep@fullerton.edu

OCCOG Technical Advisory Committee
| February 2, 2010

Item 4: SCAG Meetings
Recommended Action: Receive report.
Report

The following SCAG meetings were conducted after the last OCCOG TAC meeting of January
12, 2010:
¢ Plans and Programs TAC meetings of January 12, 2010.

The following SCAG meetings will be conducted after the OCCOG TAC meeting of February 2,
2010:

¢ Regional Council and Policy Committee meetings of February 4, 2010

¢ Subregional Coordinators Group meeting of February 2, 2010.

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff, will brief the TAC on the key items not related to SB 375
that will be covered at the Regional Council and Policy Committee meetings and the Subregional
Coordinators Group meetings to be held this month and the Plans and Programs TAC that was
held in January. The agendas for the meetings are posted at www.scag.ca.gov and are located on
each committee’s webpage included below.

¢ Regional Council: http://www.scag.ca.gov/committees/rc.htm

¢ Energy and Environment Committee: http://www.scag.ca.gov/committees/eec.htm

¢ Community, Economic and Human Development:
http://www.scag.ca.gov/committees/cehd.htm

¢ Transportation Committee: http://www.scag.ca.gov/committees/tc.htm

Plans and Programs TAC: http://www.scag.ca.gov/pptac/index.htm

¢ Subregional Coordinators Group: http://www.scag.ca.gov/agendas.htm

*

Contact: Ms. Marika Modugno, Chair, OCCOG TAC (City of Irvine)
949/724-6456
mmodugno@cityofirvine.org

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff
714/560-5570
dsimpson@octa.net
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OCCOG Technical Advisory Committee
| February 2, 2010

Item S: SCAG 2012 Regional Transportation Plan and Growth
Forecast

Recommended Action: Receive report.

Report

At the Subregional Coordinators Group meeting of January 5, 2010 and at the Plans and
Programs Technical Advisory Committee meeting of January 12, 2010, SCAG staff presented a
draft sustainability tool titled Envision Tomorrow. According to the presentation by Fregonese
Associates, Inc., Envision Tomorrow is a “suite of planning tools, including a scenario builder
extension for ArcGIS and a Return on Investment (ROI) model.” Fregonese Associates, Inc.
also noted that Envision Tomorrow:
¢ Allows quick land use scenario creation and evaluation using market feasible, prototype
buildings,
¢ Works with both neighborhood and regional scales, and
¢ Compare scenarios based on a variety of land use metrics, as well as resource usage,
transportation, and environmental impact.

Members of the OCCOG TAC have provided initial feedback to SCAG staff on the Envision
Tomorrow tool, a copy of which will be distributed to the TAC members at the February 2, 2010
meeting. Additionally, SCAG staff will be in attendance at the March 2, 2010 meeting to
provide TAC members with additional information, including a demonstration of the tool.

Contact: Ms. Marika Modugno, Chair, OCCOG TAC (City of Irvine)
949/724-6456
mmodugno@cityofirvine.org

Staff Report Page 1 of 1



(1) Each public agency with authority to mitigate any of the significant effects on the
environment identified in the planning or zoning action undertakes or requires others to
undertake mitigation measures specified in the EIR which the lead agency found to be feasible,
and

(2) The lead agency makes a finding at a public hearing as to whether the feasible mitigation
measures will be undertaken.

(f) An effect of a project on the environment shall not be considered peculiar to the project or the
parcel for the purposes of this section if uniformly applied development policies or standards
have been previously adopted by the city or county with a finding that the development policies
or standards will substantially mitigate that environmental effect when applied to future projects,
unless substantial new information shows that the policies or standards will not substantially
mitigate the environmental effect. The finding shall be based on substantial evidence which need
not include an EIR. Such development policies or standards need not apply throughout the entire
city or county, but can apply only within the zoning district in which the project is located, or
within the area subject to the community plan on which the lead agency is relying. Moreover,
such policies or standards need not be part of the general plan or any community plan, but can be
found within another pertinent planning document such as a zoning ordinance. Where a city or
county, in previously adopting uniformly applied development policies or standards for
imposition on future projects, failed to make a finding as to whether such policies or standards
would substantially mitigate the effects of future projects, the decisionmaking body of the city or
county, prior to approving such a future project pursuant to this section, may hold a public
hearing for the purpose of considering whether, as applied to the project, such standards or
policies would substantially mitigate the effects of the project. Such a public hearing need only
be held if the city or county decides to apply the standards or policies as permitted in this section.

(g) Examples of uniformly applied development policies or standards include, but are not limited
to:

(1) Parking ordinances.

(2) Public access requirements.

(3) Grading ordinances.

(4) Hillside development ordinances.

(5) Flood plain ordinances.

(6) Habitat protection or conservation ordinances.
(7) View protection ordinances.

(8) Requirements for reducing greenhouse gas emissions, as set forth in an adopted land use
plan, policy or regulation.
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(h) An environmental effect shall not be considered peculiar to the project or parcel solely
because no uniformly applied development policy or standard is applicable to it.

(1) Where the prior EIR relied upon by the lead agency was prepared for a general plan or
community plan that meets the requirements of this section, any rezoning action consistent with
the general plan or community plan shall be treated as a project subject to this section.

(1) "Community plan" is defined as a part of the general plan of a city or county which applies to
a defined geographic portion of the total area included in the general plan, includes or references
each of the mandatory elements specified in Section 65302 of the Government Code, and
contains specific development policies and implementation measures which will apply those
policies to each involved parcel.

(2) For purposes of this section, "consistent" means that the density of the proposed project is the
same or less than the standard expressed for the involved parcel in the general plan, community
plan or zoning action for which an EIR has been certified, and that the project complies with the
density-related standards contained in that plan or zoning. Where the zoning ordinance refers to
the general plan or community plan for its density standard, the project shall be consistent with
the applicable plan.

() This section does not affect any requirement to analyze potentially significant offsite or
cumulative impacts if those impacts were not adequately discussed in the prior EIR. If a
significant offsite or cumulative impact was adequately discussed in the prior EIR, then this
section may be used as a basis for excluding further analysis of that offsite or cumulative impact.

Note: Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code; Reference: Section 21083.3,
Public Resources Code.

15183.5 Tiering and Streamlining the Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

(a) Lead agencies may analyze and mitigate the effects of greenhouse gas emissions at a
programmatic level, such as in a general plan, a long range development plan, or a separate plan
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Later project-specific environmental documents may tier
and/or incorporate by reference that existing programmatic review. Project-specific
environmental documents may rely on an EIR containing a programmatic analysis of greenhouse
gas emissions as provided in section 15152 (tiering), 15168 (program EIRs), 15175-15179.5
(Master EIRs), 15182 (EIRs Prepared for Specific Plans), and 15183 (EIRs Prepared for General
Plans, Community Plans, or Zoning).

(b) Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plans. Public agencies may choose to analyze and mitigate
greenhouse gas emissions in a greenhouse gas reduction plan or similar document. A plan to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions may be used in a cumulative impacts analysis as set forth
below. Pursuant to sections 15064(h)(3) and 15130(d), a lead agency may determine that a
project’s incremental contribution to a cumulative effect is not cumulatively considerable if the
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project complies with the requirements in a previously adopted plan or mitigation program under
specified circumstances.

(1) Plan FElements. A greenhouse gas emissions reduction plan may:

(A) Quantify greenhouse gas emissions, both existing and projected over a specified time
period, resulting from activities within a defined geographic area:

(B) Establish a level, based on substantial evidence, below which the contribution to greenhouse
gas emissions from activities covered by the plan would not be cumulatively considerable;

(C) Identify and analyze the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from specific actions or
categories of actions anticipated within the geographic area;

(D) Specify measures or a group of measures, including performance standards, that substantial
evidence demonstrates, if implemented on a project-by-project basis, would collectively achieve
the specified emissions level;

(E) Establish a mechanism to monitor the plan’s progress toward achieving the level and to
require amendment if the plan is not achieving specified levels:

(F) Be adopted in a public process following environmental review.

(2) Use with Later Activities. A greenhouse gas reduction plan, once adopted following
certification of an EIR, may be used in the cumulative impacts analysis of later projects. An
environmental document that relies on a greenhouse gas reduction plan for a cumulative impacts
analysis must identify those requirements specified in the plan that apply to the project, and, if
those requirements are not otherwise binding and enforceable, incorporate those requirements as
mitigation measures applicable to the project. If there is substantial evidence that the effects of a
particular project may be cumulatively considerable notwithstanding the project’s compliance
with the specified requirements in the greenhouse gas reduction plan, an EIR must be prepared

for the project.

(c) Special Situations. Consistent with Public Resources Code sections 21155.2 and 21159.28,
certain residential and mixed use projects, and transit priority projects, as defined in section
21155, that are consistent with the general use designation, density, building intensity, and
applicable policies specified for the project area in an applicable sustainable communities
strategy or alternative planning strategy accepted by the California Air Resources Board need not
analyze global warming impacts resulting from cars and light duty trucks. A lead agency should
consider whether such projects may result in greenhouse gas emissions resulting from other
sources, however, consistent with these Guidelines.
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15364.5. Greenhouse Gas (Definition)

“Greenhouse gas” or “greenhouse gases” includes but is not limited to: carbon dioxide, methane,
nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride. (Reference: Health
and Safety Code section 38505(g).)
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CEQA Guidelines
Appendix F

ENERGY CONSERVATION

I. Introduction

The goal of conserving energy implies the wise and efficient use of energy. The means of
achieving this goal include:

(1) decreasing overall per capita energy consumption,
(2) decreasing reliance on natural gas and oil, and
(3) increasing reliance on renewable energy sources.

In order to assure that energy implications are considered in project decisions, the California
Environmental Quality Act requires that EIRs include a discussion of the potential energy
impacts of proposed projects, with particular emphasis on avoiding or reducing inefficient,
wasteful and unnecessary consumption of energy (see Public Resources Code section
21100(b)(3)). Energy conservation implies that a project’s cost effectiveness be reviewed not
only in dollars, but also in terms of energy requirements. For many projects, hifetime costs
effectiveness may be determined more by energy efficiency than by initial dollar costs.

A lead agency may consider the extent to which an energy source serving the project has already
undergone environmental review that adequately analyzed and mitigated the effects of energy

production.

II. EIR Contents

Potentially significant energy implications of a project shewld shall be considered in an EIR to
the extent relevant and applicable to the project. The following list of energy impact possibilities
and potential conservation measures is designed to assist in the preparation of an EIR. In many
instances, specific items may not apply or additional items may be needed. Where items listed
below are applicable or relevant to the project, they should be considered in the EIR.

A. Project Description may include the following items:

1. Energy consuming equipment and processes which will be used during construction,
operation, and/or removal of the project. If appropriate, this discussion should consider the
energy intensiveness of materials and equipment required for the project.

2. Total energy requirements of the project by fuel type and end use.

3. Energy conservation equipment and design features.

OPR Proposed CEQA Guidelines Amendments Page 1



4. Identification of fitial-and-ifeeyele-energy eests-or-supplies that would serve the project.

5. Total estimated daily vehicle trips to be generated by the project and the additional energy
consumed per trip by mode.

B. Environmental Setting may include existing energy supplies and energy use patterns in the
region and locality.

C. Environmental Impacts may include:
1. The project’s energy requirements and its energy use efficiencies by amount and fuel type for
each stage of the project>stifeeyele including construction, operation, maintenance and/or

removal. If appropriate, the energy intensiveness of materials may be discussed.

2. The effects of the project on local and regional energy supplies and on requirements for
additional capacity.

3. The effects of the project on peak and base period demands for electricity and other forms of
energy.

4. The degree to which the project complies with existing energy standards.
5. The effects of the project on energy resources.

6. The project’s projected transportation energy use requirements and its overall use of efficient
transportation alternatives.

D. Mitigation Measures may include:
1. Potential measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary consumption of energy
during construction, operation, maintenance and/or removal. The discussion should explain why

certain measures were incorporated in the project and why other measures were dismissed.

2. The potential of siting, orientation, and design to minimize energy consumption, including
transportation energy, water conservation and solid-waste reduction.

3. The potential for reducing peak energy demand.
4. Alternate fuels (particularly renewable ones) or energy systems.
5. Energy conservation which could result from recycling efforts.

E. Alternatives should be compared in terms of overall energy consumption and in terms of
reducing wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary consumption of energy. F. Unavoidable Adverse
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Effects may include wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary consumption of energy during the
project construction, operation, maintenance and/or removal that cannot be feasibly mitigated.

G. Irreversible Commitment of Resources may include a discussion of how the project preempts
future energy development or future energy conservation.

H. Short-Term Gains versus Long-Term Impacts can be compared by calculating the project’s
energy costs over the project’s lifetime ef-theprojeet.

I. Growth Inducing Effects may include the estimated energy consumption of growth induced by
the project.
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CEQA Guidelines
Appendix G

Environmental Checklist Form

NOTE: The following is a sample form and may be tailored to satisfy individual agencies’ needs
and project circumstances. It may be used to meet the requirements for an initial study when the
criteria set forth in the CEQA Guidelines have been met. Substantial evidence of potential
impacts that are not listed on this form must also be considered. The sample questions in this
form are intended to encourage thoughtful assessment of impacts, and do not necessarily
represent thresholds of significance.

1. Project title:
2. Lead agency name and address:

3. Contact person and phone number:
4. Project location:
5. Project sponsor's name and address:

6. General plan designation:
7. Zoning:
8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.)

OPR Proposed CEQA Guidelines Amendments Page 1



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forest Resources
Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources
Geology/Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population/Housing

Public Services

Recreation
Transportation/Traffic
Utilities/Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has

OPR Proposed CEQA Guidelines Amendments Page 2



been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (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 proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature
Date
Printed Name

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. 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 involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant
with mitigation, or less than significant. "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.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
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a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above 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.

¢) 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.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously
prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages
where the statement is substantiated.

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9) 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 significance

SAMPLE QUESTIONS
I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
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?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?
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II. AGRICULTURE AND 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 Dept. 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 the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in the 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?

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in Public Resources Code section

4526)?

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

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

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

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

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

¢) 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
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 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 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?

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?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in §
15064.5?

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

c¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:

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

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

i1) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

1v) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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

liquefaction or collapse?

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

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

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS -- Would the project:

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

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

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would the project:

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?

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

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

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

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

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

VHIX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

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

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

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of

surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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J) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

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

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

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

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?

XII. NOISE -- Would the project result in:

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

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

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

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

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

a) 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)?

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

c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

XHXIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

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?

Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

XIVXV. RECREATION

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?

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. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

rolume-to-capacity-ratio-onroad reestion-atin tons)2 Exceed the capacity
of the existing circulation system, based on an applicable measure of effectiveness (as designated
in a general plan policy, ordinance, etc.), taking into account all relevant components of the
circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, hichways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

OPR Proposed CEQA Guidelines Amendments Page 10



b) Exceed;eitherindividually-orecumulatively-a—Conflict with an applicable congestion

management program, including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

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

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

o L inad : "

=t) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -- Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

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

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

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

e) 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?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects)?

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

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087, Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections
21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21082.1, 21083, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21151, Public Resources
Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino, 202 Cal.App.3d 296 (1988); Leonoff v. Monterey
Board of Supervisors, 222 Cal.App.3d 1337 (1990).
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OCCOG Technical Advisory Committee
February 2, 2010

Item 8: OCCOG Board Meeting of January 28, 2010
Recommended Action: Receive report.
Report

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff, will brief the TAC on the key highlights of the January 28,
2010 meeting of the OCCOG Board. Actions and discussions of the Board related to specific
items on the TAC’s agenda will be discussed relative to the respective item.

The agenda for the Board meeting is posted at http://www.octa.net/occog2.aspx. This link was
also provided to the TAC members via e-mail prior to the Board meeting. Please bring your
copy of the OCCOG Board agenda packet to the TAC meeting for reference purposes.

Contact: Ms. Marika Modugno, Chair, OCCOG TAC (City of Irvine)
949/724-6456
mmodugno@cityofirvine.org

Mr. David Simpson, OCCOG Staff
714/560-5570
dsimpson@octa.net



http://www.octa.net/occog2.aspx
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mailto:ddiep@fullerton.edu

PROPOSITION 84 “PLANNING” GRANT PROGRAM INFORMATION

The California Strategic Growth Council (SGC) met in December in Sacramento to review public
input on draft guidelines for the Prop. 84 "Planning" Grant program and provide SGC staff with
direction on developing final guidelines for Council adoption. See below for a summary of items
discussed.

Revised Grant Schedule

February 8 - Proposed Final Guidelines posted on web
March 17 - Council adopts Final Guidelines

March 29 - RFP released

May 28 - Grant applications due

August 19 - Staff recommendations posted on web
September 1 - Council approves awards

Grant Focus Areas
Focus Area #1 - Local Sustainable Planning (Cities and Counties)
¢ Specific Plans/Infill Plans/Zoning Ordinances
e Targeted General Plan Updates or Elements (incorporating sustainability community or
climate change objectives)
e Climate Action Plans
e Other plans needed to meet AB 32 and SB 375 GHG emission reductions
Focus Area #2 - Regional SB 375 Plus (MPOSs)
e Plans that support SB 375 and AB 32 GHG emission reductions (Blueprints, SCS)

Focus Area #3 - Regional Planning Activities with Multiple Parties (Cities, Counties, RTPAS,
JPAS)

e Countywide Climate Action Plans (involving multiple agencies)
e Regional cap and trade plan or offset program
e Rural Blueprints or voluntary SB 375 programs
e Interregional Plans
Criteria

e The overarching "super goal" is to achieve GHG emission reductions
e |t's likely that many of the scoring criteria in the draft guidelines, which are based on
numerous state planning objectives, will be retained

What type of Plans will be funded?

o The Council identified a preference for comprehensive plans that address GHG reduction
e They will not consider "Single Issue" Plans (i.e., Health Impact Assessment, Economic
Development, Water Management)

How will the funds be distributed?



e The funds will be distributed in 3 cycles, with roughly $20 million awarded in each cycle.

o The Council didn't provide a clear direction to staff, but there seemed to be a solid
majority of Council members that did not want to designate a fixed allocation percentage
to the three focus areas in the RFP.

e |t was clear that the Council wants the majority of funds (somewhere between 65 and 80
percent) to go to local agencies.

What other key factors will be considered?

e Collaboration between local agencies and MPOs, on how Blueprint/SCS activities and
local planning efforts will be coordinated, appears to be a key factor.

e Extra points will be awarded for grant proposals that address disadvantaged
communities.



State of California » Department of Transportation

NEWS RELEASE

Date: Tuesday, January 19, 2010
District: 12 —Orange County

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

CALTRANS TO HOST TRANSPORTATION PLANNING GRANT WORKSHOP

IRVINE — Caltrans will host a transportation planning grant workshop from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30
p.m. Tuesday, February 16, at Caltrans District 12 Traffic Management Center, 6681 Marine
Way, 2nd floor (room 242), Irvine, CA.

The workshop will discuss the following grant programs for Fiscal Year 2010-2011: Community-
Based Transportation Planning and Environmental Justice: Context Sensitive Planning.
Transportation Funding for all these grant programs is available on a statewide, competitive

basis.

Transportation planning grants are intended to promote a balanced, comprehensive multi-modal

transportation system.

The 2010-2011 Transportation Planning Grant application package is available on the Caltrans
web site at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/grants.html. For more information, please contact:
Damon Davis at 949-440-3487 or Marlon Regisford at 949-724-2241.
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