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SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:
September 13, 2011

SUBJECT: Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2
Project No. 4-0-00337-02

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

1. Consider the attached Addendum with the Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan
(Amendment No. 1) Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR);

2. Approve the Project Final Design and authorize the District to proceed therewith; and

3. Direct the Clerk of the Board to file the Notice of Determination.
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FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVA;rION DISTRICT BOARD SUBMITTAL
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SUBJECT: Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2
Project No. 4-0-00337-02

SUBMITTAL DATE: September 13, 2011
Page 2

BACKGROUND:

The proposed project consists of the construction and maintenance of Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2,
an underground storm drain system located within the unincorporated Homeland area of Riverside
County, California.

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the District's Board of Supervisors
(Board) certified the Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage
Plan (Revision No. 1), Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 1) Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) on March 28, 2006. When the Board certified the FEIR they also
adopted the Mitigation Measure Summary, Mitigation Monitoring/Reporting Program, CEQA Findings
and a Statement of Overriding Considerations. The FEIR addressed impacts as a result of the
Homeland MDP Line 2 system at a programmatic level and required the District to conduct additional
analysis prior to construction. District staff has completed the required analysis and made the
determination that none of the conditions described in Section 15162 of the CEQA calling for the
preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. Therefore, an Addendum has been prepared pursuant
to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines.

The proposed project is not within the Criteria Area or Public/Quasi-Public (P/QP) set forth in and
established by the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).
The proposed project site does not meet the MSHCP definition of riparian/riverine areas or vernal
pools. In addition, the proposed project lacks suitable habitat for the species listed in Section 6.1.2 of
the MSHCP. Therefore, no analysis or survey is required. The proposed project is not located within a
mapped survey area for the Narrow Endemic Plant Species. Therefore, no habitat assessment or
survey is required under Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP. The proposed project is not located within a
mapped survey area for plant, amphibian, mammal species or Burrowing Owls. Therefore, no habitat
assessment or survey is required under Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP.
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Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

Addendum to the
Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1)
Final Environmental Impact Report

Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2

SCH # 2003111131
Final EIR Certification Date: March 28, 2006
Addendum Acceptance Date: September 13, 2011

Introduction

This Addendum has been considered by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
(District) Board of Supervisors to address minor changes and the addition of new information to the
Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1) Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR)
for the proposed Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2 project (Stage 2). The Final EIR is a Programmatic EIR for
Stage 2.

Stage 2 follows the Homeland MDP Line 2 system mainline alignment as evaluated in the Final EIR and
includes the construction and subsequent maintenance of an underground storm drain system comprised of
approximately 750 lineal feet of 45-inch diameter reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and minor appurtenances
(i.e. connector pipes and catch basins) within street rights-of-way. Stage 2 begins at the existing interim basin
located at the intersection of Guthridge Lane and Wakefield Avenue, continues east on Wakefield Avenue
and ends at the intersection of Wakefield Avenue and Ritter Avenue. See attached Exhibit A.

Changes and Additions

The Homeland MDP Revision No. 1 shows the Line 2 system providing 10-year flood protection. However,
due to capacity constraints of the existing downstream system, Stage 2 was downsized and will provide less
than 10-year flood protection,

Prior to construction of Stage 2, additional information is required for impacts that could not be fully
addressed in the Final EIR to ensure that no additional mitigation measures are required. Specific details
regarding the staging of future Homeland MDP facilities (including Stage 2) were unknown at the time the
Final EIR was prepared, and Air Quality Analysis and Hazardous Materials analyses could not be completed.
Mitigation measures included in the Final EIR required the District to conduct an Air Quality and Hazardous
Materials Analysis for Stage 2. Also, the District evaluated greenhouse gas impacts as part of a recent CEQA
update.



Environmental Impacts

Since construction and maintenance of Stage 2 was evaluated at a programmatic level by the Final EIR, the
District prepared a Draft Initial Study checklist per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 to determine
whether environmental impacts by Stage 2 were adequately covered under the Final EIR. The Draft IS
concluded that the impacts from minor changes and additional information would result in impacts
comparable to or less than those addressed in the Final EIR and no new mitigation measures would be
required,

State CEQA Guidelines Criteria for an Addendum

Per Section 15164(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, "The lead agency or a responsible agency shall prepare
an addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the
conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.” The
change and additional impacts analyzed for the proposed project are considered minor and a Subsequent EIR
is not necessary because:

e No substantial changes have been proposed "due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects' (State CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15162(a)(1)). Stage 2 follows the alignment as evaluated in the Final EIR. Impacts
will be less than or comparable to those evaluated in the Final EIR. Therefore, there will be no new
significant effects or an increase in a previously identified significant effect.

e No substantial changes have occurred "with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR... due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects of a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects'’ (Section 15162(a)(2)). As mentioned above, Stage 2 impacts will be less than or
comparable to those evaluated in the Final EIR. Circumstances under which Stage 2 is undertaken will
also be comparable to those evaluated in the Final EIR. Therefore, no substantial changes have occurred
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR.

e No new information of substantial importance that was previously unknown shows that "[t]he project
will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR" (Section 15162(a)(3)(A)).
No new information has come to light that would suggest that the proposed project would have previously
undisclosed significant effects on the environment. The air quality, hazardous materials and greenhouse
gas analysis conducted as part of the IS did not result in significant effects.

e No new information of substantial importance that was previously unknown shows that '[s Jignificant
effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR"
(Section 15162(a)(3)(B)). As discussed above, Stage 2 will not have substantially more severe impacts
than were disclosed in the Final EIR.

e No new information of substantial importance that was previously unknown shows that ''[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'' (Section 15162(a)(3)(C)). As discussed above, Stage 2 will
not result in new significant impacts and would not require modifying previously adopted mitigation
measures.

e No new information of substantial importance that was previously unknown shows that "[mlitigation
measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR
would substantially reduce one or more significant effect on the environment, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative’ (Section 15162(a)(3)(D)). As
discussed above Stage 2 will not require modifying previously adopted mitigation measures.



In addition, per Section 15168(c)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines, "If the agency finds that pursuant to
Section 15162, no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures would be required, the agency can
approve the activity as being within the scope covered by the program EIR, and no new environmental
document would be required."

CLOSING
With the adoption of this Addendum, the Final EIR is modified to reflect the modification and additional

information as discussed above.

The certified Final EIR included mitigation measures that addressed potential adverse impacts to air quality
and cultural resources that are applicable to this project. The proposed project will be required to comply

with six of these mitigation measures. See attachgd Table 1.
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Signature Date

Warren D. Williams, General Manager-Chief Engineer

P8\136852



T30 1 1994S

‘Is1[B102ds

$90INOSAI [BOLIOISTY
10/pUe 1S130]09BYDIE
payenb e urejal pue puy
S1f) TBSU UOTIBABOXD ISBID

9OUBDIJIUSIS QU SIUTULIISP ISLBO[09BYOIE
payirenb e (un puy sy woiy Aeme

BarR 109f01d oy} Jo sued 19y10 0) PIUSAIDP
A|rerodwa) 9q [[BYS SSIIANOE UOHONIISUOD
‘UOTIOTUISUOD SULINP PAIsA0OUN

*331N0S21 [BILIOISIY B 10
901N0SaI [B130[09RYIIR
UE JO 90URDIIUBIS

uona[dwos ‘PAIDA0IUN IB SIDINOSAI 9q $30IN0S3I [BOISO[09BYDIIE JO/PUB oy ut 25uBYD ISIAAPR
0) 1Ie)S UONOTIISUO)) V/N 22u31sa(] 10 10LISI() | No paLIng 4 [BINJND UMOWUN AU p[noys :g 1) JATA leniueIsqns B asne) | S3DINOSIY [BImIn))
"pajuawaldut pue "GOV IS U
01 panugns “‘paredaid aq jreys uefd [onuod
3snp & ¢, suoijeradQ 93reT, Jo uomugop
€Ot [Ny Y1 Jeaw soseyd UOKONIISUOD
Aue j1 “1omsiq 2y Aq [eacidde pue matadl
07 199[qns 9q PUE UOTIONISUOD SULINP )ISUO
PIUIBIUIEW 3 [[BYS SAINSBIW [OIUOD }SNP
pajuswerdurt e Jo Sof v -pojuswapdun
‘€0F 2y AINOV 3q [[BYS SAINSBIW [0IIUOD ISTIP €Ot ANY
Jo suoistaoid ajgeordde o1qesridde Auy “03219Y) SJUSWIPUSWE AUB ‘Juswulee-uCu
(NOVIS) YILM SOUBPIOOIR 10 €0 9INY AINOVYDS 913 Piim Kjduwod Iopun juemnfiod eLUD
uono[duwod 190U1SI(] JUSWISBUBIA uf JSNp ADISNY [01UOD [[BYS SaNIATIOR SuIpeid AUe ‘SUOISSTIUD | B UL ISBIIOUI I[QRISPISUOD
0) MBS UOTITIISU0D) Aeng) Iy 1se0)) yInog 20uSIS9p 10 )O1ISI] | 0] J0)0BlUOD Y] 2IInbay 1SN [OTUOD 01 JOP10 U] :¢ ATV JATAI A[oATIE[IWUND B UT I[NSY Anpeng) ay
"UOTIB[OIA
"SINUI U9} UBY) 2I0W Ayitenb 1te payoalord
10} 3)ISUO SHONL) S[PL 0 JOU PASIAPE 3q 10 Sunsixs ue 0)
"S9INUTUL U] UBY] 2IOW [1BYs s1010eTU0) "saniAnoe podsuel [10s A[[enuelsqns 9)NqUIVOD
uonadwod 10} 9)ISUO S} 3[pL Suunp papiaoid aq [im (uosiad Seyy <5°0) 10 prepuess Ajjenb
0] 11eJ$ UOINISU0)) VIN 20uUS1S9p 10 1OLISK] | 03 10U 10)0B1UOD Aunboy 10102 o1yyen Areiodwa], :7 IV JAIA I1e JudIquie Aue JB[OTA fiend) ary
"JO1SI(] 34} 0) SPLODAL
31) Ul WN] PUB UOT)INIISUOD SULINP IJISUO
$199Ys BIEp uoneayoads usisop juowdinbo "UoNR[OIA
pue spI0%91 soueuaiurew juswdinba daay Kurenb 1re payosfoid
22uB1s3(] 10 (JOLISI(T) ‘paurejurew [[IM SIOJOBIUOD UOTIONIISUOD) 'saurSua 10 SunsI¥e Ue 03
1OSI] UOTJBAIISUOD) K3adoad sy juswdinbs | 3o Sunun pue Suruny sedoid sepnjout yoIyMm A[[enueISqnS 2INQUIUOD
uona[dwoo I3\ PUB [OTIUOD) UOTIONIISUOD AINSUD ‘paurejutews Appadoid aq [fim Juswdmbo 10 psepueis Ajjenb
01 HeJS UOTJOTUISUOD) VN pooly AJUNOY) OPISIQALY 01 1030rNU0D 21Inbay UOMONIISUOD IO =T 1Y AIA ITe JUSIquIe AUe 91B[OIA Anend) ay
S3INSEITA] UONIESHIJA] JO/pUB
Lpqisuodsay ‘UOT)BZTUIIUTIA] “90UBPIOAY “JUIUI}IUITLO)) joeduIy
Suru 1, uonyejusurapduy Aouady Suluizacs) uonejuamddury uondy [BIUAWUOTIAT ‘aInjea ] 193l01g [enuajog anss|

TADVLS ‘T ANI'T dAIN ANV TANOH

104

HTdV.L NVID0dd ONTHOLINOIN

I 319eL

SINTN.LININOD TVINHNNOIIANA ¥ STINLVAL LOATOAd

LOTILSIA NOLLVAYISNOD d4LVM ANV
TOYLINOD dOOTA ALNNOD HAISYIATI




T 10 7199US

uonapdwod
07 JIB)S UOTJOTLIISUOD)

19u010D) AJUno)

22uS1S3p 10 1LSI(]

*J9U010D) AJUno)
IPISIAATY Y 10BIUOD pue
PUIJ 9Y) JESU UOTIBABIXD
9SEB2D ‘PAIOAODUN

9l SUTBWaI UBWINY J]

*SoUIfopINg AJUnoD)

pue 911§ YIIM 20UBPIOOIE Ul SUTBUIAI

ay1 Jo uonrsodsIp Sy} SUMILIYIAP 0] palenIuL
3q [TeYs SoATIRIUQsaIdal UBOTISULY SALBN
[290] Y114 UONE)[NSUOD PUB PINIIOU 3q [[BYs
UOISSTUIIIO,) 35BILSH UBOLIUIY JATIEN
QY] “ULSO UBDLIAUIY SATIEN] JO QIR SUTBIIAL
9] JeY) SAUMILIAIOP JOUOIOD) Yl J| 'PaBY
2q J[eys puy ayj JO BAre 91 UI SAMIATIOR [[B
pUE P31j1jou 3q [[BYS Jau010D) AJUN0D 211
‘oW AU 1B PAIIAOOUN B SUTEWD] UBWINY
J1 ‘sureura uewny oedwr 03 pajoadxa

jou s1309f01d ayy ySnoyyy :p M) INIA

*301N0OSAI [BOLIOISIY B IO
30IN0S3I [B0I50[03RYIIR
Up O 90UBDIUFIS

oy ur 93UBYD ISIOAPR
[enueIsqns € 9sne))

$321N083Y [eIN)N))

uona dwos
0] HE)S UONOISU0D)

V/IN

93uS1Sap JO 1S

‘1sreroads
$301n0S31 [e213070Ju03 ed
payirenb B urejar pue puy
S} 83U UOTJBABOX 358D

‘PAIIA0OIUN T6 SIOINOSAT
[eo180[01u097ed paung jj

"SUOHLISUDS 2ININJ PUR JUALIND JO JLAUIG
2y} I0J UOTINITISUT DLLUSIDS PAIIPAIOIE

ue ul S[ISS0} P2Jo2[[09 Aue 20e[d 0

paxnbar aq s 1s18o[ojuosred 2y, (S)puy
3} 9JBN[BAS PUB I3A0D21 0) panuuiad pue
P210BIU0D 2q [eYS 1s130[01u0afed payijenb
B “SUOTJBAROX AUB SULINp PILUSPI 2I8
S[1SS0] J0/pUE SUOTIEABOXS daop/SAISUSIX
£q pajoeduul pue paIayunodud

are s[1os 3uLreaq [1ss0f JI € [ JATA

*2InJe9) 01801093
anbrun 10 ‘oS 10
901n0s31 [ed130]0juoared
anbiun & Lomsa(]

$32IN0S3Y [ednyny)

"pajuswardwt 9q [TeYs ISISO[0EYIIR
payirenb & Aq papusunuoosal se

SOINSEIW UOIJRAIISUOD IO 10 DUBPIOAR
‘saUI[OpIND VOHD 241 JO §'H90S ] UOHIAS
UL Pauljap SE ‘90IN0S3I [e0130[0BYIIR
snbrun Jo [edU0ISTY B 2q O PIUTULIAISP

S1 pury 2y} J| "SIOINOSAI 95AY) JO

Sumua T, wonyejusuraduy

£Huady Suursren

Aypqisuodsay
uonejuswajduuy

oy

S3INSEI[A] UOTIBSNIJA] JO/pUe
‘UOT)BZIUITUITA] ‘9UBPIOAY “YUIUI)LIUIO)
[BIustIUOIAUY ‘aan3ea ] 193(o1g

1oeduy
[enuajoq

anssy




RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Initial Study

Project title: Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2

Lead agency name and address:  Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, CA 92501

Contact person email address and phone number:  Art Diaz
aadiaz@rcflood.org
951.955.1233

Project location:

The proposed project is located within the unincorporated Homeland area of Riverside County. The
project area is generally bounded by Pinacate Road to the north, McWade Avenue to the south, Ritter
Avenue to the east, and Homeland Avenue to the west. The proposed project may be found within
Township 5 South, Range 2 West, Section 17 of the Winchester, California 7.5 Minute USGS Quad
Sheet.

Project sponsor's name and address: N/A
General plan designation:

The proposed project site is located within the Harvest Valley/Winchester Area Plan of the Riverside
County General Plan. The land use designation within the project and its immediate adjacent area is
Low Density Residential and Commercial Retail.

Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or offsite features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) proposes to construct,
operate and maintain an underground storm drain (Project) comprised of approximately 750 lineal
feet of 45-inch diameter reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and minor appurtenances (i.e. connector
pipes and catch basins) within street rights-of-way. The Project alignment begins at the existing basin
located at the intersection of Guthridge Lane and Wakefield Avenue and will continue east on
Wakefield Avenue and end at the intersection of Wakefield Avenue and Ritter Avenue. The Project
will alleviate local flooding issues. However, due to constraints of the existing downstream system, it
will not provide 10-year flood protection. The Project is a part of the Homeland MDP Line 2 system
which is included in a previous EIR as discussed below.

Surrounding land uses and setting: (Briefly describe the project's surroundings)

The Project site is located within the Homeland area which is to the east of Romoland and surrounded
by Lakeview Mountains to the north and Double Butte to the south. The project surroundings consist
of mainly single family homes and mobile homes.

i



10.

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

Federal Agencies (not "public agencies” as defined by CEQA or required to take a CEQA action)

None
State Agencies
None

City/County Agencies

Riverside County Transportation Department: Approval of construction activities within County
maintained road right-of-way will be needed.

Financing Approval or Participation Agreements

N/A
Earlier Analyses Used:

When tiering is used, the later EIR or Negative Declaration shall refer to the prior EIR and state
where a copy may be examined. The later EIR or Negative Declaration should also state that the lead
agency is using the tiering concept and that it is being tiered with the eatlier EIR [CEQA Guidelines
15152(g)1.

This Initial Study (IS) prepared for the Project will be referring to the previously certified Homeland
Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 1) (State Clearinghouse No.
2003111131) EIR (FEIR). The FEIR is a project EIR for the Homeland/Romoland Line A/Line 1
system, and a program EIR for future MDP facilities (including the Project). The FEIR was certified
by the District's Board of Supervisors (Board) on March 28, 2006. When the Board certified the
FEIR they also adopted the Mitigation Measure Summary, Mitigation Monitoring/Reporting
Program, CEQA Findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations in regard to the potentially
significant adverse impacts associated with the Homeland/Romoland MDP's. The District will be
using the tiering concept for the proposed project and will be tiering with the FEIR.

The FEIR is available for public review at the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District, 1995 Market Street, Riverside, CA 92501.

Impacts Adequately Addressed in Earlier Analyses:

When the Lead Agency carries out a subsequent activity under a program EIR, the agency must
examine the activity to determine whether new impacts could occur, or new mitigations measures
would be required [CEQA Guidelines 15162]. To complete this analysis, the agency must use a
written checklist such as an Initial Study to document the evaluation of the Project [CEQA
Guidelines 15168(c) (4)]. If after this analysis the agency determines that no new impacts would
occur, or no new mitigation measures would be required, then the agency can approve the activity as
being within the scope of the project covered by the program EIR and no new environmental
documents would be required[CEQA Guidelines 15168(c)(2)].



11.

The Project was included in the FEIR and the following impacts were determined to result in less than
significant impacts: Aesthetics, Geology/Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use/Planning,
Mineral Resources, Noise, Public Services, Recreation, Transportation/Traffic and Utilities/Service
Systems. The following impacts were determined to result in less than significant impacts in the
FEIR with adopted mitigation measures: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, and
Hazards and Materials.

Impacts to Agricultural Resources and Population and Housing as a result of the
Homeland/Romoland MDPs were determined to have a potentially significant impact in the FEIR.
Since portions of the Homeland/Romoland MDP's future facilitics alignments traverse existing
farmland, infrastructure would be provided which would result in a potential conversion of existing
farmland to residential and a potential growth in population. In the FEIR discussion no feasible
mitigation measures could be found to reduce these impacts to a less than significant effect.
Therefore, the Board adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations in regard to the potentially
significant adverse impacts to Agricultural Resources and Population and Housing. The Project site
is zoned Low Density Residential and is located within an existing residential area. Impacts to
Agricultural Resources and Population and Housing as a result of the Project are addressed in the IS
and Final EIR.

Impacts to Aesthetics, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology/Soils, Hydrology and
Water Quality, Land Use/Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Public Services, Recreation,
Transportation/Traffic and Utilities/Service Systems were adequately addressed in the FEIR. The IS
addresses potential impacts to Air Quality, and Hazards and Hazardous Materials in more detail. The
IS also addresses additional potential impacts based on the latest version of the CEQA Initial Study
Checklist.

Mitigation Measures from Earlier Analysis:

The Project will not implement mitigation measures, MM Bio 1, MM Bio 2, MM Bio 3, MM Bio 4,
and MM Cul 1 because they are not applicable to the Project. MM Bio 1 is applicable only to areas
marked "Portions of project alignment that require a burrowing owl pre-construction survey"” on the
Burrowing Owl Pre-Construction Survey Areas Map [FEIR Appendix C, Figure 10]. MM Bio 2,
MM Bio 3, and MM Bio 4 are only applicable to Line A, Line A-15, Briggs Road Basin, Line 4,
Juniper Flats Basin and Mapes Basin. MM Cul 1 is only applicable to Mapes and Melba Basins. MM
Air 4 and MM Haz 1 are addressed in the IS analysis. The Project will implement the remaining
mitigation measures.

Conclusion of Analysis:

As stated above, if the lead agency finds pursuant to 15162, no new effects could occur, or no new
mitigation measures would be required, the agency can approve the activity (Project) as being within
the scope of the project covered by the Program EIR and no new environmental documents would be
required.

As demonstrated in the attached Initial Study, the Project will not require revisions of the FEIR due to
new significant effects; does not include new information which will have one or more significant
effects; does not include an increase of previously identified significant effects; and does not require
new mitigation measures [CEQA Guidelines Section 15162]. Although additional issues were
addressed based on the latest version of the CEQA Initial Study Checklist, the Project did not result in
potentially significant impacts related to these issues. Therefore, a subsequent EIR or negative
declaration is not required, and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c) (2) the Project is
within the scope of the FEIR and no further environmental document is required.



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors, as checked below, would potentially be affected by this project.

Utilities/Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning

X Aesthetics [XI Mineral Resources

[l Agriculture Resources X Noise

X Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Population/Housing
[] Biological Resources [] Public Services

X Cultural Resources [] Recreation

XI Geology/Soils X] Transportation/Traffic
X [

= =

X

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).

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.

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.

"Negative Declaration: No Impact or Less Than Significant” applies when the proposed project will not
have a significant effect on the environment, does not require the incorporation of mitigation measures,
and does not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report. The lead agency must briefly
describe the reasons that a proposed project will not have significant effect on the environment and does
not require the preparation of an environmental impact report.

"Mitigated Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced any 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).



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. (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). The use of an earlier analysis as a reference should include a brief discussion
that identifies the following:

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.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated”, describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

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.

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

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.
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Potentially
Significant

Potential  Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  lmpact Impact
L. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] ] [X] |
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to [ O | X
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site [ O 24 L]
and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely [ ] OJ X
affect day or nighttime views in the area?
IL. AGRICULTURAL & FOREST RESOURCES. In determining whether
impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental cffects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide [] ] O X
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 agricultural zoning, agricultural use or land [ [ O X
subject to a Williamson Act contract or land within a Riverside County
Agricultural Preserve?
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their [] O X O
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use?
d) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as [ [l ] X
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?
e) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest [ [l l X
use?
III. AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 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 [ [l X O
plan?




Potentially

Significant
Porential  Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant  No

Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact

b)

c)

d)

e)

g)

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

Result in 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)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

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

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

o O X 0O

O 0O XK O

0 0O
0o O
X X
O O

Iv.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

e)

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?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, and regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on biological resources involved within
a jurisdictional water feature as defined by federal, state or local
regulations (e.g., Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 401 of the
Clean Water Act, Section 1602 of California Fish and Game Code,
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, etc.) through direct removal,
filing, hydrological interruption, or other means?

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?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?




Potentially

Significant
Potential ~ Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorpoyated  Impact Impact

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?

o o o K

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical [ 1 4 ]
resource as defined in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an [l ] X ]
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or L] L] ] L]
unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal O ] X ]
cemeteries?
VI GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides or mudflows?

Result in substantial changes in topography, unstable soil conditions
from excavation, grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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?

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

O 0O X 0O
O O X 0O
0o 0O X 0O
O O X O
O O X O
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e)

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures, fill or other
improvements associated with the project?

O O 0O X

VIL

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

e)

g)

h)

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

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?

Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

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 arca?

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?

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

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?

VIIIL.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

Violate or conflict with any adopted water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

Result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants (e.g.
sediment from construction activities, hydrocarbons, and metals from
motor vehicles, nutrients and pesticides from landscape maintenance
activities, metals of other pollutants from industrial operation,) or
substantial changes to surface water quality including, but not limited to,
temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, or turbidity?

11
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¢)

d)

g)

h)

)

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 a watercourse or wetland, in a manner
which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

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?

Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on Federal
Flood Hazard boundary of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

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

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?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

]

o o X

IX.

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

a)
b)

Physically divide an established community?

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?

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?

2
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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?

o X 0O

XI.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

a)

b)

c)

d)

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?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne
vibration or ground-borne noise levels?

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

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

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?

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?

XIL

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

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) resulting in
substantial adverse physical impacts or conflicts with the adopted
general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or regional plan?

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

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

XIII.

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 following public services:

13
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Fire protection? L] Ll L] %
Police protection? ] [l O X
Schools? o 0o 0O X
Parks? ] ] ] X
Other public facilities? ] ] ] X
XIV. RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional [ ] ] X
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 | O O X

or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

XV. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a) Conflict with an adopted plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures [ L] X 0O
of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-
motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an adopted congestion management program, including, [ O] X O]
but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures,
or other standards established by the appropriate congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?

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

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? ] O ] X

O
O
O
X

e) Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public [] O X [l
transit, bicycle, pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

14
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

e)

Impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction
of new facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

Electricity

Natural Gas

Communication System

Street lighting

Public facilities, including roads and bridges

Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from

existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

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?

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

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

OO0 0O 0 0 0d

O

X X X X

X

O 0O 0000
OO0 O 0O 004

X

[
O
X

XVIL

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a)

b)

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?

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.)

15
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c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial [ L] X O

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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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 the mitigation measures described on
an attached sheet have been added to the project. 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
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets, if the effect is a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless
mitigated." 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,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b)
have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

)

(o B
&f 20

S-ignature

Date

WARREN D. WILLIAMS, General Manager-Chief Engineer

Printed Name and Title

P8\136852
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

I.

1I.

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Ia)

Ib)

Ic)

Id)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction debris and equipment
may temporarily impact the aesthetics of the general area. However, since these impacts are
short term, the FEIR considered potential impacts to be less than significant.

Source: Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan
(Revision No. 1), Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 1) (State
Clearinghouse No. 2003111131) EIR (FEIR). [FEIR Appendix A, Page 1].

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that since future MDP drainage facility alignments are
primarily within road rights-of-way and disturbed agricultural resources, scenic resources will
not be damaged.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 1].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction impacts to visual
quality of site from drainage facilities are temporary and when construction is complete,
underground drainage systems will not be visible. Therefore, the FEIR considered potential
impacts to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 1].

Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that lighting will not be included in the construction of
future MDP drainage facilities.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 1].

AGRICULTURAL & FOREST RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. Would the project:

IIa)

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?

18



1Ib)

IIc)

IId)

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future MDP drainage facilities will be
primarily within or adjacent the roadways. Farmland will not be taken as part of the
construction of this facility.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 2].

Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural use or land subject to a
Williamson Act contract or land within a Riverside County Agricultural Preserve?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that future MDP drainage facilities are primarily within the
road rights-of-way. Therefore, there will be no potential impacts to Williamson Act contracts
or a Riverside County Agricultural Preserve.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 2].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Analysis of potential direct impacts to agricultural resources
as a result of the Homeland and Romoland MDP facilities were included in the FEIR and
determined to be less than significant.

The Project will be located within existing residential areas and is intended to help resolve
local flooding issues to existing residences. Therefore, the Project’s potential impacts to
agricultural resources will be less than significant.

However, the FEIR further explains that completion of certain future MDP drainage facilities
would provide drainage infrastructure and support the potential development of the
Homeland and Romoland areas. These impacts were considered potentially significant and
no feasible mitigation measures were found that would reduce direct or indirect project
impacts to less than significant levels. The FEIR also incorporated by reference the adopted
Final EIR and Statement of Overriding Considerations of the Board of Supervisors of
Riverside County for the General Plan. The Board of Supervisors found that the
implementation of the General Plan will result in the loss of Agricultural Lands and that
"there are no feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that the Board could adopt at this
time which would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level".

Source: [FEIR, Page I11-1-3], [FEIR, Page I11-1-7], Project Design.

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

No Impact. Forest land is land capable of supporting 10-percent native tree cover of any
species and allows for management of one or more forest resources such as timber, aesthetics,
fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, and recreation [Public Resources Code Section
12220(g)]. Timberland means land designated by the board as experimental forest land,
which is available for, and capable of, growing a crop of trees of any commercial species
used to produce lumber and other forest products [Public Resources Code Section 4526].
Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) means an area which has been devoted to and used for
growing or harvesting timber [Government Code Section 51104(g)].
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ITe)

Impacts to forest lands as a result of the Project were not addressed in the FEIR. However,
according to Riverside County Parks, Forest and Recreation Areas Map (Figure OS-3) the
Project site is not located within any land with zoning for forest land, timberland or
Timberland Production.

Source: General Plan. Public Resources Code Sections 12220(g), 4526, Government Code
Section 51104(g).

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

No Impact. See response IId).

AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 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:

I1Ia)

IIIb)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR described that conformance with the Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) established by the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) is determined by showing that a project is consistent with local land use plans.
The FEIR concluded that since construction of future MDP drainage facilities will not alter
land use plans or conflict with the AQMP, potential impacts are considered to be less
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 3].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Analysis of potential impacts from the Project relating to
violation of any air quality standards was not included in the FEIR and is required per
mitigation measure "MM Air 4".

The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which currently
exceeds and is in violation of State and national ambient air quality standards with respect to
ozone, PM,; and PM,s. The SCAQMD has established regional significance thresholds to
help assess the impacts of project-related construction and operation emissions. Construction
and operational emissions from the proposed project that are below these thresholds are
considered less than significant. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation
and maintenance of approximately 750 lineal feet of an underground storm drain system.
Subsequent operation and maintenance of the proposed flood control facility is expected to
release infrequent and minor air emissions associated with trucks used on an as-needed basis
for inspection or maintenance proposes. Temporary construction emissions would come
from heavy equipment exhaust, construction-related trips by workers, and associated fugitive
dust generated from excavation and grading activities. Construction emission thresholds as
recommended by the SCAQMD and estimated construction emissions for the proposed
project are noted below in Table 1. The estimated construction emissions are calculated
using the URBEMIS 2007 (Version 9.2.4) air pollution model. For the purposes of running
the model, it was assumed that the construction would occur in two phases, in which both
phases would occur simultancously. Phase 1 would consist of excavating approximately
1,434 cubic yards (of which 444 cubic yards is assumed to be exported) using

20



Illc)

I11d)

concrete/industrial saws, rollers, and water trucks. Phase 2 would consist of paving, which
would occur immediately after installation of pipe.

The construction emission estimates are based on every piece of equipment operating a full 8
hours per day (even though some equipment will actually sit idle during the construction
process). These estimates are also based on unmitigated emissions. See Appendix A
"URBEMIS 2007 (v9.2.4) Printout” for the detailed emissions reports.

Table 1
Estimated Construction Emissions (pounds per day unmitigated)
SCAQMD Significant BEOJECUESHmALEC
Criteria Pollutants Criteria for Construction Eonseaction Eissions
(Ibs/day) for 2011
(Ibs/day)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 100 46.5
Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) 75 6.9
Sulfur Oxides (SOx) 150 0
Carbon Monoxides (CO) 550 30.7
Particulates (PM,) 150 6.3
Particulates (PM, 5) 55 3.8

Based on the estimated values that are shown above in Table 1, the temporary construction
emissions from the proposed project will not exceed the SCAQMD's recommended
significant thresholds for constructions. In addition, compliance with Rule 403 for the
control of fugitive dust would ensure that the project will not violate any air quality standard
or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Measure No. "MM
Air 3" from the FEIR will be incorporated into the project.

Source: Project Design, CARB, SCAQMD, URBEMIS, FEIR.

Result in 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)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The SCAB is designated as a non-attainment area for ozone
(O3) and particulates (PM,5 and PM,o). The proposed project will only result in short-term
construction emissions. As shown in response IIIb) above, the temporary construction
emissions associated with the proposed project will not exceed daily construction emissions
significance thresholds recommended by the SCAQMD. As a result, the proposed project
will not result in a cumulative considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant.

Source: SCAQMD.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since construction emissions will
be temporary, and emissions from intermittent maintenance activities are not expected to be
significant, sensitive receptors will not be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations.
Therefore, the FEIR considered potential impacts to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 3].
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I1Te)

IIIf)

Mig)

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that due to the minor quantity of
temporary construction emissions from construction, impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR Appendix A, Page 3].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project's potential impacts to greenhouse gas emissions
were not addressed in the FEIR. Further analysis is provided below.

On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05 which
sets forth a series of target dates by which statewide greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions would
be reduced to, as follows: 1) 2000 levels by the year 2010; 2) 1990 levels by the year 2020,
and 3) eighty percent (80%) below the 1990 levels by the year 2050. In 2006, the California
State Legislature adopted AB 32 (Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006) and the Governor
signed it into law. AB 32 requires the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the State
agency charged with regulating statewide air quality, to adopt rules and regulations that
would achieve GHG emissions equivalent to statewide levels in 1990 by the year 2020. GHG
as defined under AB 32 include carbon dioxide (CO,), methane, nitrous oxide, sulfur
hexafluoride, hydroflurocarbons, and perflurocarbons. CO, has been identified as the most
important anthropogenic GHG because it comprises the majority of total GHG emissions
emitted per year and it is very long-lived in the atmosphere. The main source of GHG
emissions associated with the project is the previously described short-term emissions related
to the use of heavy equipment. URBEMIS 2007 (v.9.2.4) estimated that the temporary
project construction emissions will be a total of 56.0 tons/year (i.e. 50.8 metric tons of CO,
equivalents per year — MTCOqy,) for 2011. Subsequent operation and maintenance of the
proposed project is expected to release infrequent and minor GHG emissions far less than the
estimated 2011 construction emissions of 50.8 MTCOeqy:.

Currently, there are no established significance thresholds from Federal or State agencies.
However, in October 2008, the CARB and SCAQMD issued the draft "Recommended
Approaches for Setting Interim Significance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases under the
California Environmental Quality Act" and the "Draft Guidance Document — Interim CEQA
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Significance Threshold", respectively. Each agency's draft guidance
material represents a potential analytical framework for addressing CEQA significance
thresholds for GHG. In general, interim GHG thresholds of 7,000 and 10,000 MTCOxq, are
recommended by CARB and SCAQMD, respectively. The estimated project construction
GHG emissions of 50.8 MTCOyqy: is well below the available interim GHG threshold
recommended by the CARB and SCAQMD. Therefore, the proposed project will not
generate GHG emissions that would cause significant direct or indirect impacts on the
environment.

Source: CARB, SCAQMD.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As described in IIIf) above, the GHG emissions caused by
the proposed project are temporary and insignificant. Thus, the proposed project would not
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conflict with any currently adopted plans, policies or regulations established for the purpose
of reducing greenhouse gases.

Iv. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

IVa)

IVb)

IVe)

Ivd)

IVe)

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?

No Impact. As shown on the FEIR vegetation schematic (Figure III-3-A), special status
plants map (Figure III-3-B), potential jurisdictional Areas Schematic (Figure III-3-C) and
MSHCP Survey Areas and Criteria cells, the Project site is not located within habitat for
candidate, sensitive or special status species.

Source: FEIR.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. As shown on the vegetation schematic (Figure III-3-A), riparian or sensitive
habitat is not located within the Project site.

Source: [FEIR, Page II1-3-7].

Have a substantial adverse effect on biological resources involved within a jurisdictional
water feature as defined by federal, state or local regulations (e.g., Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, Section 1602 of California Fish
and Game Code, Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, etc.) through direct
removal, filing, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. As shown on the Potential Areas Schematic (Figure III-3-C), the Project site is
not located within a jurisdictional water feature.

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR describes impacts from drainage facilities to be
mostly subsurface or at grade. Therefore, impacts to movement of wildlife will be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 5].

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the proposed drainage facilities will not conflict with
local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 5].
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IVf)

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Impact. On June 17, 2003, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors adopted the
Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). The
MSHCP is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional habitat conservation plan focusing on the
conservation of species and their associated habitat in Western Riverside County.

The proposed project is located within an existing residential development. The proposed
project is not located within the Criteria Area or Public/Quasi-Public (P/QP) Lands as
designated within the MSHCP. Except for the outlet, the proposed project is an underground
storm drain facility located within existing street rights-of-way.

The proposed project area does not meet the MSHCP definition of riparian/riverine areas or
vernal pools. In addition, the proposed project lacks suitable habitat for the species listed in
Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP. Therefore, no analysis or survey is required.

The proposed project is not located within a mapped survey area for the Narrow Endemic
Plant Species. Therefore, no habitat assessment or survey is required under Section 6.1.3 of
the MSHCP. The proposed project is not located within a mapped survey area for plant,
amphibian, mammal species or Burrowing Owls. Therefore, no habitat assessment or survey
is required under Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP. Based on the above discussion the project site
is consistent with the MSHCP.

Source: FEIR, MSHCP.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Va)

Vb)

Vo)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since no historical resources were
previously recorded along facility alignments, and none were encountered in the field,
potential impacts to historical resources are less than significant.

Source: |[FEIR, II1-4-4].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The cultural resources field survey conducted as part of the
FEIR determined that construction of future MDP lineal facilities would not affect known
cultural resources in the area. However, prehistoric resources may be accidently uncovered
during construction. To reduce impacts to currently unknown archeological resources to less
than significant impacts, adopted mitigation measure "MM Cul 2" will be implemented by
the Project [FEIR, I11-4-4].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Referencing the Riverside County General Plan the FEIR
determined that the Project site contains areas identified as "High", "Low", and
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Vd)

"Undetermined”. Potential impacts to buried paleontological resources could occur if fossil
bearing soils are encountered during construction. To reduce potential impacts to less than
significant, the Project will implement the adopted mitigation measure "MM Cul 3".

Source: [FEIR, II1-4-4].

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of drainage facilities
are not expected to impact human remains. To reduce potential impacts to less than
significant in the case human remains are found, the Project will implement adopted

mitigation measure "MM Cul 4".

Source: [FEIR, I11-4-4].

VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Vla)

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

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since there are no mapped faults
or fault zones within the drainage facilities alignments or vicinity, potential impacts
associated with rupture of a known fault is considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 7].
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since there are no mapped faults
or fault zones within the drainage facilities alignments or vicinity, potential impacts
associated with strong seismic ground shaking is considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 7].
ii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that seismic related ground failure is
not expected to affect drainage structures such that people would be exposed to injury or
death. Therefore, impacts related from proposed alignments being affected by liquefaction is
considered less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 7].
iv) Landslides or mudflows?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since the facility alignments are
located within generally flat areas, potential impacts to creating landslides or mudflows is
considered less than significant.
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VIb)

VIc)

VId)

Vle)

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 7].

Result in substantial changes in topography, unstable soil conditions from excavation,
grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since construction of facilities will
require a stormwater pollution prevention plan, impacts are considered less than significant.

Source; [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 8].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that facility alignments are not located
on unstable geologic units or unstable soils. Therefore, potential impacts are considered to be
less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 8].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded from results of the soil survey, that
facility alignments are not located on expansive soils. Therefore, potential impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 8].

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures, fill or other
improvements associated with the project?

No Impact. The Project's impacts to soils incapable of supporting structures were not
addressed in the FEIR. The Project consists of the construction, operation and maintenance
of a storm drain system. There are no housing units or businesses proposed, nor will
additional improvements be required as a part of the project. Therefore, there will be no
impacts regarding soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures.

Source: Project Design.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

ViIa)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since hazardous material used in
construction such as fuels, will be used in accordance with standard safety measures and

regulations, potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 8].
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VIIb)

VIlc)

VIId)

Vile)

VIIf)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project's impacts to the environment from the release of
hazardous materials were adequately addressed by the FEIR and found to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 9].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project's potential impacts to the emitting hazardous
materials were adequately addressed by the FEIR and found to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 9].

Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites complied
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project's potential impacts from hazardous material
sites were not analyzed in detail by the FEIR. Adopted mitigation measure "MM Haz1"
requires further analysis at time of construction.

An online record search of available hazardous materials site's databases (i.e., Department of
Toxic Substances Control's Hazardous Waste and Substances List (Cortese List), State Water
Resources Control Board Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Geotracker, EPA
Enviromapper database) indicates that two listed hazardous materials sites are located within
2,000 feet of the project area. However, both sites' clean-up status are marked "Completed-
Case Closed".

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?

No Impact. The Project's potential impacts to airport land use plans were adequately
analyzed in the FEIR and found to have no impact.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 9].

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?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the construction and maintenance of facilities will not
cause any safety hazards related to private airstrips and considered to have no impact.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 10].
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Viig)

VIIh)

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

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the construction and maintenance of facilities will not
interfere with adopted emergency plans and considered to have no impact.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 10].

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project's potential impacts from wildfires were not
addressed in the FEIR. The proposed project is an underground storm drain system located
within an existing residential community.  Thus, the construction and subsequent
maintenance of the proposed project would not expose people or structures to an increased
risk of wildfire beyond current conditions. The Harvest Valley/Winchester Area Plan
Wildfire Susceptibility Map (Figure 12) of the Riverside County General Plan indicates that
the project area is subject to minimal risk of wildland fire hazards.

Source: General Plan.

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

VIlIa)

VIIIb)

VIIIc)

Violate or conflict with any adopted water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

Less Than Significant Impact. Since construction of Homeland/Romoland MDP facilities
will comply with existing water quality regulatory programs and permitting requirements,
direct and indirect impacts to water quality are considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Page II1-6-6].

Result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants (e.g. sediment from
construction activities, hydrocarbons, and metals from motor vehicles, nutrients and
pesticides from landscape maintenance activities, metals of other pollutants from industrial
operation,) or substantial changes to surface water quality including, but not limited to,
temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, or turbidity?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project will not create or contribute additional
pollutants to stormwater. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be prepared to protect
water quality and reduce potential impacts to less than significant during construction.

Source: [FEIR, Page I11-6-11].

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)?

No Impact. The Project's potential impacts to groundwater supplies were covered by the
FEIR and found to have no impact.
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VIIId)

VIllIe)

VIIIf)

VIlIg)

VIIIh)

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 11].

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of a watercourse or wetland, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR discussed the Homeland/Romoland MDP
potential drainage pattern and erosion impacts from lineal drainage facilities such as open
channels and underground storm drains and concluded these impacts will be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Page 111-6-10].

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR discussed the Homeland/Romoland MDP
potential drainage pattern and on or offsite flooding impacts from lineal drainage facilities
such as open channels and underground storm drains and concluded these impacts will be less
than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Page II1-6-10].

Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR discussed the Homeland/Romoland MDP
potential impacts to existing and planned stormwater drainage system capacity and concluded
that since the MDP facilities are designed to convey runoff and eliminate major flooding
additional runoff will not be created. Therefore, potential impacts will be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Page I11-6-10].

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on Federal Flood Hazard
boundary of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. This is not a housing project. The Project's potential impacts to the 100-year
flood hazard area were adequately addressed by the FEIR and found to have no impact.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 12].

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

No Impact. The Project's potential impacts to fill within a 100-year flood hazard were
adequately addressed by the FEIR and found to have no impact. This project will not place

fill or structures in a 100-year floodplain.

Source: FEIR.
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VIIIi)

VIILj)

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?

No Impact. The Project's potential impacts to risk from flooding were adequately addressed
by the FEIR and found to have no impact. This project will not place fill or structures in a
100-year floodplain.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 12].

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The Project's potential impacts to exposing people to inundation by seiche,
tsunami or mudflows were not addressed in the FEIR. However, the proposed project site is
not subject to inundation by a seiche or tsunami. Also, the proposed underground flood
control facility will not increase the potential for mudflows.

Source: Project Design.

IX. LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

IXa)

IXb)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The construction of facilities will not physically divide communities and will
have no potential impact.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 13].

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The construction of flood control facilities do not conflict
with existing land uses and zoning. Therefore, impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 13].

X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Xa)

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that although available geological
information indicates that mineral deposits exist, the significance of the deposits is not
known. Since the project will have a relatively small footprint within existing roads,
potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 13].
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XI.

Xb)

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in response Xa), potential impacts to mineral
resources were adequately addressed in the FEIR and considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 14].

NOISE. Would the project result in:

XIa)

XIb)

XIc)

XId)

XIe)

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since construction will be subject
to County of Riverside ordinances, potential impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 14].

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-
borne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since vibration and noise as a
result of construction will be temporary, potential impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 14].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that since noise associated with
construction will not be permanent, potential impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 15].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in XIa), potential impacts to noise levels were
adequately addressed in the FEIR and considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 15].

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?

No Impact. Potential impacts from the proposed project relating to excessive noise levels
within airport land were adequately addressed in the FEIR.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 15].
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XII.

XIII.

XIf)

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?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the construction of drainage facilities will not expose
people to the noisy environment near an airport. The project is not within the vicinity of a
private airstrip.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 15].

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

XIIa) 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) resulting in substantial adverse physical impacts or
conflicts with the adopted general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or
regional plan?

No Impact. Although the FEIR describes the Homeland/Romoland MDP as providing flood
control infrastructure which could cause conversion of existing farmland to residential, and
induce growth, the proposed project constructed within an existing developed area and will
not contribute to population growth.

Source: FEIR.

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

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of drainage facilities will not displace any
homes, therefore, have no potential impacts.
Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 16].

XIlIc) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the drainage facilities will not displace people or
existing homes, therefore, have no potential impacts.
Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 6].

PUBLIC SERVICES

XIITa) 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 following public services:

Fire protection?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that drainage facilities will not require additional fire
services, or result in extended response times for fire protection services.
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Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 16].
Police protection?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that drainage facilities will not require additional police
services, or result in extended response times for police protection services.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 17].
Schools?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that drainage facilities will not affect local school
enrollment and school facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 17].
Parks?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that drainage facilities will not interfere with parks or
require a need for new parks.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 17].
Other public facilities?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that no other public facilities would be adversely affected
by construction of drainage facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 17].

XIV. RECREATION

XIVa)

XIVb)

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?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of drainage facilities would not increase
use of existing parks or recreational facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 17].
Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the

environment?

No Impact. As discussed in XIVa) impacts to recreational facilities were adequately
addressed in the FEIR.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 18].
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XV.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

XVa)

XVb)

XVe)

XVd)

XVe)

X Vi)

Conflict with an adopted plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-meotorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that although construction of future
MDP facilities will primarily be within road rights-of-way, construction will not alter existing
roadway configuration and the implementation of safe traffic control measures will ensure the
safety of drivers. As a result the construction of drainage facilities will not conflict with an
adopted plan or policy establishing measures of effectiveness of the circulation system, or
with adopted plans regarding public transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 18].

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in XVa) potential impacts to roads or
highways were adequately addressed in the FEIR.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities
would not significantly change existing roadway configurations. Therefore, impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 18].
Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future drainage facilities would not
impact emergency access.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that the construction and maintenance of future drainage
facilities would not affect parking capacity.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle,
pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact., As discussed in XVa) potential impacts to public transit,
bicycle or pedestrian facilities are considered to be less than significant.
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

XVlIa)

XVIb)

Impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Electricity

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not require
additional electric facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Natural Gas

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not require
additional natural gas facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Communication System

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not require
additional communication systems.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Street lighting

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not require
additional street lighting.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Public facilities, including roads and bridges

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not require
additional public facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future MDP stormwater facilities
would not require new or additional stormwater drainage facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
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XVIIL

XVlic)

XVId)

XVle)

XVIf)

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

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of future facilities would not affect water
supplies.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
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?

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that additional wastewater treatment is not required for
construction of future MDP facilities.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].

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

No Impact. The FEIR concluded that construction of facilities would not generate long term
solid waste.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. As discussed in XVlIe), potential impacts to solid waste were adequately
addressed in the FEIR.

Source: [FEIR, Appendix A, Page 19].

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

XVIla) 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. As demonstrated by this Initial Study, potential impacts to
the environment, wildlife, vegetation, and cultural resources will not occur, will be less than
significant, or will be mitigated to a level of insignificance. Refer to Section IVa).

XVIIb) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? (''Cumulatively considerable' means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in this document, most of the potential adverse
impacts such as noise and air quality are temporary and will cease upon construction
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completion. Due to the relatively short construction period, potential impacts would not be
cumulatively considerable.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in this document, the project would result in
very minimal environmental impacts such as air quality and noise due to construction related
activities. The FEIR concluded construction of future MDP drainage facilities will not cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings.
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

1. Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),

Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 1) (State Clearinghouse No.

2003111131) Final Environmental Impact Report, November 2005.

County of Riverside General Plan, October 2003.

3y California Government Code Sections 12220 and 51104. (Available at
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html).

2]

4, URBEMIS 2007 Model (Version 9.2.4). Released February 2008.

5. South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, April 1993,

6. South Coast Air Quality Management District, Draft Guidance Document — Interim CEQA
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Significance Threshold, October 2008.

7. California State Water Resources Control Board Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST)
GeoTracker database. (Available at http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/). Accessed on October 10, 2010,

8. Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Cleanup and Hazardous Waste sites EnviroStor

database (http://www.envirostor.disc.ca.gov/). Accessed on October 10, 2010.
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION

SAN BERNARDINO
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NOTES

1. THESE ARE THE MINIMUM TRAFFIC CONTROL REQUIREMENTS. ADDITIONAL
TRAFFIC CONTROL MAY BE REQUIRED TO FACILITATE PUBLIC
SAFETY AND TRAFFIC FLOW IF DEEMED NECESSARY BY THE
ENGINEER OR RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

2. ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES SHALL CONFORM TO THE
CALIFORNIA MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES
(MUTCD JANUARY 21, 2010 EDITION).

3, SPECIAL CONSTRUCTION SIGNS SHALL BE MANUFACTURED
USING MINIMUM 3" UPPER CASE BLACK LETTERS AND A BLACK
BORDER ON AN ORANGE REFLECTIVE BACKGROUND,

4. FLASHING YELLOW BEACONS, TYPE B, SHALL ILLUMINATE AlL
W20—1SIGNS AND TYPE Il BARRICADES USED AT THE WORK AREA
DURING HOURS OF DARKNESS.

5. ALL TRENCHES SHALL BE BACK FILLED OR PLATED AT THE END
OF EACH WORK DAY TO ALLOW VEHICULAR TRAFFIC

6. PRIVATE PROPERTY AND EMERGENCY ACCESS SHALL BE
MAINTAINED AT ALL TIMES.

7. SPECIAL CONSTRUCTION SIGNS SHALL BE POSTED A MINIMUM OF
1WEEK PRIOR TO CLOSING THE ROADWAY,
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

DATE: August 31,2011

TO: Kecia Harper-Them, Clerk of the Board
FROM: Arturo Diaz, Senior Civil Engineer J

RE: Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2
Project No. 4-0-00337-02

District staff intends to bring a CEQA action on the above referenced project to the Board on
September 13, 2011. The CEQA Notice of Determination (NOD) will need to be posted at the
County Clerk-Recorder's office within five days of the Board's approval. It is our understanding that
your office is responsible for ensuring that the NOD is posted following the Board's approval.

The County Clerk-Recorder's office requires that a total of $64.00 in fees be paid before they will
post the NOD. We are attaching an Authorization to Bill Form for the County Clerk-Recorder in the
amount of $64.00. Please use this form to post the NOD at the Clerk-Recorder's office.

When transmitting the NOD to the Clerk-Recorder's Office, please inform them that the California
Department of Fish and Game Fees were previously paid when a NOD was posted on April 3, 2006
by the District for the overall project. To demonstrate this to the Clerk-Recorder's Office, we are
attaching a copy of the previously filed NOD and the related Environmental Filing Fee Cash Receipt.
Thus, a total of $64.00 is required to post the NOD at this time.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Kahlil Amin at 55418 or me at 51233.
We would like to thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Attachments

KAA:mcv
P8\138698

<2 -3 - 1092 9



Notice of Determination Appendix D

To:  County Clerk From:  Riverside County Flood Control
County of Riverside 1995 Market Street
2724 Gateway Drive Riverside, CA 92501
Riverside, CA 92507 Contact: Arturo Diaz

Phone: 951.955.1233

SUBJECT:

Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): _2003111131

Project Title:
Addendum to the Certified Homeland/Romoland MDP Final EIR-Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2 Project

Project Location (include county):

The proposed project is located within the unincorporated Homeland area of Riverside County, California. The project area is
generally bounded by Pinacate Road to the north, McWade Avenue to the south, Ritter Avenue to the east, and Homeland Avenue to
the west. The proposed project is located within Township 5 South, Range 2 West, Section 17 of the Winchester, California 7.5
minute US Geological Survey (USGS) Topographic Quadrangle.

Project Description:

The proposed project consists of the construction and maintenance of Homeland MDP Line 2, Stage 2 (Stage 2) formally analyzed in
the previously certified Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1),
Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 1) Final EIR. Stage 2 consists of an underground storm drain system
comprised of approximately 750 lineal feet of 45-inch diameter reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and minor appurtenances (i.c.
connector pipes and catch basins) within street rights-of-way. Stage 2 follows the alignment evaluated in the Final EIR and begins at
the existing interim basin located at the intersection of Guthridge Lane and Wakefield Avenue, continues cast on Wakefield Avenue
and ends at the intersection of Wakefield Avenue and Ritter Avenue. Due to constraints of the existing downstream storm drain
system, Stage 2 will provide less than the 10-year flood protection specified in the Homeland MDP.

New information considered includes detailed Air Quality and Hazardous Materials analysis as required by the Final EIR mitigation
measures, and greenhouse gas analysis to comply with recent CEQA updates. After evaluation of Stage 2 impacts from minor changes
and new information, it was determined that none of the conditions described in Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines calling for the
preparation of a subsequent MND or EIR have occurred, and further CEQA review is not required.

This is to advise that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has accepted the Addendum and has

(B4 Lead Agency or [] Responsible Agency)
approved the above described project on September 2011 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described
project:

An Addendum to the certified Final EIR was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

The project will not have significant unavoidable adverse impacts on the environment.

A Mitigation Reporting/Monitoring Plan was adopted with the Final EIR.

No new mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of this project.

Findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations were not adopted for the proposed project since significant impacts
were not identified.

T

This is to certify that the Addendum, supporting documentation, and record of approval are available to the General Public at: Office
of Clerk of the Board, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, CA 92501

Signature (Public Agency) Title

Date

Date received for filing at OPR:
Revised 2004

Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. P8\136852



RIVERSIDE COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

AUTHORIZATION TO BILL

TO BE FILLED OUT BY SUBMITTING AGENCY

BUSINESS
DATE: 6/16/2011 UNIT/AGENCY: FLOOD CONTROL - FCARC
ACCOUNTING STRING:
ACCOUNT: 526410 FUND: 25140
DEPT ID: 947460 PROGRAM:
AMOUNT: $64.00
REF: CEQA Final Posting Homeland MDP line 2, stage 2

THIS AUTHORIZES THE COUNTY CLERK & RECORDER TO ISSUE AN INVOICE
FOR PAYMENT OF ALL FEES FOR THE ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS.

NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS INCLUDED: 1
AUTHORIZED BY: Stuart E McKibbin
PRESENTED BY: Art Diaz

CONTACT:

TO BE FILLED OUT BY COUNTY CLERK

ACCEPTED BY:

DATE:

DOCUMENT NO(S)/INVOICE NO(S):

O:\ACCOUNT\FORMS\CEQA Homeland 0611
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Notice of Determination Appendix D

To: Office of Planning and Research From: Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street

For U.S. Mail: Street Address: Riverside, CA 925

P.0. Box 3044 1400 Tenth Street Contact: Teresa T R,Vg L, =

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone: 951.955,1233 RSIDE COuNry @

County Clerk AP R 03 2006

County of Riverside

2724 Gateway Drive g

Riverside, CA 92507 Y Py, Meye
SUBJECT: Deput,

Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.
State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2003111131

Project Title: Homeland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1), Romoland Master Drainage Plan (Revision No. 1) and
Homeland/Romoland Area Drainage Plan (Amendment No. 2)

Lead Agency: Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

Project Location (include county): The proposed project site is located within the city of Perris as well as in unincorporated Riverside
County in the communities of Homeland and Romoland. The proposed projects are generally bounded by the Lakeview Mountains toward the
north and east, Rouse Road and Double Butte Mountains toward the south and the San Jacinto River Channel toward the west

Project Description: The proposed project consists of revisions of two existing Master Drainage Plans (MDPs), amendment of the existing
Area Drainage Plan (ADP), and construction and subsequent maintenance of the proposed drainage facilities. Revisions will be made to the
current MDP for the Romoland area (Romoland MDP Revision No, 1), the current MDP for the Homeland area (Homeland MDP Revision No.
1) and the Homeland/Romoland Arca Drainage Plan (Homeland/Romoland ADP Amendment No. 2). The ADP for the Homeland/Romoland
Area is a funding mechanism for construction of the proposed facilitics contained in each of the MDPs being addressed.

This is to advise that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has approved the abgvg.dcspﬂlqﬁﬂ
(2 Lead Ageacy or [] Responsible Agency) e )
project on January 24, 2006 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project:
(Date)

STES

app 03 2008

1. The project will have a significant effect on the environment. )

2. An Environmental Impact Report was cIJrepa.n':d for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. [ (7/ ) 6
3. Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project. Tl L
4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan was adopted for this project. o Q—;,’/.

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted for this project. . ot e W
6. Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the Final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval is available to the General Public at:
The OfF ice of the Clerk to the Board, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, CA 92501

Adopted by the Riverside County Board of Supervisors on March 28, 2006.

%)’)M/JMW Senior Board Assistant

Signature (Public Agency) Title
Sandi Schlemmer for Nancy Romero, Clerk of the Board

March 28, 2006
Date

Date received for filing at OPR:

Revised 2004
Authorily cited: Sections 21083 and 21087, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 21000-21174, Public Resources Cods.

03.28.06 11.2



STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT
Recelpt# 200600378

Lead Agency:  RIVERSIDE CO, FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERYV. DIST Date:  04/03/2006

County Agency of Filing:  Riverside Daocument No: 200600378

Project Title: HOMELAND MASTER DRAINING PLAN (REV #1) ROMOLAND MDP #1

Project Applicant Name: RIVERSIDE CO. FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERV.  pPhone Number: 951 955-1233

Project Applicam Address: 1993 MARKET ST RIVERSIDE, CA 92501

Project Applicant:  Local Public Agency

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES: \/
Environmental Impact Report 65‘0

{2 Negative Declaration

[ Application Fee Water Diversion (State Water Resources Control Board Only)

[ Project Subject to Certified Regulatory Prog

[ County Administration Fee $64.00
[0 Broject that is exempt from fees (DeMinimis Exemption)
O Project that s exempt from fees (Notice of Exemption)

Total Received f / y

i
Signature and title of person receiving payment: % /y)?/

MNotes:




