P&\129847

RCLUL
13% % 5 e
SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND [ S { 3 =
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD £ &
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA "’?’f‘crg@f_m-“mx'\‘*’
FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:

May 18, 2010

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project
Project No. 1-0-00250-06

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

Adopt Resolution No. F2010-09 which

§ finds that the project will not have a significant adverse effect upon the environment and is in
(‘:L compliance with the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan; and
3 adopts a Mitigated Negative Declaration and Monitoring Program Table; and
Q
f\L\\.l £ authorizes the District to proceed with the project.
%1 L
l\ = ,"
Misy “BACKGROUND:
2\ See Page 2.

Qﬂw %M Steve Thomas

RS:mcv WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer

\ Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A In Current Year Budget: N/A
\,I FINANCIAL Current F.Y. County Cost: N/A Budget Adjustment: N/A
DATA Annual Net District Cost: N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A Positions To Be O]

Deleted Per A-30
Requires 4/5 Vote | []

& C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION:

APPROVE
Alex Gann

County Executive Office Signature

[J Policy

T Policy

MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

On motion of Supervisor Benoit, seconded by Supervisor Tavaglione and duly
carried by unanimous vote, IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as

[ Consent
[0 consent

recommended.
s Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
E 5 Nays:  None Kecia Harper-lhem
g 3 Absent: None
55 Date: May 18, 2010
e o XC: Flood
Prev. Agn. Ref.: District: 2" Agenda Number:

ATTACHMENTS FILED
Form 111id (Rev 06/200) WITH THE CLERK OF THE BOARD
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FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD SUBMITTAL
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project
Project No. 1-0-00250-06

SUBMITTAL DATE: May 18, 2010
Page 2

BACKGROUND:

This hearing is in accordance with the requirements of California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and Section 18 of the District Act.

Form 11fld (Rev 06/2003)
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2010-09
APPROVING THE
DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6 PHASE 2 PROJECT
WHEREAS, on April 6, 2010, the Board adopted Resolution No. F2010-08 pursuant to
Section 18 of the District Act giving notice of its intention to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) and approve the Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project in Zone 2, within the
unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside County, and giving further notice that the project and
MND would be considered at a public hearing on May 18, 2010; and
WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was properly made by publication and posting
as required by law, and all persons desiring to be heard on the matter were given the opportunity to
appear and present testimony, both oral and written; and
WHEREAS, all requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act and the
District Rules to Implement the Act have been met and the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the
District has found that the project will not have a significant adverse effect upon the environment and
has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration; now, therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors of
the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in regular session assembled on
May 18, 2010 based upon the evidence and testimony presented on the matter, both written and oral,
that:
1. The Project is partially within the Criteria Area set forth in and established by
the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
(MSHCP) and is specifically within Subunit SU1 (Santa Ana River North) of
the Jurupa Area Plan and Cell No. 610.

2, The Project has been reviewed and analyzed and it has been determined by
District staff that the Project is consistent with the Criteria for Cell No. 610.
Pursuant to this review and analysis, it was concluded that the Project lies

e
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within the northwest portion of Cell No. 610. Additionally, it was determined
that the Project is not within any area described as necessary for inclusion in the
MSHCP Conservation Area. See Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated
June 2, 2009 for the Project.

The Project has been submitted to and reviewed by the Western Riverside
County Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) pursuant to the Joint Project
Review (JPR) process. Pursuant to a Criteria Consistency Review letter
received from the RCA dated June 2, 2009, it was determined that the Project is
consistent with both the Criteria and other MSHCP requirements. See Joint
Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated June 2, 2009 for the Project.

The Project is consistent with the Riparian/Riverine Area and Vernal Pools
requirements of the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP, an
assessment of the potentially significant effects on Riparian/Riverine Areas and
Vernal Pools which includes identification and mapping of such areas located
within the Project boundaries is required. It has been determined that although
the Project area does not contain any vernal pools, the Project area does include
Riparian/Riverine Areas as defined by the MSHCP which have been mapped.
However, it has also been determined that the Project area does not contain
suitable habitat for least Bell's vireo, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Western
Yellow-billed cuckoo, Riverside fairy shrimp, Santa Rosa Plateau fairy shrimp,
or the vernal pool fairy shrimp. See Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated
June, 2 2009 and Biological Resources Report prepared by Dudek, dated March
2006 for the Project. Pursuant to Section 6.1.2, a Determination of Biologically
Equivalent or ‘Superior Preservation (DBESP) analysis of unavoidable impacts
to Riparian/Riverine Areas has been completed and it has been determined by
District staff that the Project, with its design features and proposed

compensatory measures, is biologically equivalent or superior to that under an

0.
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avoidance alternative without these measures. A copy of the DBESP analysis
was sent on October 7, 2009 to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the
California Department of Fish and Game for a 60-day review/response period.
No comment was received from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the
California Department of Fish and Game. See DBESP Analysis, dated October
2009 for the Project.

The Project is consistent with the Narrow Endemic Plant Species requirements
of the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments
and/or focused surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are required
for properties within mapped survey areas. The survey area maps included
within the MSHCP have been reviewed and the Project is partially located
within the survey areas for San Diego ambrosia, Brand’s phacelia, and San
Miguel savory. A habitat assessment was conducted and it was determined that
suitable habitat for the above plant species does not occur on the Project site.
Therefore, no further assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are
required. See Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated June 2, 2009 and
Biological Resources Report prepared by Dudek, dated March 2006 for the
Project.

The Project is consistent with the Urban/Wildlands Interface Guidelines
established by the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP, projects
in close proximity to the MSHCP Conservation Area are required to
incorporate mechanisms to address indirect effects to the MSHCP Conservation
Area. A portion of this Project is adjacent to the MSHCP Conservation Area,
and the Project has been designed to address the guidelines set forth in Section
6.1.4. The Project has incorporated certain design features and measures to

ensure compliance with Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP. See Joint Project Review
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# 08-04-01-01, dated June 2, 2009 and the DBESP Analysis dated October
2009 for the Project.

The Project is consistent with the Database Updates/Additional surveys
requirements of the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, habitat
assessments and/or focused surveys for certain additional plant and animal
species are required for properties within mapped survey areas. The survey
area maps have been reviewed and the Project is partially within mapped
survey area for the Burrowing Owl. Habitat assessments and focused surveys
were conducted for the Burrowing Owl pursuant to accepted protocol as
indicated in the Survey Report on Burrowing Owl prepared by Dudek for the
Project, dated May 27, 2008. The focused surveys conducted on the Project
site concluded that there is not suitable Burrowing Owl habitat on the Project
site. Therefore, no further surveys or conservation measures are required.

The Project is consistent with the Guidelines for Facilities Within the Criteria
Area and Public/Quasi-Public Lands. Specifically, the Project shall implement
the construction guidelines set forth in Section 7.5.3 of the MSHCP and the
standard best management practices set forth in Appendix C of the MSHCP,
where applicable.

There is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record that the project,
with mitigation, may have a significant effect on the environment, and the
Mitigated Negative Declaration represents the independent judgment of the
agency.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Monitoring Program Table are
hereby adopted.

The project designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project is

approved and the District is hereby authorized to proceed with the project.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, within five (5) working days of this Board hearing,
the Clerk of the Board is directed to deliver the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Notice
of Determination to the Office of the County Clerk and Recorder and to the State Office of Planning and

Research, who are thereby directed to file same, all as required by law.

ROLL CALL:

Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Stone, Benoit, and Ashley
Nays: None

Absent: None

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly
adopted by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein set forth.

KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board

By:

Deputy

05.18.10 11.6




Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2
Project No. 1-0-00250
March 2010

The proposed Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 project will consist of the
construction and maintenance of a rock-lined trapezoidal and concrete-lined rectangular
flood control channel extension from approximately the Goose Creek Golf Club to the
Phase 1 channel just downstream of Limonite Avenue. The rock-lined trapezoidal
channel will be constructed in an existing channel located within the Goose Creek Golf
Club and will be approximately 80 feet wide and 1,155 fect long. The concrete-lined
rectangular channel will extend approximately 2,650 lineal feet upstream (northerly) of
Lucretia Avenue and connect to the existing Day Creek Channel near Limonite Avenue.
The rectangular channel will be constructed within existing District right of way and will
be 40 feet wide and vary in height from 12 to 13 feet with 15-foot wide access roads on
each side of the channel. Any existing side drainage facilities that connect to the existing
channel would be reconstructed as well, and a new bridge will be constructed at Lucretia
Avenue. The proposed project is located along the existing Day Creek Channel within
the unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside County. The project area is generally
bounded by Limonite Avenue to the north, 68" Street to the south, Charles Avenue to the
east, and Dana Avenue to the west.

The estimated cost of the proposed project is $6 Million. Construction and future
operation and maintenance costs will be borne by the District's Zone 1 revenue.

A map of the project depicting the project location and typical section is attached.
Additional information may be obtained from Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District, 1995 Market Street, Riverside, California 92501, 951.955.1200.
Attachment

P8\129949



DAY CREEK CHANNEL
STAGE 6 PHASE 2
PROJECT NO.1-0-0250

DECEMBER 2009
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Notice of Determination Appendix D
To: Office of Planning and Research From: Riverside County Flood Control
1995 Market Street
For US. Mail: Street Address: Riverside, CA 92501
P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth Street Contact: Teresa Tung
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone: 951.955.1233
County Clerk Lead Agency (if different from above):

County of Riverside
2724 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92507

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): _2010031108

Project Title:
Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2

Project Location (include county)

The proposed project is located along the existing Day Creek Channel within the unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside
County. The project area is generally bounded by Limonite Avenue to the north, the Santa Ana River to the south, Charles
Avenue to the east, and Dana Avenue to the west. USGS "Corona North, California" 7.5 Topographic Quadrangle: Township 2
South, Range 6 West, Section 29.

Project Description

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of a channel extension consisting of combination of
rock-lined and concrete-lined channel within approximately 3,800 lineal feet of existing earthen channel. The proposed project
consists of approximately 2,700 lineal feet of concrete-lined rectangular channel and approximately 1,100 lineal feet of
ungrouted rock-lined trapezoidal channel that would end within the existing golf course channel.

This is to advise that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has approved the above described
(IQ Lead Agency or [] Responsible Agency)

project on May 18, 2010 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project:
(Date)

The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA,
Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project.

A monitoring program table was adopted for this project.

A statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project.

Findings were not made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

A e

This is to certify that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at: Clerk to the Board, County
Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, CA 92501

M\AWA/{W/{/\/ Board Assistant -

Si'gnature (Pub@a! Agéncy) Title
May 18, 2010 Qriginal Negative Declaration/Notice of
Date Determination was routed to County

Date received for filing at OPR: CIQFKS for postlng Ol

2%, Revised 2004
Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087, Public Resources Code Dhte x Initial
Reference: Sections 21000-21174, Public Resources Code.

05.18.10 11.6



May 2010

Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

Riverside, California

FINAL

CEQA
INITIAL STUDY

Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2
Project

ZONE 1

WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer

P8\131122
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

State Clearinghouse Number: Contact Person: Telephone Number:
2010031108 Teresa Tung 951.955.1233
Email: ttung@rcflood.org

Lead Agency and Project Sponsor:
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

Address: City: Zip:
1995 Market Street Riverside 92501

Project Title and Description:
Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 —

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of a combination of rock-lined and
concrete-lined channel within approximately 3,800 lineal feet of existing earthen channel. The proposed
project consists of approximately 2,700 lineal feet of concrete-lined rectangular channel and approximately
1,100 lineal feet of ungrouted rock-lined trapezoidal channel. The proposed project begins within an existing
golf course channel located approximately 1,100 lineal feet downstream of the Lucretia Avenue crossing and
ends approximately 600 lineal feet below Limonite Avenue at the existing concrete-lined Day Creek Channel.
Project Location:

The proposed project is located within the unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside County. The project
area is generally bounded by Limonite Avenue to the north, the Santa Ana River to the south, Charles Avenue
to the east, and Dana Avenue to the west. USGS "Corona North, California" 7.5 Topographic Quadrangle:
Township 2 South, Range 6 West, Section 29. Upstream of Lucretia Avenue, the project is located within the
District's existing Day Creek Channel right of way.

The General Manager-Chief Engineer of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
has made a finding that the proposed Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project will not have a significant
adverse effect on the environment. An Initial Study supporting this finding is attached. This finding will
become final upon adoption of this Mitigated Negative Declaration by the Board of Supervisors of the
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation Di ,§Ir|ct Mitigation measures are as follows:

__ma] Commitments Monitoring Program Table

Dated: 7/’?/ 2

The Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, assembled
in regular session on May 18, 2010 has determined that the Day Creck Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project will
not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has adopted this Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Signature: //LMMWW/U\/ TXWW 1£0/ Dated: __May 18, 2010

KECIA HARPER-IHEM

-

Signature: (2
WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer

ikt Boar Original Negative Declaration/Notice of
Attachment Determination was routed to County
tachmen Clerks ]T posting on.
Copiesto: 1) County Clerk ’7 ]/L'{ [ R w
2) Flood Control Date Initial
PN:RS:TT:mcv

05.18.10 11.6
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Initial Study

Project title: Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2

Lead agency name and address: Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Attention: Environmental/Regulatory Services I Section
1995 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

Contact person email address and phone number: Teresa Tung: ttung@rcflood.org
951.955.1233

Project location.

The proposed project is located within the unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside County. The
project area is generally bounded by Limonite Avenue to the north, the Santa Ana River to the south,
Charles Avenue to the east, and Dana Avenue to the west. USGS "Corona North, California" 7.5
Topographic Quadrangle: Township 2 South, Range 6 West, Section 29. Upstream of Lucretia Avenue,
the project is located within the District's existing Day Creek Channel right of way. Downstream of
Lucretia, the project is located within the existing Goose Creek Golf Club.

Project sponsor's name and address: N/A

General plan designation:

The Jurupa Area Land Use Plan from the Riverside County General Plan designates most of the project
area as Rural Community Low Density Residential (1/2 acre minimum lot size) with a Commercial Retail
overlay along Limonite Avenue. The proposed project site is located within existing District right of way
and the Goose Creek Golf Club along the Day Creek Channel.

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. Aftach
additional sheets if necessary.)

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of two open channel segments,
one rock-lined and one concrete-lined, together totaling approximately 3,800 lineal feet and located within
an existing earthen channel. The concrete segment is approximately 2,700 feet in length and the rock-
lined segment is approximately 1,100 feet in length. The concrete segment is rectangular in cross-section.
The rock-lined segment, which is ungrouted, is trapezoidal in cross-section.

The proposed project begins at the existing Goose Creek Golf Club channel located approximately 1,100
lineal feet downstream of the Lucretia Avenue crossing and ends approximately 600 lineal feet below
Limonite Avenue at the existing concrete-lined Day Creek Channel. See enclosed exhibits. Any known
interfering utility lines are expected to be relocated during the construction of the proposed project. A new
bridge (i.e., reinforced concrete box) will be constructed at Lucretia Avenue together with side drainage
facilities that connect to the channel. Refer to enclosed exhibits.

Earlier Analyses Used:
None

Impacts Adequately Addressed in Earlier Analyses:
N/A

Ji=



Mitigation Measures from Earlier Analysis:
N/A

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

Between Lucretia Avenue and 63™ Street, the proposed concrete channel segment will be constructed
along the District's interim Day Creek Channel facility. Downstream of Lucretia Avenue, the rock-lined
segment will be constructed within the existing Goose Creek Golf Club which is located within the Santa
Ana River 100-year floodplain. Upstream (northerly) of the proposed Stage 6 project, the master planned
Day Creek Channel system has been completed within Riverside County.

The Day Creek watershed, which extends from the Santa Ana River to the San Bernardino Mountains,
generates an estimated 100-year flow rate of 10,000 cubic feet per second (CFS) according to the Flood
Insurance Study (FIS) for Riverside County published by Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA). Below Limonite Avenue, much of the area adjacent to the interim channel is mapped as a
Special Flood Hazard Area (SHFA) on the currently effective Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).

Within the project area, the existing facility consists of a series of road crossings and sparsely vegetated
earthen/rubble-lined channel with insufficient capacity and erosion protection to provide 100-year flood
protection. The existing channel is routinely maintained and the District has had to conduct previous
emergency repairs due to damages caused by high velocity storm flow. Flows conveyed by the channel
typically consist of stormwater runoff. Surrounding land uses consist of mostly rural residential
development, golf course, and public roads.

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)
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) — Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit
State Agencies
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) — Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement

Regional Water Quality Control Board - Santa Ana Region (RWQCB) — Clean Water Act Section 401
Water Quality Certification

City/County Agencies

Riverside County Transportation Department - Approval of construction activities within County
maintained roads

Financing Approval or Participation Agreements

N/A



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project:

___ Aesthetics __ Mineral Resources __ Land Use/Planning
__ Agriculture Resources X Noise

X_ Air Quality __ Population/Housing

X Biological Resources ___ Public Services

X Cultural Resources __ Recreation

_- Geology/Soils ___ Transportation/Traffic

X Hazards & Hazardous Materials _Utilities/Service Systems

__ Hydrology/Water Quality __ Mandatory Findings of Significance



SECTION 18 DAY CREEE CHANNEL

PUBLIC HEARING STAGE 6 PHASE 2

MAP PROJECT NO.1<0-0260
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Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2

View of existing channel upstream of Lucretia Avenue
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Potentially

Significaut
Potential Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? J ] ] X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to trees, rock ] L] 0 X
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its O ] X ]
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or Ol [l X (]
nighttime views in the area?
ITI. AGRICULTURAL 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:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance L] U O X
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 0 ] O X
c¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or O ] O X
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?
1II. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon
to make the following determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? O ] D] ]
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected O ] X O
air quality violation?
¢) Result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which O O X OJ
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 0] ] X O
¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? O O X O
f) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a J Ol X O

significant impact on the environment?



g)

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

Potential
Significant
Impact

[]

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation

Less than
Significant

Incorporated Impact

]

X

No Impact

4

Iv.

b)

d)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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 federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 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?

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

V.

a)

b)

c)

d)

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

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

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

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

VI

a)

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

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



Potentially

Significant
Potential Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated [mpact No Impact
based on other substantial evidence of a Known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] X ]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? O D ]
iv) Landslides or mudflows? ] ] [l X
b) Result in substantial changes in topography, unstable soil conditions from excavation, ] ] X ]
grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable O | X 0O
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or offsite landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building O ] ] X
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative OJ O] O X
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal or
wastewater?
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine O O X 0O
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably O ] X O
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 0] L] ] O
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites complied | O O X
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not O ] O X
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a O [ ] X
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response ] (] X ]

plan or emergency evacuation plan?



Potentially

Significant
Potential Unless Less than
Signi) itigasi Signifi
Impact Incorporated Inpact No Impact

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

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

O
X
O

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? O

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with ] ] X OJ
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)?

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

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through U 1 X OJ
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 offsite?

e) Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of existing or ] 1 KO
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

f) Substantially degrade water quality, result in substantial discharges of typical 0J O X O
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 result in substantial
changes to surface water quality including, but not limited to, temperature, dissolved
oxygen, pH, or turbidity?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on Federal Flood L] O 0 X
Hazard boundary of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

h) Place structures or fill within a 100-year flood hazard area, which would impede or O ] X ]
redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving O O ] X
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

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

IX. LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? ] 1 O X

-10-



Potentially

Significant
Potential Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with O J O X
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community ] ] X 0O
conservation plan?
X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value O] 1 O X
to the region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site ] O ] [X]
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
XI. NOISE. Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established L] L] X OJ
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground- [ X O 0O
borne noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above ] L] OJ ]
levels existing without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project OJ X O 0O
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not [ ] L] X
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people ] ] O X
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, cither directly (for example, by [] ] 0 X
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of ] L] L] X

replacement housing elsewhere?
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Potentially

Significant
Potential Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant
Inmpacs Incorporated Impact No Impact
c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement OJ O O X
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:
Fire protection? O ] O X
Police protection? ] O O X
Schools? ] L] ]
Parks? L] | O X
Other public facilities? O O O X
XIV. RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or ] ] O X
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or O O O X
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?
XV. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load O ] X O
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by J O 0 X
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or OJ L] O X
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 0] ] X O
e) Result in inadequate parking capacity? ] ] ] <]

-12-



Potential
Signif

Potentially
Significant
Unless

Less than

Signij

Impact

In morpomted In;)acl

No Impact

XV1. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

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

b) 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?

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

d) 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?

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

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

[

O

X

O

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

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

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-
term, environmental goals?

¢) 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.)?

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

-13-



DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]

X

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.

L

i Bl e . s S

Signature

Date

WARREN D. WILLIAMS, General Manager-Chief Engineer

Printed Name and Title
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

1.

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Ia)

Ib)

Ic)

Id)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. The proposed project will be constructed along an existing and highly
disturbed earthen channel that is surrounded by rural residential development and a golf
course. There are no scenic resources located within the proposed project area. Thus, a
scenic vista will not be impacted.

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

No Impact. As discussed above in Section Ia, scenic resources are not located within the
proposed project area.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to responses Ia and Ib. The existing channel will be
reconstructed as a combination of concrete and rock-lined channel. The existing channel
consists of a highly disturbed and sparsely vegetated earthen channel and does not provide
substantial visual or scenic resource. Thus, potential impacts will be less than significant.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not produce any new sources of
light or glare, either during construction or operation. Only under extraordinary emergency
conditions would the use of artificial lighting be anticipated; however, any impacts would be
temporary and, therefore, insignificant.

AGRICULTURAL 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)

1))

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursnant to the farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located within areas designated as Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract?

No Impact. The proposed project site does not contain areas zoned for agricultural use or
areas subject to a Williamson Act Contract.
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III.

Iic)

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

No Impact. Farmlands do not exist within the project area.

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

Hla)

TIIb)

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project construction will result in temporary
air emissions from heavy equipment exhaust, construction-related trips by workers and
associated fugitive dust generation. Subsequent maintenance of the proposed project is
expected to release infrequent and minor air emissions associated with trucks and/or heavy
equipment used on an as-needed basis for inspection and/or maintenance purposes. The
South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) adopted the 2007 Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) on June 1, 2007. The 2007 AQMP demonstrates that applicable
ambient air quality standards can be achieved within the time frames required under federal
law. The 2007 AQMP identifies emission reductions from existing sources and air pollution
control measures that are necessary to comply with applicable state and federal ambient air
quality standards. As described below, the proposed project will be consistent with existing
AQMD rules and will not exceed air quality significance thresholds. Therefore, the
proposed project will not conflict with the AQMP or obstruct its implementation.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air
Basin, a region that currently exceeds and is in violation of state and national ambient air
quality standards with respect to ozone, PMjo and PM,s. The proposed project includes the
construction and subsequent maintenance of approximately 3,800 lineal feet of lined flood
control channel. Temporary construction emissions would come from heavy equipment
exhaust, construction-related trips by workers and associated fugitive dust generation from
excavation and grading activities. Construction equipment will be diesel-powered and the
principal pollutants would be carbon monoxide (CO), reactive organic gases, (ROG),
nitrogen oxides (NO,) and dust (e.g. PM,o/PM, ;) particulates. ROG and NOx are the
precursors of ozone (Os). Table 1 below provides the estimated temporary emissions and
the AQMD's suggested CEQA significance thresholds. The long-term maintenance of the
proposed flood control facility will only result in infrequent and minor emissions related to
the use of trucks and/or heavy equipment. Air pollutant emissions associated with
subsequent maintenance activities are expected to be comparatively less than the air
emissions associated with current maintenance activities associated with the existing
channel. Thus, construction of the project will result in the higher levels of project related
emissions due to the use of more equipment and vehicles in a shorter period of time.
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Table 1

Estimated Construction Emissions (pounds per day unmitigated)

Criteria Pollutant AQMD Significance Project Estimated Project Estimated
Thresholds for Construction Construction
Construction Emissions for 2010 Emissions for 2011
CcO 550 43.8 18.0
ROG 75 10.4 3.9
NO, 100 95.3 31.7
SO, 150 0 0
PM;, 150 144.4 141.7
PM,;5 55 33.2 30.8

TIIc)

The estimated construction emissions shown above are based on data derived from the
URBEMIS 2007 (version 9.2.4) air pollution emissions model. The URBEMIS Summary
Report is included as Appendix 'A’ of this document. Construction of the proposed project
will be subject to the methodology, equipment selection and phasing selected by the
construction contractor. For purposes of running the model, it was assumed that the
construction would occur in three phases that would take approximately nine months in total
to complete. The first phase is expected to consist of clearing, grubbing and excavating the
proposed channel alignment, and is estimated to take seven weeks. The second construction
phase is expected to consist of constructing the concrete and rock-lined channel and is
estimated to take 20 weeks. The third and final construction phase was assumed to consist
of final grading and is estimated to take three weeks. The total disturbance area is estimated
to be seven acres. The construction equipment to be used during the first construction phase
was assumed to consist of one excavator, two graders, two trucks, one rubber tired dozer,
one rubber tired loader, one tractor, loader or backhoe, and one water truck. One crane, four
trucks, one pump, and two rubber tired loaders are expected to be used during the second
construction phase. The equipment used for the third final grading phase is expected to
consist of one grader, one rubber tired dozer, two tractors, loaders or backhoes, and one
water truck. The above emission estimates are also based on every piece of equipment
operating a full eight hours per day; whereas some equipment is likely to sit idle during the
construction process. The estimates are also based on unmitigated emissions. As shown in
Table 1 above, the estimated emissions would not exceed AQMD’s recommended
significance thresholds for all the criteria air pollutants. Dust emissions from grading
activities would be reduced through compliance with the applicable provisions of AQMD's
Rule 403. Potential impacts will be less than significant. Measure No. IILb below and as
shown in the enclosed Monitoring Program Table will be incorporated into the project.

III-b. The construction contractor shall be required to control fugitive dust by
complying with the applicable provisions of AQMD Rule 403.

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. As discussed above, the temporary construction related
emissions will not result in a cumulative considerable net increase in emissions of criteria
pollutants.

-17-



111d)

Ille)

111f)

IIlg)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. The area surrounding the project site does contain
residences. As previously discussed, the project will not create substantial pollutant
concentrations.

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The only potential for project-related odor will be from
construction related diesel exhaust. These odors would be transitory and would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The operation and
maintenance of the drainage facility will not create any long-term objectionable odors.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions have been associated
with global warming and the resulting potential impacts. On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05 which sets forth a series of target dates by
which statewide 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 (ARB), 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 includes 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 per year and it is very long-lived in the atmosphere. The
main source of potential GHG emissions associated with the project is the previously
described temporary emissions related to the use of heavy equipment during project
construction process. URBEMIS 2007 (version 9.2.4) provides an estimated total CO,
quantity of 840.6 tons/year (i.e., 764.9 metric tons of CO, equivalents per year - MTCO,
eqyr) in year 2010 for the temporary project construction emissions. The 2011 project
construction emissions and subsequent emissions associated with maintenance activities will
be far less than the estimated 2010 construction emissions. Currently, there are no
established significance thresholds from federal or state agencies. However, in October
2008, the ARB and AQMD 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. In general, interim GHG threshold of 7,000 and
25,000 MTCOseqy, is recommended by ARB and AQMD, respectively. The estimated
project construction GHG emissions of 764.9 MTCO; .y, is well below the available interim
threshold recommended by the ARB and AQMD. Thus, the proposed project will not
generate GHG emissions that would cause significant direct or indirect impacts on the
environment.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As described 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.

IVa)

IVb)

IVe)

Ivd)

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. Dudek & Associates, Inc. conducted various biological surveys on the project
site in July and August of 2005. The approved Western Riverside County Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) requires certain habitat assessments and surveys for
species covered by the MSHCP. Sensitive, candidate, special status plants or animals were
not detected and they are not expected to occur onsite. A focused burrowing owl survey
(Dudek 2008) was conducted on April 23, 2008 and the project site was found to be
unsuitable to support burrowing owls.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Based on the biological site surveys, the proposed project
would impact 0.01 acre of Southern Willow Scrub that is located within the existing golf
course channel. Due to the small size, depauperate condition and the urbanized location,
this patch of vegetation provides minimal habitat value. The other onsite vegetation
communities (i.e., Open Channel, Disturbed/Developed Areas) are not considered sensitive
natural communities. Thus, the project will not have a substantial adverse effect on riparian
habitat or other natural communities. Also refer to Section IVf below in regard to MSHCP
riverine areas.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pools,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project area contains 0.01 acre of Southern
Willow Scrub wetland and 3.09 acres of Section 404 non-wetland open channel/open water
jurisdictional waters of the United States. These areas are also identified as riverine and
riparian areas in the MSHCP, and the potential impacts are analyzed in Section IVf below.
As described in Section IVf, potential adverse impacts to regulated jurisdictional features
will be less than significant. Any required environmental regulatory permits (e.g. Section
404, 401, and 1602) will be obtained prior to commencing project construction activity.

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?

No Impact. The Day Creek Channel, northerly of the proposed project limit to the San
Bernardino County line, consists of an existing concrete-lined facility. Within the proposed
project limits, the existing channel and adjacent urbanized areas do not provide any native
wildlife corridors or native wildlife nursery sites.
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IVe)

13%))

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

No Impact. Aside from the protection of riparian/riverine habitat afforded by the MSHCP,
the County of Riverside does not have any local policies or ordinances protecting the
vegetation communities that occur on the project site. The District implements the
provisions of the adopted MSHCP, which is addressed in Section IV{ below.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The County of Riverside adopted the Western Riverside
County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) on June 17, 2003. The USFWS
and CDFG issued "take" permits for the MSHCP in June 2004. The District is a MSHCP
permitee, and the proposed project must be consistent with the applicable provisions of the
MSHCP.

A portion of the proposed project is Jocated within a Criteria Area set forth in and
established by the MSHCP; specifically, within Subunit SU1 (Santa Ana River-North) of the
Jurupa Area Plan and Cell No. 610. The MSHCP identifies a target conservation range of
30-40 percent of this Cell focusing on the southeastern portion of the Cell. The project lies
within the northwest portion of Cell No. 610 and does not impact any area described as
necessary for inclusion in the target Conservation Area. The Project has been submitted to
and reviewed by the Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority (RCA)
pursuant to the Joint Project Review (JPR) process. Pursuant to a Criteria Consistency
Review letter received from the RCA dated June 2, 2009 (Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-
01), it was determined that the project is consistent with both the Criteria and other Plan
requirements.

Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP requires the protection of species associated with
riparian/riverine areas and vernal pools. The project site has been surveyed and vernal pools
do not exist on the project site. The existing channel contains 0.01 acre of mapped riparian
vegetation and 3.09 acres of open channel/open water area, which can be considered as
riverine for purposes of the MSHCP. In compliance with the MSHCP, the District prepared
a Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) report that
describes the alternatives considered during the design process to avoid and minimize
impacts to riverine/riparian areas as well as the preferred alternative that would result in
unavoidable impacts to these areas. A copy of the October 2009 DBESP report (RCFC
2009) was previously sent to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California
Department of Fish and Game, and is on file at the District office. A summary of the
referenced DBESP report is provided below.

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of a combination
of rock-lined and concrete-lined channel within approximately 3,800 lineal feet of existing
earthen channel. The proposed project consists of approximately 2,700 lineal feet of
concrete-lined rectangular channel and approximately 1,100 lineal feet of ungrouted rock-
lined trapezoidal channel that would end within the existing golf course channel. As with
the existing channel, the proposed channel system will convey surface runoff to the existing
golf course channel.

Hydraulic analysis was performed on the proposed project to determine the feasibility of: 1)
minimizing the impervious area footprint; 2) minimizing direct connection of impervious
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areas to downstream riparian areas; and 3) conserving natural areas. Various channel
alternatives (e.g., earthen channel, earthen bottom with concrete-lined sideslope channel,
grass lined/vegetated channel and ungrouted rock-lined channel) were evaluated and found
to be either infeasible or would not provide adequate erosion protection, velocity reduction
and 100-year flood protection within the existing right-of-way and geographical constraints.
The proposed channel system design was optimized to accommodate the various aspects of
the project including hydraulic function and capacity, water quality, infiltration capacity,
right-of-way constraints and economic feasibility. The proposed channel system will
effectively reduce the amount of erosion that may occur along the existing earthen channel
during peak flows. The proposed ungrouted channel segment located downstream of
Lucretia Avenue within the golf course channel will reduce flow velocities, minimize
erosion and allow some infiltration to occur. Based on the hydraulic analysis performed, the
exit velocities downstream of the proposed rock-lined trapezoidal channel will be equivalent
to the pre-project conditions. Therefore, the downstream riparian areas are not expected to
change substantially due to the proposed project.

The proposed concrete-lined channel section between Lucretia Avenue and the existing
upstream reach of Day Creek Channel may reduce the level of intermittent riverine
functions associated with physical structure diversity within the existing channel. The
proposed concrete-lined channel will have less topographic complexity and less diverse
types of physical surfaces and features than the existing channel. A reduction in physical
complexity may reduce potential use by aquatic and riparian species. However, this
potential impact is tempered by the fact that, at best, the existing disturbed channel provides
only minimal riverine functions and habitat. One of the following options will be
incorporated into the proposed project to ensure that the proposed project is consistent with
MSHCP Section 6.1.2:

VI-f. Option 1: Prior to conducting any soil disturbance activity, the District shall
purchase watershed based mitigation credits or make payment through an in-
lieu fee program for the restoration, creation, or enhancement of 3.1 acres of
riparian/riverine area (i.e. approximately 0.01 acre of riparian & 3.09 acres of
riverine).

OR

VIf. Option 2: The above option may be offset through acquisition of offsite
replacement riparian/riverine habitat or the creation/preservation/restoration/
enhancement of new riparian/ riverine habitat, as appropriate.

Although the proposed concrete-lined channel between Lucretia Avenue and the existing
upstream Day Creek Channel may degrade the already minimal riverine functions of the
existing channel, the project as a whole will reduce erosion, improve water quality and
provide a conveyance system that is functionally equivalent to the existing disturbed
channel. Furthermore, the MSHCP options described above will provide biologically
equivalent or superior riverine/riparian preservation within the watershed for the life of the
project. Therefore, the project is consistent with Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP.

The proposed project is consistent with the Narrow Endemic Plant Species requirements of
the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments and/or focused
surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are required for properties within mapped
survey areas. The survey area maps included within the MSHCP have been reviewed and
the project is partially located within the survey areas for San Diego ambrosia, Brand’s
phacelia, and San Miguel savory. A habitat assessment was conducted and it was
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determined that suitable habitat for the above plant species does not occur on the project
site. Therefore, no further assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are
required (Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated June 2, 2009 and Biological Resources
Report prepared by Dudek, dated March 2006).

The project is consistent with the Database Updates/Additional survey requirements of the
MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments and/or focused
surveys for certain additional plant and animal species are required for properties within
mapped survey areas. The survey area maps have been reviewed and the project is partially
located within miapped survey area for the Burrowing Owl. Habitat assessments and
focused surveys were conducted for the Burrowing Owl pursuant to accepted protocol as
indicated in the Survey Report on Burrowing Owl prepared by Dudek for the Project, dated
May 27, 2008. The focused surveys conducted on the Project site concluded that there is no
suitable Burrowing Owl habitat on the project site. Therefore, no further surveys or
conservation measures are required.

The project is consistent (Joint Project Review # 08-04-01-01, dated June 2, 2009 and the
DBESP Analysis Report prepared by District staff, dated October 2009) with the
Urban/Wildlands Interface Guidelines established by the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.4
of the MSHCP, projects in close proximity to the MSHCP Conservation Area are required
to incorporate mechanisms to address indirect effects to the MSHCP Conservation Area.
The project is located adjacent to the MSHCP Conservation Area, and the project has been
designed to address the guidelines set forth in Section 6.1.4. The project has incorporated
certain features and measures in order to ensure compliance with Section 6.1.4 of the
MSHCP.

The project is consistent with the Guidelines for Facilities within the Criteria Area and
Public/Quasi-Public Lands. Specifically, the District will consider and implement all
applicable construction guidelines and best management practices set forth in Section 7.5.3
and Appendix C of the MSHCP, respectively.

To ensure consistency with MSHCP Section 6.1.6 Provision B under County Flood Control
Obligations:

VI-f. The District shall contribute to MSHCP mitigation through a payment of 3%
of the total project capital cost. Such payment may be offset through
acquisition of replacement habitat or creation of new habitat for the benefit of
covered species, as appropriate. See IV-f Options 1-2 above.

Based on the above analysis, the proposed project is consistent with the MSHCP.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Va)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site consists of a previously disturbed open
channel that lacks any apparent cultural resources. A cultural resource record search was
received from the Eastern Information Center (EIC) on May 7, 2008. The EIC record search
states that eight cultural resource studies have been conducted within a quarter-mile radius
of the project area. Three of these involved and one was adjacent to the project area. No
cultural resources were recorded within or adjacent to the project area during these past
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Vb)

Vo)

studies. The EIC also consulted the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the
California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), and the 1947 USGS 15' topographic map.
The OHP and NRHP did not include any listed properties within the project area. The 1947
USGS map indicates the presence of possible historical structures or features within the
project area. Since the project area consists of a previously disturbed open channel that is
subject to frequent erosive stormwater flows, unknown cultural resources would only be
uncovered while excavating during project construction process. Based on the available
information, known historic resources do not occur within the project area and potential
impacts will be less than significant. To ensure that any accidently uncovered cultural
resources are properly evaluated and documented, the following condition will be
incorporated into the project:

V-a  If any cultural, historical or paleontological resources are discovered within the
project limits during ground disturbing activities, ground disturbance in the
vicinity of the find shall cease, and a qualified archaeologist, historical
resources specialist and/or paleontological resources specialist shall assess the
significance of the find and, if necessary, make recommendations for
appropriate treatment measures. Any discovered resources that merit long
term consideration shall be collected and reported in accordance with current
protocols.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Based on the EIC record search, recorded archaeological
sites do not occur within the project area. A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search was received
from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on May 5, 2008. The SLF failed
to indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in the immediate project area,
however the NAHC states that the project site is in close proximity to previously discovered
prehistoric burial sites. This information does not preclude the potential for uncovering
buried cultural resources during construction. In accordance with the NAHC
recommendations, all the Indian tribes in the region were contacted regarding information
that they may have concerning Native American cultural resources in the project area. The
Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians concluded that the project site falls within the bounds of
their Tribal Traditional Use Area and requested further consultation. The District sent
copies of the record searches to the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians for their consideration.
This Initial Study will be forwarded to the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians during the
CEQA public review process as well. The proposed flood control project does not involve a
city or county specific plan or general plan action. Therefore, the proposed project is not
subject to the amended or added provisions following adoption of SB 18 for Traditional
tribal cultural places that require government to government consultation with the Tribe.
Based on available information, potential impacts will be less than significant. To ensure
that any accidently uncovered cultural resources are properly evaluated and documented, the
previously described condition Va will be incorporated into the project.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Riverside County GIS mapping indicates that the
project site is within an area of high paleontological sensitivity (High A) based on geologic
formations or mappable rock units that contain fossilized body elements and trace fossils
such as tracks, nests and eggs. Thus, there is potential that buried paleontological resources
could be uncovered during construction. However, the project site consists of a previously
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vd)

disturbed open earthen channel that is unlikely to contain any detectable paleontological
resources on the surface. To ensure that potential impacts remain less than significant, the
previously described condition V-a will be incorporated into the project.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemecteries?

Less Than Significant Impact. Based on the cultural resource record search and the
disturbed site conditions, it is unlikely that human remains are located within the proposed
project area. In the unlikely event that human remains are accidently uncovered on the
project site, the following condition will ensure that potential impacts remain less than
significant.

V-d  Pursuant to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, if human remains
are unexpectedly encountered during construction, ground disturbance in the
vicinity of the find shall cease until the Riverside County Coroner has made a
determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98. The Riverside County Coroner must be notified within 24
hours. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are not Native
American, the County Coroner will determine the appropriate disposition of
the remains. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native
American, the County Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC). The NAHC will determine and notify the Most Likely
Descendent (MLD) for this area. The MLD will then recommend the
treatment and disposition of the human remains pursuant to California Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98. The NAHC may become involved with
decisions concerning the treatment and disposition of the remains.

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 the Division
of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

No Impact. A geotechnical investigation of the proposed project was completed and a
report (C.H.J. Incorporated August 2005) was prepared on August 23, 2005. The
geotechnical report states that the project site is not located within or adjacent to Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. No evidence of active faulting was observed during the
geologic field reconnaissance.

ii) Strong seismic groundshaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Chino-Central fault is located 7 2 miles southwest of
the project site, the northern portion of the Elsinore fault zone is located 10 miles to the
southwest, the Whittier fault is located 11 V2 miles to the southwest, the Cucamonga fault is
located 13 % miles to the north, the San Bernardino segment of the San Jacinto fault zone is
located 14 % miles to the northeast, and the San Andreas fault zone is located 19 "2 miles
northeast of the project site. Consequently, the project site is subject to seismic
groundshaking. The geotechnical report contains recommendations to ensure that the
proposed channel is able to withstand estimated groundshaking. In the event that the
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VIb)

Vie¢)

VId)

channel sustains any seismic groundshaking related damages, it is expected to be evaluated
and repaired, if needed, as part of the District's operation and maintenance activities.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Riverside County GIS indicates that the project site is
located in an area with High to Very High liquefaction potential. The geotechnical
exploratory borings found that groundwater was located at depths of 31 and 35 feet. The
geotechnical report includes an analysis of the liquefaction potential based on soil type,
estimated groundshaking, and groundwater depth. The report concludes that the potential
for liquefaction during a major seismic event is negligible.

iv) Landslides or mudflows?

No Impact. The project site is not located near hillsides or other terrain that is susceptible
to 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. During the construction process, unstabilized areas will be
more susceptible to erosion during storms that generate runoff. However, potential soil
erosion will be avoided or minimized by implementing an effective combination of erosion
and sediment control measures as required by the applicable provisions of the NPDES
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction Activity
(Construction General Permit).  The geotechnical report contains a number of
recommendations, such as over excavation and re-compaction of the soil, to ensure that the
proposed channel is constructed upon stable soils. The access roads adjacent to the
rectangular channel will be covered with a base material to minimize erosion, to reduce
maintenance and to provide safe access for maintenance purposes.

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 offsite landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. The potential for liquefaction is addressed above in Section
VIa. The Riverside County GIS indicates that the project site is susceptible to subsidence.
The geotechnical report did not identify any such soil conditions and concludes that the
proposed project is feasible, provided that the recommendations in the report are
implemented during design and construction. In the event that the channel sustains any
damages, it is expected to be evaluated and repaired, if needed, as part of the District's
operation and maintenance activities.

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

No Impact. The geotechnical analysis evaluated the suitability of the soils in the project
area. The report did not identify expansive soils and concludes that the proposed project is
feasible in regard to soil stability provided that the recommendations in the report are
implemented during design and construction.
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Vie)

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

No Impact. The proposed project does not include septic tanks or other wastewater
facilities.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

Vila)

VIIb)

VIIc)

VIld)

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 construction and subsequent maintenance of the
proposed project does not involve the routine use or transport of hazardous materials beyond
the short-term use of petroleum-based fuels, lubricants, pesticides and other similar
materials during construction and the occasional transport and use of these materials during
the subsequent maintenance phase. Standard protocols and BMPs will ensure the proper
handling and storage of these materials. During the construction phase, it is expected that
small quantities of these materials will be transported, stored and used onsite in accordance
with applicable state, federal and local laws regulating the management and use of
hazardous materials. Thus, the project will not create a significant hazard to the public or
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?

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to response Vlla) above.

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

No Impact. Refer to response VIla) above. There is not an existing or proposed school
within a /4 mile of the project site.

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?

No Impact. An online record search of available 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 listed hazardous material sites are not located within
or adjacent to the project area. Construction of the proposed project will include excavation.
In the unlikely event that unknown potentially hazardous materials are uncovered during
excavation, such materials will be handled in accordance with the following measure:

VII-d If potentially hazardous materials are encountered in the field during
construction, ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of the materials shall
cease until a qualified hazardous materials management specialist assesses the
potentially hazardous substances and, if necessary, develop appropriate
management measures for the treatment and disposal of the materials in
accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
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VIIe) 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 site is not located within an airport land use plan or within an area
that may be affected by an airport.

VIIf) 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 project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The re-construction of the Lucretia Avenue road crossing
will require a temporary road closure for a period of approximately one month. The
proposed project includes a traffic control plan to ensure that adequate detours and
alternative access routes are provided during the temporary road closure. The road closure
will be coordinated with the Riverside County Transportation Department and public safety
agencies will be notified in advance of the closure. Thus, the proposed project will not
impair the implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan.

VIIkh) 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?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project does not
include the construction of any occupied structures. During the construction process,
construction equipment will be used to clear the watercourse and any associated vegetation
downstream of Lucretia Avenue. While most of the vegetation in the channel downstream
of the project site consists of riparian vegetation and is unlikely to ignite easily, there will be
an increased potential for wildfire during construction. To ensure that potential impacts
remain less than significant, the following mitigation measure will be incorporated into the
project:

VII-h. When work is conducted adjacent to flammable vegetation during the fire
season (as identified by the Riverside County Fire Department) appropriate
fire-fighting equipment (e.g., extinguishers, shovels, water trucks) shall be
available onsite during all phases of project construction to help minimize the
chance of human-caused wildfires. Shields, protective mats, and/or other fire
preventative methods shall be used during grinding, welding, and other spark-
inducing activities.

VIIIL. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
VIila) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation

and maintenance of an engineered channel facility that will convey stormwater to the Santa
Ana River 100-year floodplain. The Santa Ana River, Reach 3, is listed as an impaired
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VIIIb)

VIIIc)

VIId)

water body for pathogens on the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list. The proposed project
will not create new sources of stormwater pollution. During construction, there is potential
for the temporary discharge of pollutants from the construction site. The District will
implement the appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) in compliance with the
NPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction Activity.
The District is also required to comply with the NPDES Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) permit issued by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
(SARWQCB) including new development requirements. Although this project is not
subject to the Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) requirements, the District is
required to consider applicable site and source control BMPs described in the Drainage Area
Management Plan (DAMP). Further discussion of the application of these requirements is
provided in Section VIIIf below. Compliance with the above programs/permits will ensure
that the project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements.

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)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not result in the withdrawal or
use of groundwater. The proposed project will be constructed within an existing stormwater
conveyance system that does not provide substantial groundwater recharge due to the
steeply sloping terrain. The downstream reach of the proposed project consists of a rock-
lined channel section with milder longitudinal slope that will allow for some recharge to
occur. Therefore, the proposed project will not deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not alter the existing drainage
pattern or cause an increase in runoff. The existing earthen channel is currently subject to
reoccurring erosion caused by high velocity flows. The proposed concrete-lined channel
upstream of Lucretia Avenue will reduce potential erosion and thereby minimize
downstream siltation.  The proposed 1,100 lineal-foot rock-lined channel section
downstream of Lucretia Avenue is designed to allow for low-flow infiltration and to reduce
the velocity of flows as they exit the engineered channel section. Based on the hydraulic
analysis performed for various peak discharges, the exit velocity downstream of the
proposed rock-lined channel will be equivalent to the pre-project condition. Thus, the
proposed project will not increase the frequency, amount, or velocity of downstream
stormwater discharges. Potential changes in erosion or siltation patterns on- or offsite will
be less than significant.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of a watercourse or wetland, 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. Overall, the proposed project maintains the drainage
pattern of the existing earthen channel and will not substantially increase the rate or amount
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VIile)

VIIIf

VIIig)

of surface water runoff. The proposed project will eliminate the overbank flooding that
would otherwise occur during the 100-year peak flow event within the reach from the
existing Day Creek Channel improvements (located approximately 600 feet downstream of
Limonite Avenue) and Lucretia Avenue. Below Lucretia, stormwater flows will continue to
outlet onto the existing golf course and into the Santa Ana River 100-year floodplain. Thus,
the proposed project will ensure that floodwaters are collected and conveyed through the
project area and delivered to the mapped floodplain.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is an extension of a planned
stormwater drainage system. As previously discussed, the proposed project will not create
or contribute new sources of stormwater runoff or polluted runoff. The proposed rock-lined
outlet channel will reduce velocities prior to discharging flows into the existing golf course
channel.

Substantially degrade water quality, 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 result in substantial
changes to surface water quality including, but not limited to, temperature, dissolved
oxygen, pH, or turbidity?

Less Than Significant Impact. Both the existing channel and the proposed project
function as a conveyance system to transport stormwater runoff to the Santa Ana River 100-
year floodplain. Consistent with the requirements of the Santa Ana Municipal Stormwater
(MS4) Permit, the feasibility of incorporating applicable site design BMPs into the proposed
project that would minimize the impervious footprint, minimize directly connected
impervious areas and conserve natural areas was considered during design process. This
was accomplished by examining project alternatives that would provide greater infiltrative
capacity than channelization projects with impervious lining. However, due to the hydraulic
constraints imposed by the road crossings at 64" Street, Holmes Avenue and Lucretia
Avenue, alternative channel sections were deemed infeasible within the upper reach of the
project.

Downstream of Lucretia Avenue, the proposed project includes a 1,100-foot rock-lined
trapezoidal channel section designed to minimize erosion, reduce exit velocities, provide
infiltration and reduce pollutant transport. The proposed project could also benefit water
quality by eliminating the reoccurring erosion that takes place within the existing earthen
channel. The potential discharge of stormwater pollutants will also be minimized to the
maximum extent practicable as described in Section VIIIa. Based on the above information,
the proposed project is not expected to substantially degrade water quality, result in
substantial discharges of stormwater pollutants or substantial changes in surface water

quality.

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

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction of any housing. Once
constructed, the project will contain the 100-year flood discharge (Base Flood) between
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IX.

VIIIh)

VIIIi)

VIIIj)

Limonijte and Lucretia Avenues; thereby removing dozens of existing structures from the
current Day Creek Special Flood Hazard Area (100-year floodplain).

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As shown on enclosed Exhibit "A", the proposed project
site is located within a FEMA mapped Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) for both Day
Creek and the Santa Ana River. The proposed project will provide increased channel
capacity and erosion protection from high velocity flows along Day Creek Channel. The
proposed channe! will be designed to convey the FEMA estimated 100-year peak flow
through the project area and outlet into an existing golf course located within the Santa Ana
River 100-year floodplain. The project will significantly reduce the areal extent of the
SFHA adjacent to the existing Day Creek Channel; the project is a flood hazard mitigation
measure and will be designed and constructed in accordance with the applicable FEMA
requirements and will not 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?

No Impact. Within the project area, the proposed project will reduce flood risk and
exposure associated with the Day Creek Channel and watershed. The proposed channel will
be designed to convey the estimated Day Creek 100-year peak flow past Lucretia Avenue
and outlet into an existing golf course channel within the Santa Ana River 100-year
floodplain. Although the project is not intended to mitigate the risk of loss, injury or death
resulting from the failure of a levee or dam, it would likely provide some incidental benefit
in the event of a levee or dam failure.

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is not subject to inundation by a seiche or tsunami.
The proposed flood control facility will not increase the potential for mudflows.

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

1Xa)

IXb)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The proposed open channel will be constructed along the alignment of an
existing open channel. Thus, the proposed project will not 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?

No Impact. The project area is located within the unincorporated Riverside County and
generally subject to the land use policies of the County of Riverside. The proposed project
will not conflict with any land use designations or policies adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.
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XL

I1Xc¢)

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is subject to the Western Riverside
County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). As previously described in
Section IV{, the proposed project is consistent with the MSHCP.

MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Xa)

Xb)

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?

No Impact. The proposed project site consists of an existing open channel that does not
contain a known mineral resource.

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?

No Impact. Refer to previous response in Section Xa).

NOISE. Would the project result in:

XIa)

XIb)

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 standards
of other agencies?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed flood control project will not create long-
term sources of noise. Temporary noise related to construction and subsequent maintenance
activities is discussed below.

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The project site is generally
surrounded by a rural residential area that is subject to noise generated by traffic on adjacent
roadways. The use of heavy equipment during construction and subsequent maintenance
will result in temporary increased noise levels near the residential area. The total project
construction period is expected to last approximately nine months. The actual duration of
construction activity adjacent to an individual's residence will be less than nine months.

Existing residences that are located adjacent to the proposed project site (existing channel)
will be temporarily exposed to the increased noise levels and possible ground vibration
during project construction. Subsequent operation and maintenance of the proposed project
is expected to generate infrequent and minor increased noise levels associated with trucks
and/or heavy equipment used on an as-needed basis for inspection or maintenance purposes.
Therefore, the long-term operation and maintenance of the proposed project would not result
in a significant increase in noise levels. However, to ensure that potential adverse impacts
remain less than significant during construction process, the following mitigation measure
will be incorporated into the project:

XI-b Use of heavy construction equipment shall be limited to between the

hours of 7 a.m. to 5 p.m. and prohibited on weekends and holidays, unless
otherwise approved by the Engineer.
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XII.

XIc¢)

XId)

XTe)

XIf)

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

No Impact. The construction, operation or maintenance of a flood control facility will not
result in a permanent substantial ambient noise increase. Potential noise impacts will be
limited to the temporary impacts described above.

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The use of heavy equipment
during construction will result in a temporary increase in ambient noise levels. Residences
located adjacent to the existing channel will likely experience increased noise levels. These
increases will be temporary and will be limited to daylight hours with the incorporation of
the previously described mitigation measure. Please refer to Section XIb) above. With the
incorporation of the proposed mitigation measure, potential impacts will be less than
significant.

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. The proposed project area is not located within an airport landuse plan or
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.

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 proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

XIIa)

XIIb)

XIIc)

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)?

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction of homes or businesses
that could directly induce population growth. The proposed project will provide improved
flood protection to developed areas adjacent to the project site. Since these areas are already
developed, substantial population growth inducement is not expected.

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not displace any existing housing or people.

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

No Impact. Refer to response in Section XIIb.
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XIIL PUBLIC SERVICES.

XIIIa) 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 proposed project would not require new fire protection services.
Police protection?
No Impact. Refer to response in Section XIlla.
Schools?
No Impact. The proposed project will not impact any existing or proposed schools.
Parks?
No Impact. The proposed project will not impact any existing or proposed parks.
Other public facilities?
No Impact. Public roads and flood control facilities are the only public facilities
that may be impacted by the proposed project. Once completed, the proposed
project will reduce the potential for flood damages to public roads and existing
flood control facilities located in the vicinity of the project area. Thus, the need to
maintain and repair public facilities due to flood associated damage will be reduced

correspondingly. Other public facilities will not be impacted by the proposed
project.

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 proposed flood control facility will not increase the use of existing
neighborhood/regional parks or other recreational facilities.

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. The project does not include recreational facilities nor will it require the
construction and expansion of such facilities.

-33-



XV,

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

XVa)

XVb)

XVc)

XVd)

XVe)

Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load
and capacity of the street system (ie., result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed channel will be constructed along an existing
open channel and will not cause a permanent increase in traffic volume. The two-lane
Lucretia Avenue will be subject to temporary road/lane closure for approximately one
month during project construction. Temporary street and lane closures during construction
will be kept to a minimum and coordinated with the Riverside County Transportation
Department. Construction workers and other construction related vehicles traveling to the
project site would temporarily increase traffic volume during the construction period. Due
to the relatively short construction period and the associated minor amount of increased
traffic, the temporary increase in traffic will not substantially change existing levels of
traffic.

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

No Impaet. The proposed project will not result in any permanent changes in traffic levels.
Refer to response in Section XVa above.

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not increase hazards due to a design feature, sharp
curves or dangerous intersections or incompatible uses. Any temporary street and lane
closures during construction will be kept to a minimum and coordinated with the Riverside
County Transportation Department.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant Impact. Although the operation and maintenance of the proposed
project would not result in inadequate emergency access, the project construction is
expected to result in the temporary closure of Lucretia Avenue. However, the proposed
project will include the implementation of a traffic control plan to ensure that an acceptable
detour route is provided by adjoining roads. The traffic control plan will be coordinated
with the Riverside County Transportation Department as well. Once completed, the
proposed project will reduce the frequency of road closures at Lucretia Avenue due to
recurring road washouts.

Result in inadequate parking capacity?
No Impact. The proposed project will not affect any existing parking facilities or increase

the need for additional parking facilities. Temporary parking related to construction
activities is typically available on or adjacent to the construction site.
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XVL

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

XVIa)

XVIb)

XVIc)

XVId)

XVle)

XVIf)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not increase the need for new or
expanded water or wastewater treatment or transmission facilities. Existing local water,
sewer lines and other utility lines are located within the project area. Relocation of the
existing utility lines is expected to occur within the project area during construction of the
proposed project. The utility line relocation will also be coordinated with the appropriate
utility company. Thus, the environmental impacts associated with utility line relocations
would not exceed the project impacts that are described in this document.

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 proposed project is a flood control improvement project that is located
within an existing drainage facility. The construction of additional drainage facilities is not
anticipated.

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not require the long-term use of water supplies. The
proposed project will only require the temporary use of water during construction. Existing
water supplies are expected to be adequate.

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 proposed project will not result in any wastewater discharges or require
wastewater treatment services.

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

No Impact. The proposed project may generate a limited amount of solid waste during
construction. In addition, subsequent maintenance may involve occasional trash and debris
removal from the facility. However, the limited amount of solid waste generated during
construction and subsequent maintenance of the project would not be substantial or interfere
with the capacity of nearby existing solid waste disposal facilities.

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

No Impact. Any waste disposal that is required during project construction or maintenance
will be done in compliance with the appropriate statutes and regulations.
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XVIL

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

XVIIa) 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 described by this Initial Study, potential impacts to the
environment, wildlife, vegetation and cultural resources will be less than significant or will
be mitigated to a level of insignificance.

XVIIb) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-

term, environmental goals?

No Impact. As shown by this Initial Study, the proposed project will not result in
significant adverse impacts to long-term environmental goals.

XVIIc) 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 previously discussed in this document, potential adverse
impacts such as noise and air quality are temporary. The proposed Day Creek Channel,
Stage 6 Phase 2 project will complete the District's master planned Day Creek Channel.
Thus, potential cumulative impacts related to the construction of additional channel stages
will not occur. The emission of greenhouse gases and potential global warming impacts are
typically viewed as a potential long-term cumulative impact. Based on the discussion in the
Air Quality Section of this Initial Study, the proposed project will not result in a
cumulatively considerable global warming impact. Due to the relatively small impact area
and the relatively short construction period, potential impacts would not be cumulatively
considerable.

XVIId)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 previously in this document, the construction
of the proposed project will temporarily increase noise levels to those persons who reside
near the existing channel. With the incorporation of the mitigation measures described in
Section XI, potential noise impacts will be less than significant. Other potential adverse
impacts to human beings are not expected to occur.
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California Natural Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Govemor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME DONALD KOCH, Director
hitp:hwww . dfa.ca qov

Inland Deserts Region

3602 Inland Ermpire Blvd,, Suite C-200

Ontario, CA 81764

{909) 484-0187

G FoRia

LANE

April 23, 2010

Ms. Teresa Tung

Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District

1995 Market Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Re: Mitigated Negative Declaration — Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 — Phase 2
SCH 2010031108

Dear Ms. Tung:

The Depariment of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates this opportunity to
comment on the Mitigated Negative Declarations (MND) for the Day Creek Channel,
Stage 6 — Phase 2 flood control project. The Department is responding as a Trustee
Agency for fish and wildlife resources [Fish and Game Code sections 711.7 and
1802 and the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (CEQA) section
15386} and as a Responsible Agency regarding any discretionary actions (CEQA
Guidelines section 15381), such as a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement
{Section 1600 et seq.) or a California Endangered Species Incidental Take Permit
{Fish and Game Code Sections 2080 and 2080.1}).

For this project the Department will be acting as both a Responsible and Trustee
Agency. As per section 15096 of the California Environmental Quality Act statute, as
a Responsible Agency the Department is obligated to focus its comments on any
shortcomings in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration
(ND), the approptiateness of using a negative declaration, and additional
alternatives or mitigation measures which the EIR should include.

The project involves the censtruction and maintenance of a combination rock-lined
and concrete-lined channel within approximately 3,800 lineal feet of existing earthen
¢hannet. 2,700 jineal feet of channel will be concrete-lined from Lucretia Avenue up
to about Limonite Avenue. 1,100 lineal feet of ungrouted rock-lined trapezoidal
channel will be constructed downstream of Lucretia Avenue.

Conserving California's Wildlife Since 1870
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Page 2 0f 6

Approximately 1,000 lineal feet of the stream between the Santa Ana River and the
end of the rock-lined segment of channel will be Jeft as is.

Department Comments

The guestions that the Department has asked for clarification primarily concern the
Deparntment’s role as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. The Department’'s
comments pertain to the following areas: lack of project histary, necessity for the
project, lack of analysis of impacts on the golf course stream downstream of the
channelization, lack of alternatives and mitigation measures to reduce project
impacts and lack of analysis of impacts on potential Santa Ana sucker habitat,

Project impacts to jurisdictional waters and riparian vegetation require a 1602 Lake
and. Streambed Alteration Agreement (Agreement) from the Depariment. The impact
analysis in the MND is not sufficient for the Department as a Responsible Agency in
the issuance of an Agreement.

The Department recommends the MND include a revised and complefe analysis of
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the project area relative to the quality
of the habital and opportunities for “in kind” mitigation. The Department
recommends identifying the proposed mitigation sites and their respective habitats,
and including a graphic of the sites in the DEIR. The Department recommends
incorporating the mitigation recommendation of a one hundred meter buffer area
for flood channels and intermittent streams noted in the document above.

The Deparment requests that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District (RCFC/MWCD) respond fo the following comments in a
subseqient re-issued MND:

1. The use of stormwater retention basins beiween Lucretia Avenue and
t imonite Avenue as g method of reducing stream flood flows, including the
vacant parcels south of Limonite and west of the stream channel;

2. An analysis of the Day Creek stream system from the headwaters fo the
Santa Ana River and measures that can be takeri to reducs flood flows within
the stieam system;

3. The history of overbank channel flooding and flood water retention between
Limonite: Avenue and Lucretia Avenue;

4. An explanation of the configuration of the fleod plain betwigen Lucretia
Avenue and Limonite Avenue and an explanation of the area designated as a
“Special Flood Hazard Area) on the Flood Instirance Rate Map;

5. A discussion of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps and whether they are
up to date and what flood conitrol projects have occurred in the watershed to
alter the designation;
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6. The impact of the proposed project on the use of the Goose Creek outlet to
the Santa Ana River as a tributary for Santa Ana sucker and other wildlife;

7. An analysis of the potential impact of the proposed project on a mitigation site
at the proposed terminus of the rock-lined channel in Goose Creek Golf
Course and a 40-acre conservation easement at the confluence of the creek
with the Santa Ana River;

8. An analysis of the proposed project’s impact on the stretch of natural stream
in Goose Creek Golf Course in terms of erosion, sedimentation and urban
runoff;

9. The effect of the proposed project on the conjunction of Goose Creek with the
Santa Ana River;

10.Measures to be taken to reduce the velocity of stormwater upstream of the
golf course;

11.An analysis of potential impacts from urban runoff pollutants on the portion of
stream that is proposed to remain intact;

12.Discuss the difference between the 10,000 cfs capacity of the proposed
concrete-lined channel and the 4,000 cfs capacity of the proposed rock-lined
channel in the Goose Creek Golf Course.

ta an ideal situation, this project would be viewed in the context of the watershed.
However, most of Day Creek within San Bernardino County above the project site
has already been channelized. Day Creek is an excellent example of project
pieceméaling, i.e., submitting parts of a flood control master plan without discussing
future anticipated projects. Stream floodplains are eliminated. The end result is that
implementation of one flood control project provides the rationale for the next
downstream flood ceontrol project. Neither cumulative impacts nor the impact on the
entire stream system and ecology are considered.

if this project is constructed, the only reinaining natural portion of Day Creek will be
the 1,060 linaal feet connecting to the Santa Ana River. If the existing pattern of
flood eontrof projects holds true, this 1,000 lineal feet will also be proposed for
channélization because of future erosion problems directly related te the proposed
project.

For this reason, the Department is focusing on potential downstream impacts in the
Goose Creek Golf Course due to upstream channelization, In the existing situation
sediment from the earthen channel'is carried.in non-extreme flood events and
deposited in the downstream channe! in the golf course. Accumulated sediment is
then flushied out to the river during major flood-events. Once channelization occurs
this sediment will no longer be available for fransport. In the document submitted for
the Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP)
report, the County states that the remaining 1,000 lineal feet of earthen channel
connecting to the Santa Ana River may be a source of sediment during high flows,
i.e., erosion. Currently erosion is occurring ini the portion of the creek downstream of
Lucretia Avenue as a result of high flows.

-41-



Mitigated Negative Daclayationn SCH No. 2010011051
Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 — County of Riverside
Page 4 of B

if the proposed channelization causes erosion in the earthen channel post project
implementation, then # is likely that the golf course or the County would come back
with a further pjan to channelize the remaining non-channelized streant through the
golf course. This is a foreseeable consequence of the development and should be
analyzed in detail. The Department is opposed to further channelizing tributaries to
the Santa Ana River because these Iributaries serve a vital funclion for native fish
and wildlife.

The project also has water gquality implications. The existing earthen channe! above
and below Lucrefia Avenue currently serves o filter out non-sediment pollutants
contained in urban runoff. if this project is cornpleted, urban runoff will be taken
directly to the concrete channel and deposited in the rock-Jined and earthen portions
of the channel in Goose Creek Golf Course arid then into the Santa Ana River.

The DBESP states that the Phase 2 components are designed to convey the 100-
year flow of 10,000 cubic feet per secand (cfs) {o the Santa Ana River 100 year
floodplain. i.e.. the active Santa Ana River ¢hannel. The DBESP further states that
the proposed channe! system downstieam of Lucretia Avenue is designed to convey
4,000 cfs. The MND needs to discuss this reduction in flood flow and inform the
Department as to what happens to the flood flows above 4,000 cfs.

Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP)

The project is focated within the houndary of the Western Riverside Mulliple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) and is subject {o the provisions and resource
protection policies of that plan. The MSHCP is a Natural Communities Conservation
Pian that provides coverage for 146 species and up {o 510,000 acres. Padicipants in
the MSHCP are issued take authorization for covered species and do not require
Federal or State Endangered Species Act Permits.

The proposed project is located within the Western Riverside Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan {(MSHCP). A Determination of Biologically Equivalent or
Superior Preservation (DBESP) was submitted originally for Phase | {Limonite
Avenue area) and again for Phase 2.

Streambed Alteration Agreements and CEQA

The Riparian/Riverine policy in the MSHCP differs from the requirements of the
Department’s Lake and Streamibed Alteration Agreement program (Agreement).
The MSHCP palicy is habitat based. The Department retains jurisdiction over the
bed, bank and channet of any stream, regardless of vegetation. it is pogsible for a
project to have different mitigation requirements for the MSHCP and an Agreement
for the sarme resources,
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The proposed developiment would impact 3 acres of State jurisdictional stream.
Therefore, a 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement is required. As noted
in the "Department Corninents” section, the document is ot adequate for the
Department’s purposes in issuing an Agreement.

If the CEQA documents do riot fully identify potential impacts to lakes, streams, and
associated resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, menitoring,
funding sources, a habitat management plan and reporting eommitments, additional
CEQA documentation may be required prior to execution (signing) of the Agreement.
in order to avoid delays or repetition of the CEQA process, potential impacts to a
stream or lake, as well as avoidance and mitigation measures need {o be discussed
within this CEQA document.

The Department opposes the elimination of drainages, lakes and their s5s0ciated
habitats. The Depariment recommends avoiding the stream and riparian habitat to
the greatést extent possible, Any unavoidable impacts need to be compensated with
the creation and/or restoration of in-kind habitat either on-site or off-site at a
minimum 3:1 replacement-to-impact ratic, depending on the impacts and proposed
mitigation. Additional mitigation requirements through thie Department’s Streambed
Alteration Agreement process may be required depending on the quality of habitat
impacted, proposed mitigation, project design, and other factors,

We recomimend submitting a notification early on, since modification of the proposed
project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources. To
obtain a Streambed Alteration Agreement notification package, please calf (562)
430-7924.

The following information will be required for the processing of a Streambed
Alteration Agreement and the Department recommends incorporating this
information to avoid subsequent CEQA documentation and project delays:

1) Delineation of lakes, streams, and asscciated habitat that wili be
temporarily andfor permanently impacted by the proposed project
(inciude an estimate of impact to each habitat type};

2y Discussion of avoidance measures to reduce project impacts; and,

3} Discussion of potential mitigation measures required to reduce the
project impacts to a level of insignificance.

Section 15370 of the CEQA guidelines includes a definition of mitigation. It states
that mitigation includes:

1) Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of
an action,

2} Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action
and its implementation,
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3) Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, of restoring the
impacted environment,

4) Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and
maintenance operations during the life cf the action,

5) Compensating for the impact by repfacing or providing substitute
respurces or environments.

In the absence of specific mitigation measures in the CEQA documerits, the
Department believes that it cannot fulfill its ohligations as a Trustee'and Responsible
Agency for fish and wildlife resources. Permit negetiations conducted after and
outside of the CEQA process deprive the public of its rights to know what project
impacts are and how they are being mitigated in violation of CEQA Section 15002.
Also, because mitigation to offset the impacts was not identified in the CEQA
document, the Department does not believe that the Lead Agency can make the
determination that impacts to jurisdictional drainages and/or riparian habitat are “less
than significant” without knowing what ihe specific impacts and mitigation measures
are that will reduce these impacts.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. Please contact Robin Maloney-Rames
at (909) 880-3818, if you have any questions regarding this letter.
Sincerely,

e

Jéif Bran
seni ironmental Scientist
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Responses to Comment Letter from the California Department of Fish and Game (Department) dated
April 23,2010.

Department Summary Comments: "The Department's comments pertain to the following areas: lack
of project history, necessity for the project, lack of analysis of impacts on the golf course stream
downstream of the channelization, lack of alternatives and mitigation measures to reduce project
impacts on potential Santa Ana sucker habitat." "The Department requests that the Riverside County
Flood Control and Water Conservation District (RCEC/WCD) respond to the following comments in
a subsequent re-issued MND"

The Department letter also lists twelve (12) comments for which the District has responded to in
detail below.

District responses to the Department comments pertain to the following general areas:

Department Comment: "Project History"

District Response: There is an extensive system of existing flood control and drainage facilities
extending approximately 14.5 miles from the northerly boundary of the proposed project limit to the
base of the San Gabriel Mountains in San Bernardino County. This extensive Day Creek system
includes the ultimate channelized facility with a combination of debris dam, spreading grounds and
basins. The proposed project is the terminus channel segment for the existing multi-county (i.e., San
Bernardino County and Riverside County) planned system, which has been planned and constructed
over a 30 year period, to outlet into the Santa Ana River floodplain. The District has owned the
channel right of way upstream of Lucretia Avenue since the late 1940s.

Department Comment: "Necessity for the project"

District Response: The proposed project is located within a Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) mapped Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) for both Day Creek and the Santa Ana River.
The proposed project is designed to remove existing residential development from the designated
SFHA for Day Creck by conveying the estimated 100-year flow rate within the channel section and
outlet into an existing golf course located within the FEMA mapped Santa Ana River 100-year
floodplain.

Department Comment: "Lack of analysis of impacts on the golf course stream downstream of the
channelization"

District Response: Sections IVa) and IVd) of the IS/MND address potential biological impacts to
listed/other sensitive wildlife species. Sections VIlIc) and VIIId) of the IS/MND address potential
changes in drainage patterns that could potentially affect downstream areas. As described in the
IS/MND and the responses below, potential impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Department Comment: "Lack of alternatives and mitigation measures to reduce project impacts"

District Response: As discussed in more detail below, the existing constraints severely limit the
range of feasible alternatives that can be utilized to further reduce velocities. As described in the
circulated IS/MND, the District evaluated a number of alternatives to determine if any further
avoidance or minimization of impacts to riverine/riparian areas were possible. When it was
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determined that further minimization or avoidance were infeasible, the District developed
compensatory mitigation measures, which are described in the IS/MND, to ensure that project
impacts are reduced to a less than significant level.

Department Comment: "Lack of analysis of impacts on potential Santa Ana sucker habitat"

District Response: As described in Response No. 6 below, the Day Creek system in Riverside
County does not have sufficient base flows to support Santa Ana sucker and the project area is not
known to be occupied or suitable habitat. CEQA Guidelines Section 15125 clarify that the
environmental setting is conditions that exist at the time the environmental analysis is commenced.
This environmental setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which a lead
agency determine whether an impact is significant. Based on the CEQA baseline conditions used in
the IS/MND, the proposed project will not impact existing Santa Ana sucker habitat.

Department Comment: "The Department requests that the Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District (RCFC/WCD) respond to the following comments in a subsequent re-
issued MND"

District Response: Section 15073.5 of the CEQA Guidelines specifies the circumstances under
which a Negative Declaration or a Mitigated Negative Declaration must be recirculated prior to its
adoption by the CEQA Lead Agency. CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5 (c)(4) states that new
information that clarifies a previously circulated IS/MND does not require recirculation. The
District's response to comments provided below merely provides clarification to the IS/MND that
was previously circulated for public review and comment. Thus, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15073.5(c)(4), the District determines that recirculation of the IS/MND is not required.

The Department requests that the District respond to the following twelve (12) comments:

Comment No. 1
"The use of stormwater retention basins between Lucretia Avenue and Limonite Avenue as a method

of reducing stream flood flows, including the vacant parcels south of Limonite Avenue and west of
the stream channel."

Response No. 1
As described in detail in Response No. 2 below, there is an existing Day Creek flood control and

drainage system located immediately upstream of the proposed Day Creek Stage 6 Phase 2 project
(project). This existing Day Creek system includes a fully channelized facility with a combination of
debris dam, spreading grounds and basins. The debris dam, spreading grounds and basins serve to
significantly reduce debris and peak flows for the Day Creek watershed and have been in operation
for many years. As shown in Exhibit "A" of the IS/MND, the proposed project is located within a
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mapped Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) for
both Day Creek and the Santa Ana River. The proposed project is designed to remove the Day Creek
SFHA from the existing residential development adjacent to the existing Day Creek Channel by
conveying the estimated 100-year flow rate of 10,000 cfs through the project area and outlet into an
existing golf course located within the FEMA mapped Santa Ana River 100-year floodplain. The
referenced vacant parcels are constrained by Limonite Avenue and other existing development. The
currently vacant area would not provide adequate volume to detain/attenuate the amount of flows
needed to significantly reduce the 100-year peak flow rate due to various factors such as size,
location, topography constraints, etc. Even if the 100-year peak flow rate could be reduced by half
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from 10,000 cfs to 5,000 cfs, the hydraulic properties, and grade of the existing channel would still
result in erosive velocities that would require concrete-lining for safety purposes. Thus, the use of
basins to reduce flow rates is not a feasible alternative to reduce any of the potential impacts already
disclosed in the CEQA document.

Comment No. 2
"An analysis of the Day Creek stream system from the headwaters to the Santa Ana River and
measures that can be taken to reduce flood flows within the stream system"

Response No. 2

San Bernardino County: The headwaters of Day Creek Channel originate from the San Bernardino
National Forest within San Bernardino County. The existing Day Creek system in San Bernardino
County includes a fully channelized system with the following components 1) A debris dam located
below the mouth of Day Creek Canyon, 2) The Day Creek Spreading Grounds — receives flows from
the debris dam and from a channel turnout, 3) Day Creek Basin - receives flow via a turnout from the
channel to the basin, 4) Wineville Basin - a flow-through basin whereas the entirety of Day Creek
Channel flows are routed through the basin. The combined debris dam, spreading grounds and basins
serve to reduce debris and flow rates within the Day Creek system, and have been in operation for
many years. The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District's authority of the
Day Creek system does not extend into San Bernardino County. In addition, this reach of the Day
creek system falls beyond the scope of the District's proposed project.

Riverside County: Between the northerly boundary of the proposed project and the Riverside/San
Bernardino County Line, the Day Creek Channel consists of the ultimate channelized system that
serves as an outlet facility for the existing Riverside Basin. The Riverside Basin is located just
downstream of the county line and is owned and operated by the San Bernardino County Flood
Control District (SBFCD). The Riverside Basin is a retention facility with significant storage
capacity that does not have a low-flow outlet. Thus, storm flows from the upper watershed only
reach the District's portion of the Day Creek system following significant rainfall events (e.g. 25-year
storms).

The Day Creek peak discharge has already been reduced to the maximum extent practicable by the
series of upstream as-built basins. No further reduction of the 100-year peak discharge is practicable
due to the large amount of additional basin footprint area that would be needed within developed
areas and areas that have other planned land uses.

The proposed project is the final link to a multi-county planned system that has been planned and
constructed over many years. Between the SBFCD debris dam near the headwaters and the upstream
end of the proposed project, there is approximately 14.5 miles of existing ultimate Day Creek
Channel system. The total length of the proposed project is 0.7 of a mile. Thus, the proposed project
is negligible when viewed in the context of the overall watershed. The evaluation of the watershed
does not result in significant new information that would require the preparation of a subsequent
CEQA document.

Comment No. 3
"The history of overbank channel flooding and flood water retention between Limonite Avenue and
Lucretia Avenue."
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Response No. 3

Historic aerial photos taken from the 1950s show the reach of Day Creek between Limonite and
Lucretia Avenues as a swale. Ground photos taken during major storm events of March 1938 and
January-February 1969 show flood induced damages along the swale and surrounding areas. All
roadways which crossed the path of swale were severed in the January-February 1969 storm events.
Ground photos taken during the January 1980 storm event show inundated roadways and residential
houses within this reach of the proposed project. The flood control right of way in this reach was
initially acquired in the late 1940s and the interim earthen channel was created in the 1980s to
provide some degree of flood damage reduction to the adjacent residential development and public
roads as a temporary solution.

Comment No. 4

"An explanation of the configuration of the flood plain between Lucretia Avenue and Limonite
Avenue and an explanation of the area designated as "Special Flood Hazard Area” on the Flood
Insurance Rate Map."

Response No. 4

The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps for the project area show the Special Flood Hazard Area
designation as Zone AE (Base Flood Elevations determined) and Zone X for the reach from Limonite
Avenue to Lucretia Avenue. The 100-year floodplain that is delineated on Exhibit "A" in the CEQA
Initial Study is based on the 100-year floodplain information currently available from FEMA. The
width of the floodplain is based on the 100-year flow rate and the topography. Special Flood Hazard
Areas (SFHA) are high risk areas with a 1% annual chance of flooding and a 26% chance of flooding
over the life of a 30-year mortgage. Mandatory flood insurance purchase requirements apply to these
areas.

Comment No. 5
"A discussion of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps and whether they are up to date and what
flood control projects have occurred in the watershed to alter the designation."

Response No. 5

The current floodplain of Day Creek near the confluence of the Santa Ana River is mapped on FEMA's FIRM
06065C0681G, 06065C0683G and 06065C0684G, all with an effective date of August 2008. Day Creek Channel, Stage
6 Phase 1 project was completed in 2006 and includes the reach from Limonite to 600 feet downstream of Limonite. A
floodplain map revision was not processed for these channel improvements. The District is not aware of any flood
control projects that would alter the FEMA mapped floodplain in the proposed project area.

Comment No. 6
"The impact of the proposed project on the use of the Goose Creek outlet to the Santa Ana River as a

tributary for Santa Ana sucker and other wildlife."

Response No. 6

Section 1Va) of the IS/MND addresses potential impacts to listed and other sensitive wildlife species.
Section IVd) of the IS/MND addresses wildlife corridors for wildlife and fish species. As described
in the IS/MND, listed species are not known to occupy the project area or to use it as a corridor.

The known occupied habitat of the Santa Ana Sucker is generally located in areas with perennial
flowing water along the Santa Ana River. The proposed project area is not located within the Santa
Ana River perennial flow channel. The Day Creek Channel does not have perennial or reliable
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intermittent flow due to the fact that storm water runoff is the primary source of flows. In addition,
the ponded conditions near the Santa Ana River/Day Creek confluence are likely to exclude the
potential for Santa Ana Sucker to be found in Day Creek. As described, the proposed project is
expected to have no impact to Santa Ana Sucker or other sensitive wildlife species.

Comment No. 7

"An analysis of the potential impact of the proposed project on a mitigation site at the proposed
terminus of the rock-lined channel in Goose Creek Golf Course and a 40-acre conservation easement
at the confluence of the creek with the Santa Ana River."

Response No. 7

Both of the mitigation site and the conservation easement are located downstream, but outside of the
Project limits. The conservation easement area is located along the Santa Ana River approximately
1,600 lineal feet downstream from the Santa Ana River/Day Creek confluence. Sections VIIIc) and
VIIId) of the IS/MND address potential changes in drainage patterns that could potentially affect
downstream areas. As described in the IS/MND, the proposed project is not expected to increase the
frequency, quantity, or velocity of flows exiting the proposed channel. The proposed riprap lined
channel/outlet structure is specifically designed and necessary to reduce velocities prior to outletting
into the existing golf course channel located within the Santa Ana River floodplain. As described in
the IS/MND, potential impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Comment No. 8
"An analysis of the proposed project’s impact on the stretch of natural stream in Goose Creek Golf

Course in terms of erosion, sedimentation and urban runoff."

Response No. 8

A review of the aerial photographic record clearly indicates that the existing Day Creek Channel in
the Project area is not a natural stream. Prior to the construction of various upstream improvements,
Day Creek flows did not follow a defined flow path and was more ephemeral. Overtime, the
upstream channelization and adjacent development has created a defined watercourse in the proposed
project reach.

Sections VIIIc) and VIIId) of the IS/MND address potential changes in drainage patterns that could
impact downstream areas. As described in the IS/MND, the proposed project is not expected to
increase the frequency, quantity, or velocity of stormwater exiting the proposed channel. The
proposed riprap lined channel/outlet structure is specifically designed and necessary to reduce
velocities in downstream areas. As described in the IS/MND, potential impacts are expected to be
less than significant.

Comment No. 9
"The effect of the proposed project on the conjunction of Goose Creek with the Santa Ana River."

Response No. 9

Sections VIlI¢) and VIIId) of the IS/MND and District Comments Nos. 7-8 address potential changes
in drainage patterns that could potentially impact downstream areas. As described in the IS'MND
and the previous responses, potential impacts are expected to be less than significant.
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Comment No. 10
"Measures to be taken to reduce the velocity of stormwater upstream of the golf course."

Response No. 10

District staff investigated various alternatives analysis to the proposed project configuration to
determine if there are feasible alternatives that could reduce velocities before reaching the existing
golf course channel downstream of Lucretia Avenue.

In order to reduce velocities within the proposed Day Creek Channel upstream of Lucretia Avenue,
the base width of the proposed channel width would need to be widened. The project is currently
constrained by two existing bridges, one at Holmes Avenue and the other at 64" Street. Widening
the base width beyond the proposed 40 feet would require both existing bridges to be removed and
reconstructed at substantially higher cost. The exit velocity of the channel flow at Lucretia Avenue
would need to be at or below 6 feet per second in order to make bioengineering or other non-
structural alternatives viable in the golf course channel. To achieve that velocity and assuming a flow
depth of 11 feet, the proposed channel downstream of the existing bridges would need to be
approximately 150 feet wide, which is almost 4 times of what is currently proposed. This widened
channel section would not fit within the existing right-of-way and would impact adjacent home sites,
including removal of three occupied residences. The proposed crossing at Lucretia Avenue would
need to be a more costly bridge instead of a reinforced concrete box culvert. The downstream
channel through the golf course would also need to be widened to transition to this larger channel
section and would have an adverse significant impact to the existing golf course downstream of
Lucretia Avenue. The wider channel impacts to the golf course would include a new bridge crossing
for carts, reconfiguring or shortening of at least 3 holes, disturbing or eliminating several tee boxes
and a green. In addition, a longer transition back to the existing condition would be necessary.

Another way to reduce channel velocities would be to reduce the slope of the proposed channel
improvements. The proposed concrete lined rectangular channel's profile slope matches the existing
natural grade and ranges from 0.0042 to 0.0077. Flattening the proposed slope enough to reduce
velocities to non-erosive magnitude would require drop structures to be used to match existing
grades. However, slowing the lower velocities would also increase the depth of flow, requiring a
deeper channel to be constructed. Lowering the channel invert is not feasible since this would require
substantial modification of the existing footings and/or bridges.

District staff also evaluated the feasibility of using structural methods for velocity reduction similar
to those used for dam spillways. Immediately upstream of the proposed improvements, Day Creek
Channel is an existing concrete lined rectangular channel and has a slope of 2.5%. Per the Hydraulic
Design of Stilling Basins and Energy Dissipaters manual, there are several basin types that may be
used to reduce channel velocities. The proposed channel improvements include a concrete lined
rectangular channel which is similar to a Type I basin, Horizontal Apron. Based on the hydraulic
models, it would at best produce a mild jump which will not dissipate the energy and provide non-
erosive velocities. Adding a Stilling Basin Type I1I with baffle blocks and end sill downstream of the
existing improvement is not applicable since the design parameters are not satisfied. The design
criterion specifies that a maximum unit discharge of 200cfs per foot of width can be used. Day Creek
is currently over 800 cfs per foot of width with a 100-year design flow rate of 10,000 cfs and a
channel base width of 40 feet. Using a baffled chute is not applicable either since the maximum unit
discharge of 60 cfs is exceeded.
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Not being able to reduce the velocities within the concrete lined rectangular channel requires the
riprap outlet channel/structure at the downstream end be used for that purpose. To be clear, the
District has no interest in reclamation of Santa Ana River floodplain area downstream of Lucretia
Avenue. Nor is the channel downstream of Lucretia intended to convey the 10,000 cfs Day Creek
100-year design flow rate. The proposed design allows flows to be gradually decelerated by the
increased roughness of the rock lined channel. As flows decelerate, they will spread into the
overbank areas within the golf course as they have historically taken place. The proposed rock lined
channel closely matches the plan-form of the existing "improved" golf course channel but differs in
that it is designed to remain structurally stable in the long-term period. A bioengineering alternative
with vegetated slopes is not recommended due to the destructive force of the high velocities exiting
the concrete lined channel. Such a channel would likely require reconstruction of bed and banks after
any significant runoff event.

In summary, feasible alternatives that would reduce velocities and allow substantial modifications to
the proposed rock-lined trapezoidal channel downstream of Lucretia Avenue are not available to the
District.

Comment No. 11
"dn analysis of potential impacts from urban runoff pollutants on the portion of stream that is
proposed to remain intact."

Response No. 11

Sections VlIIc), VIIId), and VIIIf) of the IS/MND and District Comments Nos. 7-8 address potential
changes in drainage patterns that could potentially impact downstream areas. The proposed project in
and of itself will not create a new source of urban runoff pollutants. Furthermore, the proposed
project includes 1,100 feet of rock-lined channel/outlet structure specifically designed to minimize
erosion, reduce exit velocities, and provide infiltration. As described in the ISMND and the previous
responses, potential impacts to downstream areas are expected to be less than significant.

Comment No. 12
"Discuss the difference between the 10,000 cfs capacity of the proposed concrete-lined channel and
the 4,000 cfs capacity of the proposed rock-lined channel in the Goose Creek Golf Course."

Response No. 12

For alternative analysis purposes, the proposed project was divided into Reach 1 and Reach 2. Reach
1, which extends from 600 feet downstream of Limonite to Lucretia Avenue, has a 100-year flow rate
of 10,000 cfs which was used for the project design. Reach 2 is located downstream of Lucretia
Avenue on the private property of Goose Creek Golf Course. As shown on the FIRM panels, Reach
2 is located within the FEMA mapped Santa Ana River floodplain limits. During a 100-year storm
event, Reach 2 will be submerged by the Santa Ana River floodplain. When inundated, Reach 2
cannot effectively convey Day Creek's 100-year peak flow rate of 10,000 cfs. Therefore, Reach 2 is
designed to convey only a portion of Day Creek's 100-year peak flow rate. A design flow rate of
4,000 cfs was used for the channel design alternatives of Reach 2 which would convey flows from
the Reach 1 improvements to the existing earthen golf course channel. So the flows over 4,000 cfs
are assumed to be inundated by the larger Santa Ana River floodplain and are not accounted for in the
outlet channel/structure design.
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Department's CEQA Comment:

"Permit negotiations conducted after and outside of the CEQA process deprive the public of its rights
to know what project impacts are and how they are being mitigated in violation of CEQA Section
15002. Also, because mitigation to offset the impacts was not identified in the CEQA document, the
Department does not believe the Lead Agency can make the determination that impacts to
Jurisdictional drainages and/or riparian habitat are "less than significant” without knowing what the
specific impacts and mitigation measures are that will reduce those impacts."

District Response:

CEQA is a separate process from any of the regulatory permitting process. A biological resources
report was prepared for the proposed project, and a jurisdictional delineation (JD) was included as
part of the report. The JD describes the areas that are considered jurisdictional by the Department.
The issue of jurisdictional features are also addressed in Section IVc) of the ISMND. The IS/MND
describes the area of impact to jurisdictional features and states that any required environmental
regulatory permits (e.g., Section 404, 401, and 1602) will be obtained prior to commencing project
construction activity. A Section 1602 application package, dated April 13, 2010, has been submitted
to the Department.

As discussed in Section IVf) of the IS/MND, the District is a permittee under the Western Riverside
County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP
specifically addresses riparian/riverine arcas and associated species. ~ The Section 6.1.2
riparian/riverine areas are the same areas that are subject to the Department's Section 1602
jurisdiction. In compliance with the MSHCP, the District prepared a Determination of Biologically
Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) analysis (dated October 2009) that analyzed the
riparian/riverine impacts and the appropriate mitigation. A copy of the DBESP analysis was sent on
October 7, 2009 to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and
Game (collectively as Wildlife Agencies) for a 60-day review/comment period. No comment was
received from the Wildlife Agencies. Therefore, project-related impacts to jurisdictional
riparian/riverine areas have been adequately disclosed, analyzed and mitigated in the CEQA
document circulated for public and agency review. On May 5, 2010 the District met with staff from
the Department, the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. At the May 5th meeting, the project constraints and
environmental concerns were discussed in detail. As a result, it is expected that the IS/MND will be
adequate under CEQA and that any jurisdictional impacts and associated mitigation will be resolved
during the regulatory permitting process.
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Ihe State Cleringhouse submitted the ubove nemed Mitigated Negative Declration to selected stute
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(016) 450613 EAX (J16)323-3018 | WWW.OpricAgov

-53-



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2010031108
Project Title  Day Craek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Preject
Lead Agency Riverside County Fleod Control and Water Conservatian

Type MND Miligated Negative Dectaration
Description  The proposed projact enlails the consiruction 2nd subsequent maintenance of s combination of
rock-lined and concreta-ined channal extapsion within 3,800 lineal {1 of existing earlhen channel.
The propased project consists of ~2,700 finea) {t of conerele-lined rectanguiar channet and ~1,100
lineal t of ungrouted rock-lined trapezoidal channel that would end within the exisling goif course
channel.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Teresa Tung
Agency Riversids Counly Flood Cenirol and Waler Conservatiah

Phone  951-855-1233 Fax
email
Address 1395 Market Street
City Riverside State CA  Zip 92501
Project Location
County Riverside
City
Region s
Lat/Long

Cross Streets  Lucretid Ave & 661h 8t
Parcel No. 157051031, 157062008, 157141002, 157142020, 157210018
Township 25 Range 6&W Section 29 Base $BB&M

Proximity to:
Highways SH 15
Airports
Rallways
Waterways Santa Ana River
Schools
Land Use Flood Conteol Channel/Rural Community

Project Issues

Revlewing Resources Agency: Department of Consorvation; Departinent of Fish and Game, Region 6;
Agencies  Department of Parks and Recreation; Departmiont of Water Rasources; Office of Envergency
Management Agency, Califarnia; Caltrens, Disiriot 8; State Water Resources Control 8oard, Divisian of
Water Quality; Ragional Water Qualily Control Board, Region 8; Mativa American Heritage
Cammission; State Lands Compission

Daté Received (1312472010 Start of Review  03/24720%Q End of Review 04/22/2010

Note: Blanks in date fields resull from Insulficient information provided by lsad agency.
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State Clearinghouse

Response

The letter confirms that the CEQA document was transmitted to the State agencies for review in accordance
with CEQA.
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

AUTHORIZATION TO BILL

TO BE FILLED OUT BY SUBMITTING AGENCY

BUSINESS
DATE: 4/28/2010 UNIT/AGENCY: FLOOD CONTROL - FCARC
ACCOUNTING STRING:
ACCOUNT: 523220 FUND: 25110
DEPT ID: 947400 PROGRAM:

AMOUNT: $2,010.25 - Mitigation Negative Declaration (MND)

$ 64.00- Doc Handling Fee
$2,074.25

REF: CEQA Noatice of Determination Posting, Day Creek Channel

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: Lisa McFarand %
SAAH

PRESENTED BY: Randy Sheppeard

CONTACT: _ Lisa McFarland (951) 955-8454

TO BE FILLED OUT BY COUNTY CLERK

ACCEPTED BY:

DATE:

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

ONACCOUNTIFORMS\Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2.xls

. %W



RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

DATE: May 6, 2010

TO: Kecia Harper-Them, Clerk of the Board

}j\}l\}"-

FROM:  Teresa Tung, Engineering Project Manager>”

RE: Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2
Resolution No. F2010-09

The Board is scheduled to approve the above project and Resolution No. F2010-09 (copy enclosed)
on May 18, 2010. 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 $2,074.25 ($2,010.25+$64.00) in fees be
paid before posting the NOD. Enclosed is an Authorization to Bill Form for the County Clerk-
Recorder in the amount of $2,074.25 for posting the NOD at the Clerk-Recorder's office. Please note
that the NOD must be sent to the State Office of Planning and Research as well. However, the State
does not require any fees to post documents.

We are also enclosing copies of the posted Resolution No. F2010-08 and the Certificates of Posting

for your files. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at 51233 or Randy
Sheppeard at 51306. We would like to thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Enclosures

RS:mcv
P8\131124
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

(Original copy, duly executed, must be attached to
the original document at the time of filing)

L, Elizabedn DeHmﬁas COFE e Acsistent T

~ (NAME AND TITLE)
for the County of Riverside do hereby certify that | am not a party to the within action
or proceeding; that on fApcil 12,2010 , | posted a copy of the following
document: '

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT OF THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

at City of Norco City Hall, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, CA, 92860, as required by law.

Board Agenda Date: April 6, 2010 @ 1:30 pm

SIGNATURE: &\b/j%g" pate: _oullz/io

T
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LI LY COUNSEL

=

FORM A

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

NIE JBOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
RECE
ciTY OF NDRCO RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08
9 1010 SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
APR1 &g DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6
ME: . — PHASE 2 PROJECT
T a-FY—Ef_ K AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
5 MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
6 AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
7 WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within Zone 2 in the unincorporated area
i of Mira Loma, designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project; and
9 WHEREAS, the proposed project is bounded generally by Limonite Avenue on the north, 68"
10

Street on the south, Charles Avenue on the east and Dana Avenue on the west; and

1 WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation and
Iz maintenance of an extension of the District's existing Day Creek Channel consisting of approximately
= 3,800 lineal feet of open channel and appurtenances; and
14 WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering estimate of the cost of the proposed project,
i entitled "Engineer's Statement" on file with the Clerk of the Board; and
16 WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated December 2009, bearing the name and showing
17 the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file with the Clerk of
18 the Board; and
& WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has found that the proposed
3{ 20 project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a Mitigated
;g. g 21 Negative Declaration which will not become final until adopted by this Board; and
s WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
N N Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the public hearing, or may appear
3 % 24 and be heard at the time and place noted below; and
ONE 55 . . g
./'3 J ‘% WHEREAS, in a subsequent legal challenge any person may be limited to raising only those
? 3 f: N issues he, she or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written
)ﬁi: il comments delivered before or at the public hearing; and
=28
P

-1-
04.06.10 11.4




CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

(Original copy, duly executed, must be attached to
the original document at the time of filing)

l, Elizabe DeHaues | OFfice fesistont T

P) (NAME AND TITLE)
for the County of Riverside do hereby certify that | am not a party to the within action
or proceeding; that on aﬁj‘;r\\ 0%, 2010 , | posted a copy of the following

document;

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT OF THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

at Riverside County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside, CA,
92507, as required by law.

Board Agenda Date: April 6, 2010 @ 1:30 pm

SIGNATURE: (.()/(K/),Q_U%‘rdyﬁ DATE: O“\JQ%/\O
D N
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
1 || BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
2 RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08 F [D
3 SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR RIVERS!DE COUNTY
DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6 8
4 PHASE 2 PROJECT APR 08 2010
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A LARRY W. WARD, CLERK
s MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR gy é f i< B.Redse
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT ’ Deplity
6 AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
7 WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within Zone 2 in the unincorporated area
) of Mira Loma, designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project; and
< WHEREAS, the proposed project is bounded generally by Limonite Avenue on thg north, 68"
10 Street on the south, Charles Avenue on the east and Dana Avenue on the west; and
1 WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation and

2 maintenance of an extension of the District's existing Day Creek Channel consisting of approximately

13 3,800 lineal feet of open channel and appurtenances; and

14 WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering estimate of the cost of the proposed project,
D entitled "Engineer's Statement” on file with the Clerk of the Board; and

8 WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated December 2009, bearing the name and showing

i the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file with the Clerk of

= the Board; and

19 WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has found that the proposed

20 . . _— ' . . .
project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a Mitigated

\% Eo21
L—d% g Negative Declaration which will not become final until adopted by this Board; and
5]
22 .. 3 o it
% WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
Q
C 23 . . ; .
A Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the public hearing, or may appear
AN 24
% ; and be heard at the time and place noted below; and
Q i 2
fﬂ J g;) 2 WHEREAS, in a subsequent legal challenge any person may be limited to raising only those
= . COUNTY CLERK
{5‘)5\ g 26 issues he, she or someone else raised at the public hearing descrlbed“‘?ﬁ ﬁ’gﬁiafmtﬁtég\ltommpiwmlm
NS led per PRC. 21152
A \J=2 27 . POSTED
< comments delivered before or at the public hearing; and
=
5s 8 . APR 03 2010
T @
1 Removed:
OB¥06.10 11.4 Dept,

County of Riverside, State of Celiforpia
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SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND F Mz
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD UyL [} M &
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA L
FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:

April 6, 2010

SUBJECT: Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project
Project No. 1-0-00250-06

RECOMMENDED MOTION:
Adopt Resolution No. F2010-08 which

sets May 18, 2010 as the date for holding a Public Hearing concerning the intent to adopt a California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

;; sets May 18, 2010 as the date for holding a Public Hearing concerning the intent to undertake the
S 3 above referenced project in accordance with Section 18 of the District Act; and
X &
\R]\\-_.- & directs the Clerk of this Board to advertise and post said public hearing in accordance with Section 18
T0NE 8 of the District Act and CEQA.
o g & S
2] et
=5 BACKGROUND: = Lo
Q) \\J See Page 2. / Q ,//,
?Q% L DA 4 :
= \JE [RS:mcv WARREN D. WILLIAMS
é}k, General Manager-Chief Engineer
0 :j_'\ Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A In Current Year Budget: N/A
;\? \:j = FINANCIAL Current F.Y. County Cost: N/A Budget Adjustment: N/A
; A i‘j DATA Annual Net District Cost: N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A
’:\§§ SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A Positions To Be ]
. \f Deleted Per A-30
55 }ﬂ Requires 4/5 Vote | [ ]
* @& C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: i
AFPPROVE
Qley 3

e BY: AN~ —

(] Q « -

© & (County Exésive Office Signature Alex Gann

O ™

MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

On motion of Supervisor Stone, seconded by Supervisor Ashley and duly carried,
IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended, and is set for a
public hearing on May 18, 2010, at 1:30 p.m.

[J Consent
O Consent

£ B Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
5 © Nays: None Kecia Harper-lhem
¢ 8 Absent: Tavaglione
§ 5 Date: April 6, 2010
XC: Flood, C
Prev. Agn. Ref.: IDistrict: 2™ |Agenda Number:

~orm 11fld (Rev 06/2003)
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LARISA R-MCKENNA
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6
PHASE 2 PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within Zone 2 in the unincorporated area
of Mira Loma, designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project is bounded generally by Limonite Avenue on the north, 68"
Street on the south, Charles Avenue on the east and Dana Avenue on the west; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation and
maintenance of an extension of the District's existing Day Creek Channel consisting of approximately
3,800 lineal feet of open channel and appurtenances; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering estimate of the cost of the proposed project,
entitled "Engineer's Statement” on file with the Clerk of the Board; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated December 2009, bearing the name and showing
the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file with the Clerk of
the Board; and

WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has found that the proposed
project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a Mitigated
Negative Declaration which will not become final until adopted by this Board; and

WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the public hearing, or may appear
and be heard at the time and place noted below; and

WHEREAS, in a subsequent legal challenge any person may be limited to raising only those

issues he, she or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written

comments delivered before or at the public hearing; and

04.06.10 11.4
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22"

22
24
25
26
27
28

P8\129865

WHEREAS, prior to making a decision on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
Declaration, this Board will consider all written and oral comments; and

WHEREAS, the above-listed documents can be inspected at the District office, 1995 Market
Street, Riverside, California 92501 and written comments will be received at the above address

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of
Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in regular session
assembled on April 6, 2010 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the proposed project and the Mitigated Negative Declaration
will be held at 1:30 p.m. on May 18, 2010, at the meeting room of this Board, 1** Floor, County
Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California, at which time all public comment
shall be heard.

2. A copy of this Resolution and copies of the above-listed documents shall be posted at
least thirty (30) days before said hearing at the City of Norco City Hall, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, CA
92860.

3. A copy of this Resolution shall be posted at least thirty (30) days before said hearing at
the Riverside County Clerk and Recorder's Office, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside, California 92507.

4.  The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this Resolution to be published
twice, once at least thirty (30) days before said hearing, and once seven (7) days following the initial

publication, in a newspaper of general circulation in accordance with Section 18 of the District Act and

CEQA.
ROLL CALL:
Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit, and Ashley
Nays: None
Absent: Tavaglione

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly
adopted by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein set forth.

KECIA Cle of said Boayrd
o TR0

uty

04.06.10 11.4




Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2
Project No. 1-0-00250
March 2010

The proposed Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 project will consist of the
construction and maintenance of a rock-lined trapezoidal and concrete-lined rectangular
flood control channel extension from approximately the Goose Creek Golf Club to the
Phase 1 channel just downstream of Limonite Avenue. The rock-lined trapezoidal
channel will be constructed in an existing channel located within the Goose Creek Golf
Club and will be approximately 80 feet wide and 1,155 feet long. The concrete-lined
rectangular channel will extend approximately 2,650 lineal feet upstream (northerly) of
Lucretia Avenue and connect to the existing Day Creek Channel near Limonite Avenue.
The rectangular channel will be constructed within existing District right of way and will
be 40 feet wide and vary in height from 12 to 13 feet with 15-foot wide access roads on
each side of the channel. Any existing side drainage facilities that connect to the existing
channel would be reconstructed as well, and a new bridge will be constructed at Lucretia
Avenue. The proposed project is located along the existing Day Creek Channel within
the unincorporated Mira Loma area of Riverside County. The project area is generally
bounded by Limonite Avenue to the north, 68" Street to the south, Charles Avenue to the
east, and Dana Avenue to the west.

The estimated cost of the proposed project is $6 Million. Construction and future
operation and maintenance costs will be borne by the District's Zone 1 revenue.

A map of the project depicting the project location and typical section is attached.
Additional information may be obtained from Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District, 1995 Market Street, Riverside, California 92501, 951.955.1200.

Attachment

P8\129949



DAY CREEK CHANNEL
STAGE 6 PHASE 2

PROJECT NO.1-0-0230
DECEMBER 2009
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OFFICE OF
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

1st FLOOR, COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER KECIA HARPER-IHEM
P.O. BOX 1147, 4080 LEMON STREET Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1147
PHONE: (951) 955-1060 KIMBERLY A. RECTOR
FAX: (951) 955-1071 Assistant Clerk of the Board
April 6, 2010

THE PRESS ENTERPRISE

ATTN: LEGALS

P.O. BOX 792 VIA FAX (951) 368-9018
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501 E-MAIL: legals@pe.com

RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING: RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

To Whom It May Concern:

Attached is a copy for publication in your newspaper for TWO (2) TIMES on 2 Thursdays:
April 8, and 15, 2010.

We require your affidavit of publication immediately upon completion of the last publication.

Your invoice must be submitted to this office in duplicate, WITH TWO CLIPPINGS OF THE
PUBLICATION.

NOTE: PLEASE COMPOSE THIS PUBLICATION INTO A SINGLE COLUMN FORMAT.
Thank you in advance for your assistance and expertise.
Sincerely,

Mcgil

Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant to
KECIA HARPER-IHEM, CLERK OF THE BOARD

11.4 of 04-06-10



Gil, Cecilia

To: PE Legals
Subject: RE: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Sent: Tuesday, April 06, 2010 4:30 PM
To: Gil, Cecilia
Subject: RE: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Yes! sorry for not replying, I was working on the ad with the maps

Thank You! ~Maria G. Tinajero - The Press Enterprise Legal Adv. - 1.800.880.0345 (Phone) - 951.368.9018
(fax) - Please Note: Deadline is 10:30 AM two (2) business days prior to the date you would like to publish.

From: Gil, Cecilia

Sent: Tuesday, April 06, 2010 3:25 PM

To: 'PE Legals'

Subject: FW: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Here it is...only Tavaglione is out.
Thanks!

Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant to the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER IS CLOSED EVERY FRIDAY UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE.
PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING.

From: Gil, Cecilia

Sent: Tuesday, April 06, 2010 10:43 AM

To: 'PE Legals'

Subject: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Maria,

Attached is another Notice of Public Hearing for above-mentioned Resolution. The last part of this Notice where the
vote is, is only tentative. It’s still being heard in the meeting as of this time. | will send you the final vote this afternoon.
This Notice needs to be published on 2 Thursdays: April 8 and 15, 2010. You can send me confirmation later when | send
you the final vote.

Thank you!

Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant to the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464



OFFICE OF
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

1st FLOOR, COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER KECIA HARPER-IHEM
P.O. BOX 1147, 4080 LEMON STREET Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1147
PHONE: (951) 955-1060 KIMBERLY A. RECTOR
FAX: (951) 955-1071 Assistant Clerk of the Board
April 6, 2010

RIVERSIDE COUNTY RECORD

ATTN: LEGALS

P.O. BOX 3187 VIA FAX (951) 685-2961
RIVERSIDE, CA 92519 E-MAIL: recordmde@aol.com

RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING: RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

To Whom It May Concern:

Attached is a copy for publication in your newspaper for TWO (2) TIMES on 2 Thursdays:
April 8 and 15, 2010.

We require your affidavit of publication immediately upon completion of the last publication.

Your invoice must be submitted to this office in duplicate, WITH TWO CLIPPINGS OF THE
PUBLICATION.

NOTE: PLEASE COMPOSE THIS PUBLICATION INTO A SINGLE COLUMN FORMAT.
Thank you in advance for your assistance and expertise.
Sincerely,

Mcgil

Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant to
KECIA HARPER-IHEM, CLERK OF THE BOARD

11.4 of 04-06-10



Gil, Cecilia

From: recordmde@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, April 06, 2010 3:37 PM

To: Gil, Cecilia

Subject: Re: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08
Thank you,

Mike.

----- Original Message-----

From: Gil, Cecilia <CCGIL@rcbos.org>

To: recordmde@aol.com

Sent: Tue, Apr 6, 2010 3:24 pm

Subject: FW: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Hello Mike,
Here it is...only Tavaglione is out..

Thanks!

Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant to the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER 1S CLOSED EVERY FRIDAY UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE.
PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING.

From: Gil, Cecilia

Sent: Tuesday, April 06, 2010 10:44 AM

To: 'recordmde@aol.com'

Subject: FOR PUBLICATION: RES. NO. F2010-08

Mike,

Attached is another Notice of Public Hearing for above-mentioned Resolution. The last part of this Notice where the vote
is, is only tentative. It's still being heard at the meeting as of this time. [ will send you the final vote this afternoon. This
Notice needs to be published on 2 Thursdays: April 8 and 15, 2010. You can send me confirmation later when | send you
the final vote.

Thank you!
Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant to the
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER IS CLOSED EVERY FRIDAY UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE.
PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE RIVERSIDE
COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6 PHASE 2 PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
THEREFOR IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within Zone 2 in the unincorporated area of
Mira Loma, designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage 6 Phase 2 Project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project is bounded generally by Limonite Avenue on the north, 68" Street
on the south, Charles Avenue on the east and Dana Avenue on the west; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation and
maintenance of an extension of the District's existing Day Creek Channel consisting of approximately 3,800
lineal feet of open channel and appurtenances; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering estimate of the cost of the proposed project,
entitled “Engineer’s Statement” on file with the Clerk of the Board; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated December 2009, bearing the name and showing the
general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file with the Clerk of the Board;
and

WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has found that the proposed project
will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration which will not become final until adopted by this Board; and

WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the public hearing, or may appear and
be heard at the time and place noted below; and

WHEREAS, in a subsequent legal challenge any person may be limited to raising only those issues
he, she or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written comments
delivered before or at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, prior to making a decision on the proposed project or the Mitigated Negative
Declaration, this Board will consider all written and oral comments; and

WHEREAS, the above-listed documents can be inspected at the District office, 1995 Market Street,
Riverside, California 92501 and written comments will be received at the above address.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of
Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in regular session
assembled on April 6, 2010 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the proposed project and the Mitigated Negative Declaration
will be held at 1:30 p.m. on May 18, 2010, at the meeting room of this Board, 1% Floor, County
Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California, at which time all public comment shall be
heard.



2. A copy of this Resolution and copies of the above-listed documents shall be posted at least
thirty (30) days before said hearing at the City of Norco City Hall, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, CA 92860.

3. A copy of this Resolution shall be posted at least thirty (30) days before said hearing at the
Riverside County Clerk and Recorder's Office, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside, California 92507.

4, The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this Resolution to be published twice,
once at least thirty (30) days before said hearing, and once seven (7) days following the initial publication,
in a newspaper of general circulation in accordance with Section 18 of the District Act and CEQA.

ROLL CALL:

Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
Nays: None

Absent: Tavaglione

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly adopted by said Board of Supervisors
on the date therein set forth.

KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant

Any person affected by the above matter(s) may submit written comments to the Clerk of the Board before the
public hearing or may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at the time of the hearing.
If you challenge the above item(s) in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone
else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence, to the Board of
Supervisors at, or prior to, the public hearing.

Please send all written correspondence to: Clerk of the Board, 4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor, Post Office Box
1147, Riverside, CA 92502-1147

Dated: April 6, 2010 Kecia Harper-lhem
Clerk of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
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THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE

3450 Fourteenth Street
Riverside CA 92501-3878
951-684-1200
951-368-9018 FAX

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2010, 20155 C.C.P.)

Press-Enterprise

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF
Ad Desc.: Resolution No. F2010-08

I am a citizen of the United States. | am over the age
of eighteen years and not a party to or interested in
the above entitled matter. | am an authorized repre-
sentative of THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE, a newspa-
per of general circulation, printed and published daily
in the County of Riverside, and which newspaper has
been adjudicated a newspaper of general circulation
by the Superior Court of the County of Riverside,
State of California, under date of April 25, 1952, Case
Number 54446, under date of March 29, 1957, Case
Number 65673 and under date of August 25, 1995,
Case Number 267864; that the notice, of which the
annexed is a printed copy, has been published in said
newspaper in accordance with the instructions of the
person(s) requesting publication, and not in any sup-
plement thereof on the following dates, to wit:

04-08-10
04-15-10

| Certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Date: Apr. 15, 2010
At: Riverside, California

/"Z

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
P.O. BOX 1147

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE CA 92502

Ad #: 10224106

PO #:
Agency #:

Ad Copy:

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE RIVERSIDE
COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSER-
VATION DISTRICT
RESOLUTION NO. F2010-08

SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR DAY

CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE 6 PHASE 2 PROJECT

AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATIO

0 D THE
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board infends to undertake o project
within Zone 2 in the unincorporated area of Mira Loma,
designated as Day Creek Channel, Stage é Phase 2
Project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project Is bounded gener-
ally by Limonite Avenue an the north, 81h Street on the
south, Charles Avenue on the eost and Dana Avenve on
the west; an

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the con-
struction and suhseglueqt operation and maintenance of
an extension of the District’s existing Day Creek Channel
consisting of approximately 3,800 lineal feel of open
channel and oppurlenances; and

_ WHEREAS, reference Is made to the engineering es-
timate of the cost of the pmm:sed @m ect, entitied *Engi-
nieer’s Statement® on file with the Clerk of the Baard; and

WHEREAS, reference is made fo o rnur dofed De-
cember 2009, bearing the nome and showing the gen-
eral location and fypical section of the meposed project
which is also on file with the Clerk of the Board; an

WHEREAS, the General Manoger-Chief Engineer of
the Dislrict hos found that the proposed p will not
have a significant adverse effect on the environmeni and
haos prepared o Mitigated Negalive Declaration which
will not become final until adopted by this Boord; ond

WHEREAS, any person wishing fo commen! on the
proposed project or the Mitigated Negative Declarotion
may do so in writing between the dale of this nofice and
the public hearing, or moy appeur and be heord ot the
time and place nofed below; and

WHEREAS, ina suhseqzl;rlem legal chollenge any per-
son may be limited fo raising only those issues he, she
or someone else raised at the public hearing described
in this notice, or in written comments delivered before or
at the public hearing: and .

WHEREAS, prior to making a decision on the pro-
Posed praject or the Miﬁ?uted Negative Declaration,

hls‘:l Board will consider all written and oral comments;
an

WHEREAS, the above-listed documents can be in-
spected af the District office, 1995 Market Street, River-
side, California 92501 and written comments will be re-
ceived at the above address.

NOW, THEREFORE; BE T RESOLVED, DETER-
MINED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors
of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Con-
servuhotrtlI E:‘lsind in regular session assembled on April

. art

1. A public hearing cq"cem'"ﬂ the proposed gméed
and the Mitigated Negative Declaration will be held at
1:30 p.m. on May 18, 2010, ot the meeting room of this
Board, 1st Floor, Counfy Administrofive Center, 4080
Lemon Streel, Riverside, Californio, of which time all
public comment shall be heard.

2. A copy of this Resolution and copies of the above-
listed docyments shall be posted at least thirty (30) du;s
before said hearing of the Ce%of Norco City Hall, 2670
Clark Avenue, Norco, CA 92860,

3 A oopg of this Resolution sholl be posted at least
thirty (30) doys before said hearing of the Riverside
County Clerk and Recorder's Office, 2724 Gateway
Drive, Riverside, California 92507,

4, The Clerk of this Board is directed fo cause a copy
of this Resolution fo be published twice, once at least
thirty (30) days before said hearing, and once seven (7)
doys foHoanF the initial publication, in a newspaper of

enerol circulofion in accordunce with Section 18 of the

istrict Act and CEQA.
ROLL CALL:
Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
Nays: None
Absent: Tavaglione
The foregoing is cerlified fo be a true copy of a resolution
duly adopied by said Board of Supervisors on the date
therein set forth.
KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
Any person offected by the above matter(s) may submit
written comments 1o fhe Clerk of the Board before the
public hearing or may appear and he heard in supr?oﬁ
of or uggnsnlian to the project af the fime of the hearing,
If you challenge the above item(s) in court, you may be
limited to raising only those issues you or someone else
roised at the public hearing described in this nofice, or
in written correspondence, ta the Board of Supervisors
at, or prior o, the public hearing,
Please send oll written correspondence fo: Clerk of the
Board, 4080 Lemon Streel, 1st Floor, Post Office Box
1147, Riverside, CA 92502-1147
Dated: April §, 2010
Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant 48,15
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Affidavit of Publication

(2015.5 C.C.P)

County of Riverside

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF THE RIVERSIDE

I i COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CON
State of California L AND WATER ConsEnvaTon
R T 2010-

SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR DAY CREEK CHANNEL, STAGE
_ . ) says: T 8PHASE 2 PROJECT AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
Catherine Sypin-Barnes, being first duly sworg ,'deposes angl sz.lys < MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR IN AGSOREA L

all times hereinafter, mentioned that she was a citizen of the United &  wirn secng;&vslg gg I‘IEIST l:lﬂl‘:‘}g’r u#:g{nc TEl:}i ::mr—-onmn
over the age of eighteen years, and a resident of said County, and‘\ WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within Zone
and during all said times the principal clerk of the printer and publis g;r;;r:;lugfggﬂerpﬁogzsd:;;{g;‘;::faarl{:m&- designated as Day Craek
The Riverside County Record-News, a newspaper of general circul WHEREAS, the proposed project is baunded ganerally by Limonite
— St and imibliEked w eekly in said C Avenue on the north, 6Bth Street on the south, Charles Avenue on lhe

adjudicated by court decree, pri p - R d eastand Dapa Avenue on the west: and ]

. ] : : id Ri ide County Record-  WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and

of Riverside, State of California, that said Rivers s _ construction
s ) i ) - quent operation and maintenance of an extension of the Dis-
is and was at all times herein mentioned, a newspaper of general circ tricl’s existing Day Creek Channel consisting of approximately 3,800
as that term is defined in section 4460 of the Political Code, and, as pr "nﬂﬁug g;gn?:[:?:ﬁ;:'lsaf;?azgpgl;r;ﬂ:gm ::r?ng e

o o v 0
by that section, is published for the dissemination of local and teleg ¢og ?1{ the proposed project, entitled “Engineer's Statement® on file

: . with the Clerk of the Board; and
news and intelligence of a general character, having a bpna fide subs.c WHEREAS, roference i mads o a map dated Docembar 2000
. . ] T -

list of paying subscribers, and is not devoted to nor published for the i1 bearing the name and showing the general location and typical section

DR e ST

A 3 : ; rofession, trade, « at the meeting room of this Board, 1st Floor, County Administrative

entertainment or instruction of a p all'tICl.llaI’ ClEf.SS, P K Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, Callfornia, at which time all
race of denominations; that at all said time said newspaper has beer pub”cfmma,;, shall be heard. 2 G

. . : 5 . i 2. A copy of this Resolution and copies of the above-listed docu-

lished, printed and published in said County and Statefat hre gutalir 1l:lter ments shall be posted atlses iy (30) cye bl acit reore
i date of publication of the notice her e City of Norco City Hall, 2870 Glark Avenue, Norco, GA 92860,

more than one year preceding the dz P ler th areil ¢ .3 Acopy of this Resolution shall be posted at least thirty (30) days

mentioned; that said notice was set in type not smaller than nonpareil ¢ |~ * =W hearing at the Riverside County Clerk and Recorder's Of:

. . : maller than nc fice, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside, California 92507,

preceded with words printed in blaclk face ti/lpe not srt 4 characte. .4 The Glrkof s Board s ltecied 15 casa a sopy of s Fls-

ibi ressing in general terms the purport and charact¢ ion to be published twics, once at least thirty (30) days bsfore said

descrlblng and . g g hearing, and once seven (7) days following the initial publication, in a

notice intended to be given; that the newspaper of general circulation in accordance with Section 18 of the '
District Act and CEQA.
ROLL CALL: (change)
RIVERSIDE COUNTY RECORD Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
NEWSPAPER Nays: None

Absent:  Tavaglione
The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly adopted

. . - 3 by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein set forth.
of which the annexed is a printed copy, published and printed KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board
in said newspaper in at least 2 weekly issues, as follows: By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant

Any person affacied by the above matter(s) may submit written com-
ments to the Clerk of the Board before the public hearing or may ap-
pear and be heard in support of or opposition 1o the project at the time
of the hearing. Ifyou challenge the above item(s) in court, you may be
Apri | 8,15,2010 limited fo raising only those issuss you or someone else raised at the
public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence, to
the Board of Supervisors at, or prior 1o, the public hearing.
Please sand all written correspondance to:  Clerk of the Board, 4080
Lemon Streel, 1st Floor, Post Office Box 1147, Riverside, CA 92502-
1147

I certify (OI' declare) under penalty of perjury that the foregomg Dated: April 6, 2010 . Kecia Harper-lhem
is true and correct. Clerk of the Board

By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
Lo s T

[ .-,1 ‘ Published: April 8, 15, 2010 RCR0308
¢ \_)(‘—

5. \‘ &“b -3 :

Signature

Dated: April 15,2010 at

Riverside , California



