RESOLUTION NO. 2020-52
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" A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING “VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED” 'THRESHOLDS OF
SIGNIFICANCE FOR PURPOSES OF ANALYZING TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS
UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (‘CEQA
Guidelines”) encourage public agencies to develop and publish generally applicable
“thresholds of significance” to be used in determining the significance of a project's
environmental effects; and

WHEREAS, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.7(a) defines a threshold of
significance as “an identifiable quantitative, qualitative or performance level of a
particular environmental effect, noncompliance with which means the effect will normally
be determined to be significant by the agency and compliance with which means the
effect normally will be determined to be less than significant”; and '

WHEREAS, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.7(b) requires that thresholds of
significance must be adopted by ordinance, resolution, rule, or regulations, developed’
through a public review process, and be supported by substantial evidence; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15064.7(c), when adopting
thresholds of significance, a public agency may consider thresholds of significance
adopted- or recommended by other public agencies provided that the decision of the
agency is supported by substantial evidence; and

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 743, enacted in 2013 and codified in Public Resources
Code section 21099, required changes to the CEQA Guidelines regarding the criteria for
determining the significance of transportation impacts of projects; and

WHEREAS, in 2018, the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (“OPR")
proposed, and the California Natural Resources Agency certified and adopted, new
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 that identifies vehicle miles traveled (*VMT") —
meaning the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project — as the
‘mdst appropriate metric to evaluate a project’s transportation impacts; and

' WHEREAS, as a result, automobile delay, as measured by “level of service” and
- other similar metrics, generally no longer constitutes a significant environmental effect
under CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the City's project review process will retain “level of service” analys'is ‘
to ensure consistency with the General Plan and compliance with the City's traffic
impact fee program;

WHEREAS, CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 Qoes into effect on July 1, 2020,
though public agencies may elect to be governed by this section immediately; and
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WHEREAS, on June 25, 2020 the Claremont Traffic and Transportation
Commission held a duly noticed public meeting to consider the parameters for adopting
the VMT thresholds of significance;

_ WHEREAS, on July 21, 2020, the Claremont Planning Commission held a duly
noticed public meeting and adopted a’ resolution recommendlng the City Council
approve the proposed VMT thresholds of significance.

NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY
RESOLVE: ‘

Section 1. The City Council hereby approves the VMT Baselines and Thresholds
of Significance attached as Exhibit A and projects deemed screened as Exhibit B.

-

Section 2 The Mayor shaII sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest and
certify to the passage and adoption thereof.
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 28" day of July, 2020.

Aayor, City of Claremont

ATTEST:

/ﬁl/ty Clerk, ity of Claremont

City Attorrie City of Claremont
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

'COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  )ss.

CITY OF CLAREMONT )

I, Shelley Desautels, City Clerk of the City of Claremont, County of Los Angeles, State of

~ California, hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution No. 2020-52 was regularly adopted
by the City Council of said City of Claremont at a regular meeting of said .Council held on
the 28t day of July, 2020, by the following vote: ‘

/
AYES:  COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSTENSIONS\:’ COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:

AL,

/

CALAYCAY, LEANO, REECE, SCHROEDER, STARK
NONE
NONE

NONE

y W
/2&9 Clerk of tfe City of Claremont
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City of Claremont VMT Thrésholds of Si‘qnificance

Tablg 1

Project Type

Thresholds

\

Land Use Plan

1) Project Impact: A significant impact would occur if the
VMT rate for the plan would exceed 15% below the
applicable baseline VMT rate.

2) Cumulative Project Effect: A significant impact would
occur if the project increases total regional VMT
compared to cumulative no project conditions.

Land Use Project

1) Project Impact: A significant impact would occur if the
VMT rate for the project would exceed 15% below the
applicable baseline VMT rate.

2) _Cumulative Project Effect: A significant impact would
occur if the project increases total regional VMT
compared to cumulative no project conditions.

Retail Project
(over 50,000 square feet)

1) Project Impact: A significant impact would ocdur if the
VMT rate for the project would exceed 15% below the
applicable baseline VMT.

2) Cumulative Project Effect: A significant impact would
occur if the project increases total VMT in the study area
compared to baseline conditions. )

Transportation Project

A significant impact would occur if the project causes a net
increase in total regional VMT compared to baseline conditions,
opening year no project conditions, or cumulative no project
conditions.

All Land Use and
Transportation Projects

A significant impact would occur if the project is inconsistent with
the RTP/SCS.

Note: Baseline VMT rate is defined as the Northeast Subarea per applicable service population.



Exhibit B

In addition to local serving retail, the following uses can also be presumed to have a
_ less than significant impact (absent substantial evidence to the contrary) as their uses -
are local serving in nature:

« Local-serving K-12 schools
* Local parks
* Day care centers
« Local-serving retail uses less than 50, 000 square feet, mcIudmg
o Gas stations
o Banks
o Restaurants
o Shopping Center
« Local-serving hotels (e.g. non-destination hotels) h
« Student housing projects on or adjacent to a college campus
« Local-serving assembly uses (places of worship, community organizations)
« Community institutions (public libraries, fire stations, local government)
- Affordable, supportive, or transntlonal housing
» Assisted living facilities
« Senior housing (as defined by HUD) -
- Local serving community colleges that are consistent with the assumptions noted i in
the RTP/SCS
« Projects generating less than 110 daily vehicle trips. This generally corresponds to
the following “typical” development potentials:

]

11 single family housing units

16 multi-family, condominiums, or townhouse housing. units

10,000 sq. ft. of office

15,000 sq. ft. of light industrial2

63,000 sq. ft. of warehousing2

79,000 sq. ft. of high-cube transload and short-term storage warehouse
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