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Chapter 4 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

47 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO
BE SIGNIFICANT

4.71 INTRODUCTION

While all the environmental topics required to Imalsgzed under CEQA were reviewed
to determine if the proposed amendments would erggnificant impacts, the screening
analysis (see Appendix A for the NOP/IS) conclutleat the following environmental
areas would not be significantly adversely affecteyl 2007 AQMP: aesthetics,
agriculture resources, biological resources, calttesources, geology/soils, land use and
planning, mineral resources, noise, population lamasing, public services, recreation,
and transportation/traffic. These topics were analyzed in further detail in this
environmental assessment, however, a brief dismusdieach is provided below.

4.7.2 AESTHETICS

The proposed control measures in the 2007 AQMmatrexpected to adversely affect
scenic vistas in the district; damage scenic ressyrincluding but not limited to trees,
rock outcroppings, or historic buildings within @egic highway; or substantially degrade
the visual character of a site or its surroundin@$ie reason for this conclusion is that
AQMP control measures typically affect industriaktitutional, or commercial facilities
located in appropriately zoned areas that are swdlly associated with scenic resources.
Further, modifications typically occur inside thaildings at the affected facilities, or
because of the nature of the business (e.g., coomher industrial) can easily blend
with the facilities with little or no noticeablefett on adjacent areas. The 2007 AQMP
may have a beneficial effect on scenic resourcesniproving visibility as well as
improving air quality.

For example, MOB-03 and some of the mobile contmebsures could result in control
devices at port facilities to control ship emissidrom ships at berth. These control
devices may use hoods or bonnets on ship exhadtssto capture emissions and are
expected to be about 80 feet high (PLB, 2006). I&Vtiiese control devices would be
visible to surrounding areas, they would be usethiwithe heavily industrialized
portions of the ports, which contains terminalsiksa shiploading structures (including
conveyors and cranes), and other similar structurBserefore, no significant adverse
aesthetic impacts would be expected.

Emission growth management control measures mayireegmission reductions from

new or redevelopment land use projects. Theseralonteasures, however, do not
initiate or promote land use projects, they mayptymmequire emission reductions after
the decision has already been made to pursue nexdevelopment projects. As a result,
emission growth management control measures arexpeicted to adversely affect local
land use policies or create aesthetic impacts.
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Additional trees could be planted under MCS-02, ddriHeat Island. Trees have the
potential to block desirable views as well as pdevaesthetically pleasing impacts by
screening undesirable views (e.g., freeways arektsl. This control measure would
likely be implemented through local ordinances, alihshould include guidelines for the
appropriate care and maintenance, and locationshforplanting of trees. Aesthetic
impacts associated with trees can be handled oase-lty-case basis by developing
appropriate planting locations and avoid impactognic vistas. The planting of trees in
urban areas tend to provide aesthetically pleasipgcts.

BCM-02 would encourage localized control progranms areas with high PM10
concentrations. In certain areas high PM10 comaBobhs are associated with
unstabilized vacant lots, roads with unimproveddrshoulders where street sweepers
cannot be used, and unpaved roads and resideatkahg areas. PM10 control measures
could including paving (e.g., roads or road showdgdencing (to prevent dumping), and
mowing for weed abatement to create stabilizedased that minimize wind/blown dust.
Paving of unpaved areas would place asphalt orreta areas that are currently open;
however most of these areas have been graded, ettnoiddisturbed in some manner.
Any aesthetic impacts of paving unpaved areas xgvected to be offset by eliminating
the aesthetic impacts of blowing dust.

The 2007 AQMP may have a beneficial effect on sceggources by improving visibility
as well as improving air quality, preventing sm¢B€M-03 and BCM-04, limit opening
burning and wood burning), and minimizing dust (BO® and EGM-01, dust control).

The proposed 2007 AQMP is not expected to crealéianal demand for new lighting

or exposed combustion that could create glare toatid adversely affect day or
nighttime views in any areas. As noted above,lifees affected by AQMP control

measures typically make modifications in the imteof an affected facility so any new
light sources would typically be inside a buildioeg not noticeable because of the
presence of existing light sources. Further, &fi@ccommercial or industrial facilities
would be located in appropriately zoned areas #rat not usually located next to
residential areas, so new light sources, if anyldiaot be noticeable to residents.

Based upon the above considerations, significankerae aesthetics impacts are not
expected to occur due to implementation of the 200W1P.
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4.7.3 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

AQMP control measures typically affect existing eoercial or industrial facilities or
establish specifications for fuels or mobile souesthaust emissions, so they are not
expected to generate any new construction of mgklior other structures that would
require conversion of farmland to non-agricultutede or conflict with zoning for
agricultural uses or a Williamson Act contract. efidare no provisions in the proposed
2007 AQMP that would affect or conflict with existy land use plans, policies, or
regulations or require conversion of farmland ton+agricultural uses. Land use,
including agriculture-related uses, and other plagconsiderations are determined by
local governments and no land use or planning rements will be altered by the
proposed project. AQMP control measures, includiogtrol measures related to mobile
sources, would have no direct or indirect effeatsagricultural resources. The 2007
AQMP could provide benefits to agricultural resagdy reducing ozone emissions and,
thus, reducing the adverse impacts of ozone origpéard animals.

Emission growth management control measures mayiree@mission reductions from

new or redevelopment land use projects. Theseralonteasures, however, do not
initiate or promote land use projects, they maypsymequire emission reductions after
the decision has already been made to pursue nexdevelopment projects. As a result,
emission growth management control measures arexpeicted to adversely affect local
land use policies or result in the conversion afcadfural lands to non-agricultural land

uses.

Based upon the above considerations, significanterag@ impacts to agricultural
resources are not expected due to implementatitmed007 AQMP.

4.74 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

No direct or indirect impacts from implementing A@\ontrol measures were identified
that could adversely affect plant and/or animalcgsein the district. The effect of
implementing AQMP control measures are typicallpnir mobile source exhaust
emissions or fuel specifications or results in rfiodtions at existing commercial or
industrial facilities to control or further contremissions. Such existing commercial or
industrial facilities are generally located in ammiately zoned commercial or industrial
areas, which typically do not support candidatesigire, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulatioos by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Sinylamodifications at existing
facilities would not interfere substantially withe movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with nativer eesident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife seny sites. Further, since the proposed
2007 AQMP primarily regulates stationary emissionrses at existing commercial or
industrial facilities, it does not directly or imdctly affect land use policy that may
adversely affect riparian habitat or other sensittatural communities identified in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, omitfeed by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serviceprioving air quality is expected to
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provide health benefits to plant and animal specig¢ke district. There are no additional
control measures contained in the 2007 AQMP thatlgvalter this determination.

As noted in the previous paragraph, promulgatingtrob measures in the 2007 AQMP
may require modifications at existing industrial @mmercial facilities to control or
further control emissions at these affected faedit Similarly, the 2007 AQMP contains
control measures that establish emission stand&ods mobile sources or fuel

specifications. As a result, the proposed projeittt not affect land use policies or
designations. For these reasons the proposedcprile not adversely affect protected
wetlands as defined by 8404 of the Clean Water Awtluding, but not limited to

marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.ugfralirect removal, filling, hydrological

interruption or other means.

Implementing the proposed 2007 AQMP is not expetbedffect land use plans, local
policies or ordinances, or regulations protectingldgical resources such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance for the reasomeaaly given, i.e. control measures
promulgated as rules or regulations primarily dffexisting facilities located in
appropriately zoned areas or establish emissiondatds for mobile sources or fuel
specifications. Land use and other planning camaitbns are determined by local
governments and no land use or planning requiresneit be altered by the proposed
project. Similarly, the proposed 2007 AQMP wouldt raffect in any way habitat
conservation or natural community conservation flaagricultural resources or
operations, and would not create divisions in aagteng communities.

Emission growth management control measures mayiree@mission reductions from

new or redevelopment land use projects. Theseralonteasures, however, do not
initiate or promote land use projects, they maypsymequire emission reductions after
the decision has already been made to pursue nexdevelopment projects. As a result,
emission growth management control measures arexpeicted to adversely affect local
land use policies or habitat conservation plans.

The AQMP would encourage additional tree plantisgpart MCS-02. The trees are
expected to be planted in urban areas as pamd$t¢aped vegetation and are not expected
to displace any native habitat or conflict withabpolicies. Rather the control measure
is expected to encourage local tree policies tludecthe use of additional trees to provide
landscaping that shades urban development, resuiticooler temperatures and less energy
used for cooling.

Based upon the above considerations, implemenkiagptoposed 2007 AQMP is not
expected to adversely affect biological resources.

4.75 CULTURAL RESOURCES
Implementing the proposed 2007 AQMP is primarilypested to result in controlling

stationary source emissions at existing commeroralindustrial facilities, establish
emission standards for mobile sources, or estahlshstandards. Affected facilities are

4.7-4



Chapter 4 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

typically located in appropriately zoned commerca@l industrial areas that have
previously been disturbed. Because potentiallgci#fd facilities are existing facilities
and controlling stationary source emissions doégymacally require extensive cut-and-
fill activities or excavation, it is unlikely thamplementing control measures in the
proposed 2007 AQMP will: adversely affect histokica archaeological resources as
defined in CEQA Guidelines 815064.5, destroy unigpadeontological resources or
unigue geologic features, or disturb human remiaitesred outside formal cemeteries.

In a small number of cases, implementing contrahsnees in the proposed 2007 AQMP
may require minor site preparation and grading rataffected facility. Under this
circumstance, it is possible that archaeologicapaleontological resources could be
uncovered. Even if this circumstance were to qcaignificant adverse cultural
resources impacts are not anticipated because #nerexisting laws in place that are
designed to protect and mitigate potential advemgacts to cultural resources. As with
any construction activity, should archaeologicalorgces be found during construction
that results from implementing the proposed AQMRBtm measures, the activity would
cease until a thorough archaeological assessmeahducted.

Emission growth management control measures mayiree@mission reductions from
new or redevelopment land use projects. Theseralonteasures, however, do not
initiate or promote land use projects, they maypsymmequire emission reductions after
the decision has already been made to pursue nexdevelopment projects. As a result,
emission growth management control measures arexpeicted to adversely affect local
land use policies or create addition developmeattwould impact cultural resources.

The proposed 2007 AQMP is, therefore, not antieigpa result in any construction
activities or promote any programs that could havsignificant adverse impact on
cultural resources in the district.

476 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The proposed 2007 AQMP will not directly or inditigcexpose people or structures to
earthquake faults, seismic shaking, seismic-relgtednd failure including liquefaction,

landslides, mudslides or substantial soil erosion the following reasons. When
implemented as rules or regulations, AQMP contrebsures do not directly or indirectly
result in construction of new structures. Somecstiral modifications, however, at
existing affected facilities may occur as a restiihstalling control equipment or making
process modifications. In any event, existing @#d facilities or modifications to

existing facilities would be required to comply lwitelevant Uniform Building Code

requirements in effect at the time of initial canstion or modification of a structure.

New structures must be designed to comply with Winform Building Code Zone 4
requirements since the district is located in amaally active area. The local cities or
counties are responsible for assuring that projectaply with the Uniform Building
Code as part of the issuance of the building psramd can conduct inspections to ensure
compliance. The Uniform Building Code is considkte be a standard safeguard against
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major structural failures and loss of life. Theabof the Code is to provide structures
that will: (1) resist minor earthquakes withounhdage; (2) resist moderate earthquakes
without structural damage but with some non-stmatdamage; and (3) resist major
earthquakes without collapse but with some strattamd non-structural damage.

The Uniform Building Code bases seismic design animum lateral seismic forces

("ground shaking”). The Uniform Building Code r@gments operate on the principle
that providing appropriate foundations, among othsrects, helps to protect buildings
from failure during earthquakes. The basic forraulaed for the Uniform Building Code

seismic design require determination of the seismaioe and site coefficient, which

represents the foundation conditions at the site.

Any potentially affected facilities that are locat® areas where there has been historic
occurrence of liquefaction, e.g., coastal zonegxasting conditions indicate a potential
for liquefaction, including expansive or unconsatiedd granular soils and a high water
table, may have the potential for liquefaction ioeldi impacts at the project sites. The
Uniform Building Code requirements consider liqutian potential and establish more
stringent requirements for building foundations areas potentially subject to
liquefaction. Therefore, compliance with the UnifoBuilding Code requirements is
expected to minimize the potential impacts assediatith liquefaction. The issuance of
building permits from the local cities or countiesll assure compliance with the
Uniform Building Code requirements. Therefore, mggnificant impacts from
liquefaction are expected and this potential impalitnot be considered further.

Because facilities affected by any AQMP control swras are typically located in
industrial or commercial areas, which are not tgjyclocated near known geological
hazards (e.g., landslide, mudflow, seiche, tsunam¥olcanic hazards), no significant
adverse geological impacts are expected. Tsunantie ports, i.e., Port of Los Angeles
and Port of Long Beach, are not expected becawsedhs of Long Beach and Los
Angeles are surrounded by breakwaters that prttecrea from wave action.

Although the proposed 2007 AQMP control measurey meguire modifications at
existing industrial or commercial facilities, suctodifications are not expected to require
substantial grading or construction activities. il Stabilization methods and paving of
unpaved areas could be required under control med&GM-02 which would further
reduce PM10 emissions from paved and unpaved rod8sil compaction or over
covering with a hard-ground cover such as asphalbocrete pavement could contribute
to surface water erosion of soils in areas adjatempiaved or other impervious surface
areas. However, these potential impacts from gawh unpaved roads are not
anticipated from the 2007 AQMP. The proposed ptoglwes not have the potential to
substantially increase the area subject to congraair overcovering since the subject
areas would be limited in size and, typically, haheady been graded or displaced in
some way. Further the control measure is expetdecduce wind erosion of soil.
Therefore, significant adverse soil erosion impacesnot anticipated from implementing
the 2007 AQMP.
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Septic tanks or other similar alternative waste ewatisposal systems are typically
associated with small residential projects in remateas. The proposed 2007 AQMP
does not contain any control measures that geneoatgruction of residential projects in
remote areas. AQMP control measures typicallycakaisting industrial or commercial
facilities that are already hooked up to approprsgwerage facilities. Based on these
considerations, implementation of the 2007 AQMD net expected to generate
significant adverse geology and soils impacts.

4.7.7 LAND USE AND PLANNING

The proposed 2007 AQMP generally is expected toosapcontrol requirements on
stationary sources at existing commercial or instihal facilities and establish emission
exhaust specifications for mobile sources. Assaltethe proposed 2007 AQMP does
not require construction of structures for new larsgs in any areas of the district and,
therefore, is not expected to create divisionsny existing communities or conflict with
any applicable habitat conservation or natural comityg conservation plan.

Any facilities affected by the proposed 2007 AQMBuhd still be expected to comply
with, and not interfere with, any applicable lanseplans, zoning ordinances, habitat
conservation or natural community conservation flaihere are no provisions of the
proposed project that would directly affect thesang, policies, or regulations. The
SCAQMD is specifically excluded from infringing axisting city or county land use
authority (California Health & Safety Code 840414).and use and other planning
considerations are determined by local governmamtisno present or planned land uses
in the region or planning requirements will be edteby the proposed project in any way.
There are existing links between population growdhd development, housing, traffic,
and air quality. SCAG’s Regional ComprehensivenRiacounts for these links when
designing ways to improve air quality, transpodatsystems, land use, compatibility and
housing opportunities in the region. Land use miag is handled at the local level and
contributes to development of the AQMP, growth ectipns for example, but the
AQMP does not affect local government land usermptendecisions. The proposed 2007
AQMP complements SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive.Plan

MCS-02, Urban Heat Island would encourage the pigndf additional trees. A large-

scale planting program has the potential to cdniflith local plans and ordinances. Under
this control measure it is expected that ordinangesld be revised or developed to
encourage additional tree planting and to requaetimg with certain specific types of trees.
Streetscapes, landscapes, setbacks, and corridos plre expected to be revised or
developed to allow room for additional tree plagtinTherefore, the control measure may
encourage additional tree planting but no sigmiic@pacts to land use policies are expected.

Emission growth management control measures €&V-01, Emission Reductions from
New or Redevelopment Projects) may require emisgieductions from new or

redevelopment land use projects. These controkunes, however, do not initiate or
promote land use projects, they may simply regaeimnéssion reductions after the decision
has already been made to pursue new or redevelogrgacts. As a result, emission
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growth management control measures are not expextedversely affect local land use
policies (e.g., general or specific plans) or areaginificant adverse land use impacts.

Based upon the above considerations, project-spéaifd use and planning impacts are
not expected to occur due to implementation o@7 AQMP.

4.7.8 MINERAL RESOURCES

There are no provisions of the proposed projedt wwald directly result in the loss of
availability of a known mineral resource of valwethe region and the residents of the
state, or of a locally-important mineral resoureeavery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use pldine proposed 2007 AQMP is not
expected to deplete non-renewable mineral resousced as aggregate materials, metal
ores, etc., at an accelerated rate or in a wastenher because AQMP control measures
are typically not mineral resource intensive measur Therefore, significant adverse
impacts to mineral resources are not anticipated.

Based upon the above considerations, significanera@ project-specific impacts to
mineral resources are not expect to occur due péeimentation of the 2007 AQMP.

4.79 NOISE

The proposed project may require existing commkeaiandustrial owners/operators of
affected facilities to install air pollution contrequipment or modify their operations to
reduce stationary source emissions. Potential fimatdons will occur at facilities
typically located in appropriately zoned industoalcommercial areas. The 2007 AQMP
could require additional control equipment that Idogenerate noise impacts, but
virtually all of the control equipment would be talked at industrial and commercial
facilities.

Ambient noise levels in commercial and industrigles are typically driven primarily by

freeway and/or highway traffic in the area and d®avy-duty equipment used for

materials manufacturing or processing at nearbifitfes. It is not expected that any

modifications to install air pollution control equment would substantially increase
ambient [operational] noise levels in the aredhezitpermanently or intermittently, or

expose people to excessive noise levels that wbaldoticeable above and beyond
existing ambient levels. It is not expected thi¢cted facilities would exceed noise

standards established in local general plans, miéaents, or noise ordinances currently
in effect. Affected facilities would be requiréd comply with local noise ordinances

and elements, which may require construction osedarriers or other noise control
devices.

Some control measures will provide an incentive floe early retirement of older

equipment, replacing it with newer technologies. niost cases, newer equipment and
newer engines are more efficient and generate fesse than older equipment. For
example, electric and hybrid vehicles generate tesgse than standard gasoline fueled
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vehicles. Therefore, some control measures coeklltr in noise reductions at
industrial/commercial facilities or along freewayighways/streets as a result of quieter
engines (e.g., MCS-01, Facility Modernization, ar@CONRD-01, Accelerated
Penetration of Partial Zero-Emission and Zero Eimis¥ehicles).

BCM-02 would encourage localized control progranms areas with high PM10
concentrations. PM10 control measures could inoddaving (e.g., roads or road
shoulders), fencing (to prevent dumping), and mgwior weed abatement to create
stabilized surfaces that minimize wind/blown dusiConstruction-related activities
associated with this control measure could occuran-industrial/commercial areas and
generate noise impacts. Construction activitiem@dstrial/commercial facilities could
also generate noise impacts. However, those cmtistn activities (e.g., paving
activities) would be required to comply with logabise ordinances, which generally
prohibit construction during the nighttime, in ordéo minimize noise impacts.
Compliance with the local noise ordinances is etggedo minimize noise impacts
associated with construction activities to lessthignificant.

It is also not anticipated that the proposed ptojakt; cause an increase in groundborne
vibration levels because air pollution control gumuent is not typically vibration
intensive equipment. Consequently, the 2007 AQMPnat directly or indirectly cause
substantial noise or excessive groundborne vibratigpacts. These topics, therefore,
will not be further evaluated in the Final-Br&ftogram EIR.

Affected facilities would still be expected to coypand not interfere, with any
applicable airport land use plans and disclose expessive noise levels to affected
residences and workers pursuant to existing ruéggjlations and requirements, such as
CEQA. It is assumed that operations in these ameas airports are subject to and in
compliance with existing community noise ordinancasd applicable OSHA or
Cal/OSHA workplace noise reduction requirements. addition to noise generated by
current operations, noise sources in each areamshyde nearby freeways, truck traffic
to adjacent businesses, and operational noise &djacent businesses. None of the
proposed control measures in the 2007 AQMP woutdtk residents or commercial
buildings or other sensitive noise source closeaitport operations. As noted in the
previous item, there are no components of the mepho2007 AQMP that would
substantially increase ambient noise levels, eititermittently or permanently.

Based upon the above considerations, significanérad project-specific noise impacts
are not expect to occur due to implementation ef2007 AQMP.

4.7.10 POPULATION AND HOUSING

According to SCAG (2004), population growth in tREAG region (which includes all

of the district) is expected to grow to 22.9 mitlidue to births within the region and
migration. Consistent with SCAG’s population graovrojections, the proposed project
is not anticipated to generate any significantafeeither directly or indirectly, on the
district’'s population or population distributionThe proposed 2007 AQMP generally
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affects existing commercial or industrial facilgiéocated in predominantly industrial or
commercial urbanized areas throughout the distilicis expected that the existing labor
pool within the areas surrounding any affectedlitaes would accommodate the labor
requirements for any modifications at affected Ifaes. In addition, it is not expected
that affected facilities will be required to hirelditional personnel to operate and
maintain new control equipment on site becausepallution control equipment is
typically not labor intensive equipment. In theeeivthat new employees are hired, it is
expected that the existing local labor pool indierict can accommodate any increase in
demand for workers that might occur as a resulidafpting the proposed 2007 AQMP.
As such, adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP is notetgal to result in changes in
population densities or induce significant growttpopulation.

The proposed 2007 AQMP is not expected to incrdesdemand for new workers in the
area. Any demand for new employees is expecte@ lacbommodated from the existing
labor pool so no substantial population displacdngexpected. Construction activities
generated by the 2007 AQMP are expected to beddnid stationary sources within
industrial and commercial for the installation @wntechnology or equipment. The 2007
AQMP is not expected to require construction atasithat would displace people or
existing housing.

Based upon the above considerations, significamtrad project-specific population and
housing impacts are not expect to occur due toamphtation of the 2007 AQMP.

4.7.11 PUBLIC SERVICES

There is no potential for significant adverse ptiskrvice impacts as a result of adopting
the proposed 2007 AQMP. The 2003 AQMP EIR analyzs@ntial adverse impacts to
public services as a result of implementing AQMRtom measures and concluded that
existing resources at services such as fire depatsn police departments and local
governments would not be significantly adverselig@ed as a result of implementing
AQMP control measures. The proposed project wooldresult in the need for new or
physically altered government facilities in order maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectivesil&ly, most industrial facilities have
on-site security that controls public access talifess so no increase in the need for
police services are expected. Most industrial life@s have on-site fire protection
personnel and/or have agreements for fire protec@vices with local fire departments.
For these reasons, implementing the 2007 AQMP iserpected to require additional
fire protection services.

Adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP is not expectethdoice population growth. Thus,

implementing the proposed control measures wouldinevease or otherwise alter the
demand for schools and parks in the district. Mmificant adverse impacts to schools or
parks are foreseen as a result of adopting theopeap2007 AQMP.

EGM-01 would affect land uses associated with newelbpments or redevelopment projects
in order to minimize emissions. Development ité&l§ the potential for impacts on public

4.7-10



Chapter 4 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

services, however, EGM-01 does not drive land @seldpment, but may impose emission
reduction requirements after the decision is alreathde to go forward with new or
redevelopment projects. EGM-01 is not expectedresult in modifications to new
development that would generate significant impantgublic services. The public services
impacts of new development will be evaluated omasedyy-case basis by the local land use
agency (city or county) and are generally subp@EQA requirements and can be mitigated
by the local land use agency using General or §p&tan guidance. No significant adverse
impacts to schools or parks are foreseen as a eésopting the proposed 2007 AQMP.

Based upon the above considerations, significanerad project-specific public services
impacts are not expected to occur due to implenientaf the 2007 AQMP.

4.7.12 RECREATION

As discussed under “Land Use and Planning” and tiRdion and Housing” above, there
are no provisions to the proposed project that daffect land use plans, policies,
ordinances, or regulations. Land use and othe&mpig considerations are determined by
local governments. No land use or planning reqguénas, including those related to
recreational facilities, will be altered by the posal. The proposed project does not
have the potential to directly or indirectly indusepulation growth or redistribution. As
a result, the proposed project would not incredse use of, or demand for existing
neighborhood and/or regional parks or other remeak facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational factitiaat might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment.

Based upon the above considerations, no signifiadwerse project-specific impacts to
population and housing are expected to occur duagtementation of the 2007 AQMP.

4.7.13 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP is not expectesutastantially increase vehicle trips
or vehicle miles traveled in the district. The 20Q@QMP relies on transportation and
related control measures developed by SCAG (SCA@4AR These transportation

control measures include strategies to enhancelitydiy reducing congestion through

transportation infrastructure improvements, masansit improvements, increasing
telecommunications products and services, enhdnicgdle and pedestrian facilities, etc.
Specific strategies that serve to reduce vehigbs ®nd vehicle miles traveled, such as
strategies resulting in greater reliance on mamssit, ridesharing, telecommunications,
etc., are expected to result in reducing traffiogsstion. Although population in the
district will continue to increase, implementingttransportation control measures (in
conjunction with the Regional Transportation Plawi)l ultimately result in greater

percentages of the population using transportatmmues other than single occupant
vehicles. As a result, relative to population gitovexisting traffic loads and the level of
service designation for intersections district-wideuld not be expected to decline at
current rates, but could possibly improve to aaeréxtent. Therefore, implementing the
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AQMP could ultimately provide transportation impeswents and congestion reduction
benefits.

The 2007 AQMP would revise the previous motor viehemissions budget with new
emission calculations using the latest motor vehiemission factors and planning
assumptions. The U.S. EPA’s Transportation ConifgrnRule requires that
transportation plans and projects must not excéledrdtor vehicle emission budgets for
attaining and maintaining health-based air quaigndards, or a conformity lapse would
occur (preventing further funding of transportatjgmojects). By avoiding a conformity
lapse, the region will continue to receive fedeiahding for future transportation
projects, which would generally increase traffiovil thus, providing a beneficial traffic
impact.

Adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP is not expectecsolt in inadequate parking at any
affected facilities in the district. The reasom fiois conclusion is that, to the extent that
transportation and related control measures redudenit the growth in daily vehicle
trips, there could be a slight reduction in currenfuture demand for parking compared
to existing levels of parking demand.

Neither air traffic nor air traffic patterns arepexted to be directly or indirectly affected

by adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP. Controllingssinns at existing commercial or

industrial facilities and establishing mobile saiexhaust and fuel specifications do not
require constructing any structures that could idepair traffic patterns in any way.

It is not expected that adopting the proposed 2AQMP will directly or indirectly
increase roadway design hazards or incompatilis.rigo the extent that implementing
components of the transportation control measuceralated measures further develop
roadway infrastructure, it is expected that themuld ultimately be a reduction in
roadway hazards or incompatible risks as part of aoadway infrastructure
improvements and reduced congestion.

Controlling emissions at existing commercial or usttial facilities and establishing
mobile source exhaust and fuel specifications areexpected to affect in any way
emergency access routes at any affected commerciatustrial facilities. The reason
for this conclusion is that controlling emissiofi®in stationary sources in particular) is
not expected to require construction of any stmastuthat might obstruct emergency
access routes at any affected facilities.

Adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP will not conflicithv adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting alternative transportation @og. In fact, the transportation and
related control measures would specifically encgerand provide incentives for
implementing alternative transportation programs stnategies.

Adopting the proposed 2007 AQMP is not expectedeoerate any significant adverse
project-specific impacts to transportation or fiaffystems.

4.7-12



