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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA :bo"bb

FROM: TLMA - Planning Department SUBMITTAL DATE:

March 31, 2011

SUBJECT: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733 - Fast Track Authorization #2008-07— Environmental
Impact Report No. 507 - Applicant: First Industrial Realty Trust — Engineer/Representative:
Hogle Ireland, Inc. — First Supervisorial District — North Perris Zoning Area — Mead Valley Area
Plan: Community Development. Commercial Retail (CD:CR) (0.20-0.35 Floor Area Ratio), Light
Industrial (CD:LI) (0.25-0.60 Floor Area Ratio), and Business Park (CD:BP) (0.25-0.60 Floor
Area Ratio) — Location: Northerly of Nuevo Road, southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of
Webster Avenue, and westerly of Interstate 215. — 63.49 Gross Acres — Zoning: Manufacturing—
Heavy (M-H) and Industrial Park (I-P) — REQUEST: Proposal for a change of zone which
changes the zoning classification from Light Agricultural (A-1-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN
305-180-009, 305-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial
Park (1-P) for APN 322-280-001. Related Cases: PM33530, PP23332 and EIR No. 507.

RECOMMENDED MOTION: |

FIND that NO NEW ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQURED because all
potentially significant impacts were adequately analyzed in Environmental Impact Report No.
507 (EIR); and all potentially significant effects of the project have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to the EIR; the project will not result in any new significant environmental impacts not
identified in the EIR; the project will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental
effect in the EIR; no considerably different mitigation measures have been identified; and no
mitigation measures found infeasible have become feasible, as certified by the Riverside County
Board of Supervisors on December 3, 2009; and,

“

Frlank Coyle
Deputy Director for
Initials: ‘ Carolyn Syms Luna, Planning Director

CSLive (continued on attached page)

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Buster, seconded by Supervisor Benoit and duly carried, [T
WAS ORDERED that the above matter is tentatively approved as recommended, and staff is

directed to prepare the necessary documents for final action.

Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Benoit, and Ashley

Nays: None Kecia Harper-lhem
.Absent: Stone - Cler

Date: May 17, 2011 By A1)

__XC _..Plannir i
Prev. Agn. Ref. o District: First Agenda Number:

Revised 2/28/11 - Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\CZ07733\Form 11P - 2011.doc




The Honorable Board of Supervisors
Re: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733
Page 2 of 2

TENTATIVE _APPROVAL of CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733, amending the zoning
classification, for the subject property from Light Agriculture — (A-1-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 305-180-009, 350-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential
Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001, in accordance with Exhibit #3,
pending final adoption of the zone ordinance by the Board of Supervisors.



RIVERSIDE COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Carolyn Syms Luna
Director
TO: [ Office of Planning and Research (OPR) FROM: Riverside County Planning Department 0
P.O. Box 3044 DA 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 38686 El Cerrito Road
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 P. O. Box 1409 ’ Palm Desert, California 92211
E County of Riverside County Clerk RiVeI’Side, CA 92502-1409

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21152 of the California Public Resources Code.

CZ 7733/ CFG 5663
Project Title/Case Numbers

Wendell Bugtai 951-955-2419

County Contact Person Phone Number

N/A
State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to the State Clearinghouse)

First Industrial Realty Trust 898 North Sepuiveda Blvd.
Project Applicant Address

The project is located northerly of Nuevo Road. southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of Webster Avenue and westerly of Harvill Avenue.
Project Location

Change of Zone No. 7733 proposes a change of zone which changes the zoning classification from Light Agriculturat (A-1-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 305-
180-009, 305-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001.

Project Description

This is to advise that the Riverside County Board of Supervisors, as the lead agency, has approved the above-referenced project on May 3, 2011, and has made
the following determinations regarding that project:

1 e project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment. ’

‘ﬁnding that nothing further is required was prepared for the project pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act ($64.00).
3 itigation measures WERE NOT made a condition of the approval of the project.

4 A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan/Program WAS NOT adopted.

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations WAS NOT adopted for the project.

This is to certify that the earlier EIR, with comments, responses, and record of project approval is available to the general public at: Riverside County Planning
Department, 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501.

Wendell Bugtsi. Proiect Manager February 28, 2011
Signature ) Title Date

Date Received for Filing and Posting at OPR:

DM7j
Revised 8/25/2009 '
Y:Planning Master Forms\CEQA Forms\NOD Form.doc

Please charge deposit fee case#: ZEA42000 ZCFG5663 .
FOR COUNTY CLERK'S USE ONLY




_ COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE * REPRINTED * R0O915751
' SPEC‘IALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPT
» Permit Assistance Center

4080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 38686 E1 Cerrito Road
Second Floor Suite A Palm Degert, CA 92211
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 " (760) 863-8277

(951) 955-3200 (951) 600-6100

********************************************************************************
********************************************************************************

Received from: FIRTS INDUSTRIAL REALTY TRUST , $2,768.25
paid by: CK 00020260
paid towards: CFG05252 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE

CALIFORNIA FISH & GAME FOR EA41904 & ETR00507
at parcel #: 21516 WEBSTER AVE PERR
appl type: CFG3

By Nov 16, 2009 16:09

SBROSTRO posting date Nov 16, 2009
********************************************************************************

********************************************************************************

Account Code Description : Amount
‘653353120100208100 CF&G TRUST $2,768.25
_'Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!
Additional info at www.rctlma.org ‘ T

COPY 1-CUSTOMER * REPRINTED *

DEC 2 9 2009 3,58



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE F* REPRINTED * R1003963
SPECIALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPT
Permit Assistance Center

080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 38686 El Cerrito Rd
Second Floor Suite A Indio, CA 92211
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 (760) 863-8271
(951) 955-3200 (951) 694-5242
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" Received from: FIRST INDUSTRIAIL REALTY TRUST $64.00
paid by: VI 016110
CA F&G FEE
paid towards: CFG05663 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE

at parcel: 21516 WEBSTER AVE PERR
appl type: CFG3

By ' Apr 14, 2010 16:10
SBROSTRO posting date Apr 14, 2010
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Account Code Description ‘ Amount
658353120100208100 CFr&G TRUST: RECORD FEES $64.00
‘ Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!

COPY 2-TLMA ADMIN * REPRINTED *



Agenda Item No.: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733

Area Plan: Mead Valley No New Documents Required

Supervisorial District: First Fast Track Authorization # 2008-07

Project Planner: Wendell Bugtai Applicant: First Industrial Reality Trust
Board of Supervisors Date: May 3, 2011 Engineer/Representative: Hogle-Ireland Inc.

Owner: FR/Cal Harvill Road, LLC.

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION:

Change of Zone No. 7733 proposes a change of zone which changes the zoning classification from
Light Agricultural (A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 305-180-009, 305-180-016 and 305-180-017 and
Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001.

The project is located in the Mead Valley Area Plan in Western Riverside County; more specifically,
northerly of Nuevo Road, southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of Webster Avenue and westerly of Harvill
Avenue.

BACKGROUND (EIR No. 480, EIR No. 507, PM33530 & PP23332):

A detailed project description of these applications, which all fall under Fast Track Authorization No.
2008-07, is as follows:

Environmental Impact Report No. 480 was certified and Tentative parcel Map No. 33530 was
approved on June 19, 2007, and the Change of Zone No. 7169 was approved on February 26, 2008 by
the Riverside County Board of Supervisors. The proposed project consists of 16.24 gross acres out of
the 63.49 gross acres which was analyzed in the EIR. The EIR analyzed the environmental impacts
associated with the proposed Tentative Parcel Map which subdivided the 63.49-acre site into 24 parcels
to accommodate a maximum of 1,026,300 square feet of light industrial development including
roadways and other infrastructure improvements, and with the Change of Zone, which changed the
zoning designation from Manufacturing — Heavy (M-H) to Industrial Park (I-P).

Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530 Revised Permit No. 1 was approved by the Riverside County Board
of Supervisors on December 22, 2009. The revised permit was a proposal to create reciprocal access
agreements to facilitate ingress and egress to each parcel.

Environmental Impact Report No. 507 was a Subsequent EIR to EIR No. 480 that had been prepared
to inform decision makers and the public of the potential significant environments effects associated with
Plot Plan 23332, and the proposed Change of Zone No. 7733 per the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

Plot Plan No. 23332 was approved by the Planning Director on February 8, 2010. The project consists
of seven (7) distribution warehouse buildings on a 104.45 gross acres site with a floor area ratio of 0.48
(Business Park FAR 0.25-0.60). The project consists of 1,706,078 square feet of warehouse, 48,500
square feet of office space, 370,196 square feet of mezzanine, 29,209 square foot detention basin,
722,648 square feet of landscaping, 1,231 auto parking spaces, and 389 trailer parking spaces. The
total building square footage proposed is 2,124,774 as follows: Building 1A consists of 297,257 square
feet with 46 dock doors; Building 1B consists of 470,930 square feet with 53 dock doors; Building 2
consists of 499,518 square feet with 103 dock doors; Building 3 consists of 27,260 square feet; Building
4 consists of 39,000 square feet; Building 5 consists of 98,460 square feet and 16 dock doors; Building




CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733
Environmental Impact Report No. 507
Fast Track Authorization No. 2008-07
BOS Staff Report: May 3, 2011

‘ Page 2 of 5

6 consists of 499,913 square feet with 105 dock doors; and Building 7 consists of 192,256 square feet

with 28 dock doors.

One of the conditions of approval for Plot Plan No. 23332 was that a change of zone which changes the
zoning classification from Light Agricultural (A-1-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 305-180-009, 305-
180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential Agriculture — one acre minimum (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-
P) for APN 322-280-001 to be finalized prior to grading permit issuance. This change of zone was fully
analyzed under certified Environmental Impact Report No. 507.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS:
1. Existing General Plan Land Use:

2. Surrounding General Plan Land Use:

3. Existing Zoning:

4. Surrounding Zoning:

5. Existing Land Use:
6. Surrounding Land Use:

7. Project Data:

8. Environmental Concerns:

Community Development: Business Park (CD:BP)
(0.25- 0.60 Floor Area Ratio)

Community Development: Business Park (CD:BP)
(0.25- 0.60 Floor Area Ratio), Community
Development: Light Industrial (CD:LI) (0.25- 0.60
Floor Area Ratio), and Community Development:
Commercial Retail (CD:CR) (0.20 — 0.35 Floor
Area Ratio) to the north, Residential Uses within
the City of Perris to the south, Community
Development: Commercial Retail (CD:CR) (0.20 —
0.35 Floor Area Ratio) and Interstate-215 Freeway
to the east, and Rural Community: Very Low
Density Residential (RC:VLDR) to the west.

Industrial Park (I-P), Light Agriculture (A-1-1) and
Residential Agriculture (R-A-1)

Industrial Park (I-P) and Heavy Manufacturing (M-
H) to the north, Residential Uses within the City of
Perris to the south, Scenic Highway Commercial
(C-P-S) and Medium Manufacturing (M-M) to the
east, and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to the
west.

Vacant, Residential Structures, & Fallow Farmland

Vacant land to the north, east, and south with
single family residences to the east.

Total Acreage: 7.51 Gross Acres

See Environmental Impact Report No. 507




CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733
Environmental Impact Report No. 507
Fast Track Authorization No. 2008-07
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RECOMMENDATIONS:

FIND that NO NEW ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQURED because all potentially
significant impacts were adequately analyzed in Environmental Impact Report No. 507 (EIR); and all
potentially significant effect of the project have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to the EIR; the
project will not result in any new significant environmental impacts not identified in the EIR; the project
will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental effect in the EIR; no considerably
different mitigation measures have been identified; and no mitigation measures found infeasible have
become feasible, as certified by the Riverside County Board of Supervisors on December 3, 2009; and,

TENTATIVE APPROVAL of CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733, amending the zoning classification, for the
subject property from Light Agriculture — (A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for Assessor Parcel Number (APN)
305-180-009, 350-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P)
for APN 322-280-00, in accordance with Exhibit #3.

- CONCLUSIONS:

1.

o

The proposed project is in conformance with the Community Development: Business Park
(CD:BP) (0.25 — 0.60 Floor Area Ratio) Land Use Designation, and with all other elements of the
Riverside County General Plan.

The proposed project is within the Industrial Park (I-P) zone and is consistent with the Industrial
Park (I-P) zoning classification of Ordinance No. 348, and with all other applicable provisions of
Ordinance No. 348.

The proposed change of zone is from Light Agriculture — (A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 305-180-009, 350-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential
Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001. The proposed change of zone
will be consistent with the Industrial Park (I-P) zoning classification of Ordinance No. 348, and
with all other applicable provisions of Ordinance No. 348.

The public’s health, safety, and general welfare are protected through project design.

The proposed project is conditionally compatible with the present and future logical development
of the area.

The proposed project is consistent with the provisions of the March Air Reserve Comprehensive
Land Use Plan (CLUP).

The proposed project will not preclude reserve design for the Multi-Species Habitat Conservation
Plan (MSHCP).

The project will not have a significant impact on the surrounding environment.
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FINDINGS: The following findings are in addition to those incorporated in the summary of findings, and
in the attached environmental assessment, which is incorporated herein by reference.

1-'

The project site is designated Community Development: Business Park (CD:BP) (0.25 - 0.60
Floor Area Ratio) on the Mead Valley Area Plan.

The proposed change, to Industrial Park (I-P) zoning classification, is compatible with the
Community Development: Business Park (CD:BP) (0.25 — 0.60 Fioor Area Ratio) land use
designation.

The project site is surrounded by properties which are designated Community Development:
Business Park (CD:BP) (0.25- 0.60 Floor Area Ratio), Community Development: Light Industrial
(CD:LI) (0.25—- 0.60 Floor Area Ratio), and Community Development: Commercial Retail (CD:CR)
(0.20 — 0.35 Floor Area Ratio) to the north, Residential Uses within the City of Perris to the south,
Community Development: Commercial Retail (CD:CR) (0.20 — 0.35 Floor Area Ratio) and the
Interstate-215 Freeway to the east, and Rural Community: Very Low Density Residential
(RC:VLDR) to the west.

The zoning for the subject site Light Agriculture (A-1) and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1).

The proposed change of zone is from Light Agriculture — (A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 305-180-009, 350-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential
Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001. A condition of approval for Plot
Plan 23332 (60.PLANNING.13) required a change of zone from from Light Agriculture — (A-1) to
Industrial Park (I-P) for Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 305-180-009, 350-180-016 and 305-180-
017 and Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001 prior to
grading permit issuance. .

The project site is surrounded by properties which are zoned Industrial Park (I-P) and Heavy
Manufacturing (M-H) to the north, Residential Uses within the City of Perris to the south, Scenic
Highway Commercial (C-P-S) and Medium Manufacturing (M-M) to the east, and Residential
Agriculture (R-A-1) to the west.

Commercial and industrial uses have been constructed and are operating in the project vicinity.

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines 15162, the proposed project would not have a significant
effect on the environment and nothing further is required because all potentially significant effects
have been adequately analyzed in a earlier Environmental Impact Report (EIR00507) pursuant to
applicable legal standards; and have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier
Environmental Impact Report, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon
the proposed project. It has been determined that:

a. No new substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of
the previous Environmental Impact Report due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects;
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b. No new substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous Environmental Impact Report due to
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identified significant effects; and

c. No new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Environmental Impact Report was
certified.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:

1.

2.

@’

As of this writing no letters in support or opposition have been received.

The project site is not located within:

A 100-year flood plain;

A dam inundation area;

An agricultural preserve;

A Riverside County Fauit Zone; or,
A high fire area.

®oo oW

The project site is located within:

The City of Perris Sphere of Influence;

The March Air Reserve Base influence area;
The Perris Valley Area Drainage Plan;

An area susceptible to subsidence

The Stephens Kangaroo Rat Fee Area;

The boundaries of the Mead Valley Area Plan;
The project is bifurcated between areas of High (western portion) and Low (eastern
portion) paleontological sensitivity;

An area of low liquefaction potential; and,

The Perris & Perris Union High School Districts.

~T @meeooTD

This project was received on April 14, 2010 and reviewed by the Land Development Committee
one (1) time on the following date: October 14, 2010

Deposit Based Fees charged for this project, as of the time of staff report preparation, total
$4,626.85.

The subject site is currently designated as Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: APN 305-180-016 and 305-180-
017 and APN 322-280-001.

wWB

Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\CZ07733\CZ07733_BOS_Staff Report -5-3-11.doc







RIV‘ERS‘I D“E CO_UN'TY,

Carolyn Syms Luna
Director

DATE: April 14, 2011

TO: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

FROM: Planning Department - Riverside Office

SUBJECT: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733 - Fast Track Authorization # 2008-07

(Charge your time to these case numbers)

- The attached item(s) require the following action(s) by the Board of Supervisors:
[1 Place on Administrative Action ecsvesrieeory D Set for Hearing egisiative Action Required; ¢z, GPA, SP, SPA)

[Labels provided If Set For Hearing X Publish in Newspaper:
[110Day [120Day []30day (1st Dist) Press Enterprise
] Place on Consent Calendar XI No New Environmental Documentation Required
D Place on P0||Cy Calendar (Resolutions; Ordinances; PNC) D 10 Day & 20 Day L—_l 30 day
D Place on Section Initiation Proceeding (GPIP) & NOtIfy Property QOWNErs (app/agenciesfproperty owner labels provided)

Controversial: [ ] YES X NO
Designate Newspaper used by Planning Department for Notice of He r|n 'f [ / g
(1st Dist) Press Enterprise L

/
// \;ﬂ /‘\

Need Director’s signaturéby 3/30/11 Zé ( / K ele
Please schedule on the Max 10, 2011 BOS Agenda ‘

Documents to be sent to County Clerk’s Office for Posting within five days:
. Notice of Determination
Fish & Game Receipt (CFG5663)

Do not send these documents to the County Clerk for
posting until the Board has taken final action ar tha ~--ki-=* -~

Riverside Office - 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor Des
P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, California 92502-1409 f
(951) 955-3200 + Fax (951) 955-1811 (76C

“Planning Our Future... Preserving O

Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\CZ07733\Form 11 Coversheet.docx
Revised 3/4/10
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Supetrvisor Buster CZO7733

Date Drawn: 11/30/10
District 1 LAND USE Exhibit 1
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oning rea: North Perris A Assessors Bk. Pg. 305-18
wnship/Range: T4SR3W Thomas Bros. Pg. 777 E7
ection: 19 : Edition 2009

DISCLAIMER: On October 7, 2003, the County of Riverside adopted a new General Plan

providing new land use designations for unincorporated Riverside County parcels. The new

General Plan may contain different types of land use than is provided for under existing zoning. 260 52 0 1 04 O 1 56 0 2 08 0
For further information, please contact the Riverside County Planning Department offices in 4 4 4
Riverside at (951) 955-3200 (Wi

festern County), or in Indio at {760) 863-8277 (Eastern County) or
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Supervisor Buster
District: 1

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Cz07733 Date Drawn: 11/30/10

~

EXISTIN ENERAL PLAN Exhibit 5
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Edition 2009

DISCLAIMER: On October 7, 2003, the County of Riverside adopted a new General Plan

providing new fand use designations for unincorporated Riverside County parcels. The new
General Plan may contain different types of land use than is provided for under existing zoning. o 300 600 1 !200 1 ’ 800

For further information, please contact the Riverside County Planning Department offices in
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Supervisor Buster CZO7733 Date Drawn: 11/30/10
District 1 PROPOSED ZONING | _Exhibit 3
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM: TLMA — Planning Department SUBMITTAL DATE:
November 25, 2009

SUBJECT RESOLUTION NO. 2009-339 CERTIFYING SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT NO. 507 - FAST TRACK NO. 2008-07 - (Environmental Impact Report) —
Applicant: First Industrial Reality Trust — Engineer/Representative: Thiens Engineering Inc. - First
Supervisorial District — Mead Valley Area Plan: Community Development. Business Park (CD: BP)
(0.25-0.60 Floor Area Ratio) — Location: northerly of Nuevo Road, southerly of Citrus Avenue,
easterly of Webster Avenue and westerly of Harvill Avenue — 104.45 Gross Acres - Zoning:
Industrial Park (I-P) and Light Agriculture (A-1) — REQUEST: The Environmental Impact Report has
been prepared to inform -decisions makers and the public of the potential significant environmental
effects associated with the development of the proposed plot plan and tentative parcel map per the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).— APN(s): 305-180-009, 014, 018, 019, 027, 029, 034,
054, 305-270-001, 034, 035, 036, 045, 047, 058, 061

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

ADOPTION of RESOLUTION NO. 2009-339 Certifying Subsequent Environmental Impact Report
No. 507 and approving Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530 Revision No. 1 which has been completed in
compliance with CEQA Guidelines.

Departmental Concurrence

. Ron Goldman '
Planning Director

‘ Current F.Y. Total Cost: $0 tn Current Year Budget: N/A
FINANCIAL Current F.Y. Net County Cost: $0 Budget Adjustment: N/A
DATA Annual Net County Cost: $0 For Fiscal Year: N/A
SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A ' g Positions To Be O
: C Deleted Per A-30
-/ | - Requires 4/5 Vote D
5 = C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION:
2 2
£ & County Executive Office Signature
O
5 5
o 9
O O
A
2 & |Prev. Agn. Ref.: District: FIRsT 7'Agenda Number:

Form 11 (Rev 03Ié212007) C:\Bocuments and Settings\imclack\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outiook\3BOL7WES\EIRS07_RES_Form11.doc
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Board of Supervisors , County of Riverside

RESOLUTION NO. 2009-339
CERTIFYING SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT NO. 507
AND APPROVING
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 33530R1

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of applicable law, a i)ublic hearing was held before the
Riverside County Board of Supervisors in Riverside, California on.December 22, 2009 to consider
Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R 1. ‘

WHEREAS, all the pll.'ovisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, (CEQA), and-

Riverside County CEQA implementing procedures have been satisfied, and Subsequent Environmental

| Impact Report (SEIR) No. 507, prepared in connection with Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R1 (referred

to alternatively herein as “the project”), is sufficiently detailéd so that all of the potentially significant
effects of the project on the environment and measures necessary to avoid or substantially lessen such
effects have been evaluatgd in accordance with the above-refereﬁced Act and Prdcedures; and, |
WHEREAS, the matter was discussed fully with testimony and documentation presented by the
public and affected government agencies; now, therefore, ‘
'BE IT RESOLVED, FOUND, DETERMINED, AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Riverside, in regular session assembled on December 22, 2009 that;
A. Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R1 is a Schedule E subdivision located north of Nuevo Road,
south of Citrus Avenue, west of Harvill Avenue, and east of Webster Avenue. Tentative |
" Parcel M\ap No. 33530R1 proposes to revise Tentative Paroél Map No. 33530, which was
previously approved by the Riverside County Board of Supervisors on July 3, 2007, Tcntativé ,
Parcel Map No. 33530 was approved to subdivide 63.49 acres, of which 16.24 acres are
currently proceeding with development under Plot Plan No. 23170. The reméining 47.25 acres
of previously-approved Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530, along with an additional 57.2 acres,
are included within the boundaries of proposed Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R1. Tent.ative
Parcel Map No. 33530R 1 proposes the subdivision of épproximately 104.45 acres into nine (9)

parcels, in addition to roadways and other infrastructure improvements needed to
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accommodate the future development of light industrial and warehouse distribution business

center land uses.

. Tentative Parcel Mé.p No. 33530R1 is associated with Plot Plan No. 23332 which identifies the

location and orientation of buildings proposed on the site. Two versions of Plot Plan No. 23332
are proposed for subsequent consideration by the Planning Director. Option A proposes the

construction of efght buildings, and Option B proposes the construction of six buildings. The

primary difference between these two options occurs in the western portion of the site, where

Option A consists of three smaller buildings and Option B consists of one large building. Both
options propose a total of 2,124,774 square feet (s.f) of buil&ing space, as well as the installation
of surface parking areas and drive aisles, loading docks, roadway improvements, traffic controls,

utility infrastructure, landscaping, water quality/detention basins, and other site improvements.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the following environmental
impacts associated with the projeét are potentially significant unless otherwise indicated, but each of these

impacts will be avoided or substantially lessened by the identified mitigation measures:

Land Use and Planning
1. Impacts.
The project is consistent with its zoning f;lassiﬁcation of “Industrial Park (I-
Py’ as applied by County Ordinance No. 348 to approximately 96.7 acres of
the project site. The remaining 7.75 acres of the project site are classified | -
by County Ordinance No. 348 as “Light Agriculture, one-acre minimum lot
size (A-1-1)" and “Residential Agriculture, one-acre minimum lot size (R-
A-1)” and the light industrial and warehouse distribution business cen@‘ef
uses proposed by the project would not be consistent with these :
classifications.  Inconsistencies with the A-1-1 and R-A-1 zoning
clas.siﬁcations will be lessened to below a level of significance with the

application of the mitigation measure listed below.
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The‘v project is consistent with its land use designation of “Business Park
(BP)” as applied by the Riverside County General Plan and the Mead
Valley Area Plan. The project is also consisteﬁt with all épplicable General
Plan and ‘Area-Plan policies related to the physical environment. There will
be no impact related to General Plan or Area Plan consistency.

The project is located in the Redevelopment Agency for the County of -
Riverside’s I-215 Corridor Project Area, and development of the project as |
proposed would advance the goal of Riverside County to promote infill
devélopment in this area. Tilere will be no impact related to
Redevelopment Plan consistency.

The project will not generate population growth beyond that envisioned to
occur in the Mead Valley Area Plan. The project will provide additional
employment bpportunities, improving the County’s jobs to hpusing balance.
'fhere will be no adverse impact related to growth inducement or jobs to
housing balance. , |
The project site is located in ﬁe Western Riverside County Multiple
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) area, but is not within the MSHCP
Criteria afea and is not designated for open space presefvation. The project
compiies with all MSHCP requirements. There will be a less than
significant impact related to compliance with the MSHCP.

The project site is not located near a prop_oséd Community and
Environmental = Transportation  Acceptability = Process (CETAP)
transportation corridor. Therefore, the;re will be no impact related to

CETAP consistency.

‘The project is consistent with the growth projections envisioned in the

Southern California Association of Governments’ (SCAG) Regional
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Comprehensive Plan and Guide, and‘~ no inconsistency with SCAG’s
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide will occur. .

The project site is located in the City of Perris sphere of influence. The
City of Perris General Plan designates the site as “Neighborhood
Commercial (NC)” in the east, “Light Industrial (LI)” in the center and

southeast portions, “Business Park (BP)” in the west and southwest portions

‘of the site, and “Single-Family Residential, 10,000 s.f minimum R-

10,000)” in the westernmost and northern parcels. Inconsistency with the
City’s Residential and Neighborhood Commercial designations i
considered a less than significant impact because the City of Perris General
Plan does not govern development of the site. '

The project site is located within the March Air Force Base (AFB) sphere

~ of influence. On November 20, 2008, the Riverside County Airport Land

Use Commission (ALUC) found the project to be consistent with thé
réquireinents of the AFB ALUC, and issued conditions of approval that will
be enforced with implementation of the project. Satisfaction of the- ALUC.
conditions would be required and would ensure that significant impacts
would no;c 6ccux as a result of project implementation,

The project site is located within the Mount Palomar Nighttime Lightiﬁg
Policy Area. Pofential'impacts to the Mount Palomar Observatory from the

project’s artiﬁcial lighting will be below a level of significance with

' .mandatory compliance to County Ordinance No. 655.

Mitigation.

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid potentially significant
impacts by the following mitigation measure, which is hereby adopted and
will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring, and

Reporting Program,
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B. Aesthetics

1.

a. Prior to recordation of Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R1, the
zoning classification of four existing parcels (APNs 305-180-009,
305-180-016, 305-180-017, and 322-280-001), shall be changed to
Industrial Park (I-P). ’

Impacts.

The project site contains no visually prominent features or scenic resources;
therefore, project implementation will result in a less than significant
impact to on-site scenic features and resources. |

The project site is not located adjacent to a scenic highway corridor and will
not be highly visible from a scenic highway corridor. Tﬁerefore, the prbject
would have a less than significant impact to scenic highways.

The project will not obstruct or degrade views of an existing scenic resource
or vista due to the project site’s distance from such views and resources.
Public views to scenic resources (the San Bernardino and Lakeview
Mountains to the east and Gavilan Hiils to the west) would remain possible
from public rbadways and these views would not be substantially obscured
by the project. Impacts to off-site scénic resources would be less thar
significant.

The project wiil nof be visually offensive. Landscaping and architectural
articulation is proposed to create visual interest and avoid the appearance of
long, box-like structures when the project area is viewed from off-site
locations. However, the positioning of a 12-foot high noise attenuétion/
screen wall aloﬁg a portion of the southern site boundary has the potential
to be considered visually offenSive, and is identified as a significant visual

quality impact. Impacts associated with the construction of this 12-foot
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high noise attenuation/screen wall will be lessened to below a level of

significance with the application of the mitigation measures listed below.

 The project site is located within the Mount Palomar Nighttime Lightiﬁg

Policy Area. Potential impacts to the Mount Palomar Observatory from the
project’s artificial lighting will be below a level of significance with
mandatory compliance to County Ordinance No. 655.

With mandatory compliance to Riverside County Ordmance No. 655 and
the lighting requirements in Ordinance No. 348, Article.X, Section 10.4, the

project would have a less than significant lighting impéct on adjacent and

nearby residential properties. Headlight glare from west-facing vehicles

positioned at the A Street stop sign (future traffic light) at Harvill Avenue

has the potential to occur if reflective building surfaces (glass) are not

adequately screened. Impacts associated with glare from vehicular
headlights will be lessened to below a level of significance with the
application of the mitigation measures listed below.

Mitigation.

The project has been modified. to mitigate or avoid the potentially

significant impacts by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,
and Reporting Program.

a.  The County shall review construction drawings and landscape plans
for the Nuevo Roa-d streetscape and sopthem project perimeter to
ensure that noise attenuation/screen walls over six feet in height are
visually softened by landscaping or include design features (such as
color changes or pop outs) that reduce their visual prominence as

viewed from the south.
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b. Prior to the issuance of building permits for implementation of Plot

Plan No 23332 (Option A), the County shall review landscaping
plans and -the,architecuug fagade plans for Buildings 2, 3, and 4 to ‘
ensure the use of non-reflective building materials, or the adequate
screening of reflective building materials that minimize the potential |
for glare from west-facing vehicle headlights at the A Street/Harvill
Avenue intersection.

c. Prior to the issuance of building permits for implementation of Plot
Plan No. 23332 (Option B), the County shall review landscaping
plans and the architecture fagade plans for Buildings 1, 3, and 4 to
ensure the use of non-reflective building materials, or the adequate
screenihg of reflective building maferials that minimize the potential
for glare from west-facing vehicle headlights at the A Street/Harvill

Avenue intersection.

C. Agricultural Resources

1.

Impacts.

The project site is not designated as an agricultural preserve under a
California Land Conservation Act contract (Williamson Act). Therefore,
the project has no ability to result in the conversion of an agricultural
preserve to a non-agricultural use.

The project site is located within 300 féet of off-site properties zoned A-1-1
by Riverside County, which is a zone described as being “primarily for
agricultural purposes.” Mandatory compliance with Riverside County
Ordinance No. 625.1 (“Right-To-Farm Ordinance”) would ensure that this
potential impact is less than significant.

The project site is not designated by the County or the California Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) as containing Prime Farmland,
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Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, Therefore, the
project has no potential to convert lands having these designations to a non-
agricultural use. -

Changes to the existing environment resulting from the project would have
no significant potential to cause the direct or indirect conversion of
farmlands to non-agricultural use. Therefore, a significant impact related to
changes in the existing environment which could result in the conversion of

farmland to a non-agricultural use would not occur.

2. Mitigation.
None required.
D. Air Quality
1. Impacts:

Implementation of the project would generate greenhouse gas emissions
resulting from construction; natural gas, electricity, water consumption, and

vehicle use.  Global climate change impacts are considered less than

~ significant and less than cumulatively considerable because the project is in

compliance with the December 2008 California Air Resources Board
(CARB) Scoping Plan, which sets forth strategies and measures to
implement in order to achieve the greenhouse gas reduction goals set forth
in the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32), as well as.
greenhouse gas emission reduction strategies set forth in the 2006 Climate
Action Team Report, prepared in response to Executive Order S-3-05,
which established total GHG emissions targets for the State of Califoinia.
Additionally, the projed includes numerous energy reduction and
environmentall design features that will be applied during project '
cdnst‘ructioﬁ and operation to reduce reliahce on fossil fuels, the burniﬁg of

which produces greenhouse gas emissions.  The project’s global climate

8
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E.

Biological Resources

change impacts are considered less than significant and less than
cumulatively considerable.

The project’s proposed light industrial and distribution warehouse business
center land uses are not considered to be sensitive.receptbrs. Therefore, the
project will not involve the construction of a sensitive receptor located
within one mile of an exisﬁng substantial .point ‘source emitter, and
significant impacts would not occur. -

Project-related emissions of Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM) at the point of
maximum impact have the potential to expose sensitive receptors to
pollutant levels in excess of SCAQMD standards. However, no sensitive
receptors exist at the point of maximum impact, .and direct impacts are
therefore evaluated as less than significant. Cumulative impacts associated
with project-related DPM emissions are addressed below under “Air
Quality — Project-Specific and Cumulative.”

With mandatory adherence to SCAQMD requirements, any potential uses
that emit odors would be controlled, and reduced to below a level of
significance. Any odors generated by construction of the project alfe.
considered short-term and are therefore less than significant. Furthermore,
any short-term odors that may occur with operation of the project (such as |
temporary refuse storage) are considered short-term and are therefore less
than signiﬁcanf.

Mitigation.

None required. Refer below to the mitigation measures presented under
“Air Quality — Project-Specific and Cumulative” in the section discussing
impacts that cannot be full& miﬁgated. Many of these measures would also

reduce greenhouse gas emissions and odor.
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Impacts.

The project site is loéaxed within the Western Riverside County MSHCP
area, but is not within the MSHCP Criteria Area and is not designated for
open space preservation. The project complies with all MSHCP
requirements, and therefore the project's biological impacts related to all
MSHCP Covered Species and habitats are mitigated to a level of
insignificance.

The Stephens’ kangaroo rat (SKR), a federally endangered and state
threatened species, was. not located on the. project site during biological
field surveys. However, the site contains habitat that can support the
species. Because the project site lies within Riverside County’s SKR
Habitat Conservation Plan aﬁd SKR Fee Assessment Area, the project
Applicant is required to pay fees in accordance with County Ordinance No.
633, which would reduce any impacts to the SKR to below a level of
significance. | | |
The project has the potential to impact the western burrowing owl.
Although the western burrowing owl is not present on the project site, the
species .cov.ld be impacfed if it migrates onto the property prior to the
commencement of ground-disturbing construction activities.  With ‘
implementation of the mitigation measures identiﬁed below, impacts to thg
western burrowing owl would be reduced to below a level of significance.

A Cooper’s hawk nest with four fledglings was observed in a tree in the
southwest corner of the property. The hawks would be impacted if the-
active nest is disturbed. With implementation of the mitigation measures
identified below, along with adherence to the federal Migratory Bird Treaty
Act, impacts to Cooper’s hawk would be reduced to below a level of

significance. -

16
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Other candidate, sensitive, or special status species observed on the site or
with potential to occur on the site are Covered Species under the MSHCP.

The potential of the project to impact migratory nesting birds is considered

a significant impact if active nests are disturbed during project construction. |

Mandatory compliance with the federal Migratory Bird Tfeaty Act,
payment of the MSHCP Mitigation Fee in accordance with Riw)ersfde
County Ordinance No. 810.2, and implementation of the mitigation
méasures identified below, would reduce project impacts to migratory
nesting birds and MSHCP Covéred Species to a level below significant.

There is no potential for the project to interfére with the movement of fish

_ or impede the use of a native wildlife nursery site. The project would also

not have the ‘ability to interfere with an established migratory wildlife
corridor or result in wildlife movement impacts on the MSHCP Preserve.
There would be no adverse effects on sensitive natural plant communities
because none of the vegetation' types found on the project site are
considered sensitive. Additionally, no riparian areas or wetlands are
located on the property. Significant impacts to sensitive natural plant
communities and riparian/wetland habitat would not occur.

The project. would not result in impacts to federally protected wetlands
because the project site does not contain any federal or state jurisdictional
waters or wetlands and does not contain any habitats meeting the MSHCP
definition for riparian/riverine ateas or vernal pools; theref;:)re, a significant
impact would not occur.

The project does not conflict with any local policies or ordinances
governing biological resources, and a significant impact would not occur.

11
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The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid the- potentially

significant impacts by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,

and Reporting Program.,

a.

Pursuant to Objective 6 of the Species Account for the burrowing

owl included in the Western Riverside County Miltiple Species

Habitat Conservation Plan, within 30 days prior to the issuance of a

grading permit, a pre-construction piesence/absence survey for the |
Burrowing owl shall be conducted. The survey shall be conducted by
a quéliﬁed biologist and the results of this presence/absence survey
shall be provided in writing to the Environmental Programs |
Department (EPD) at Riverside County. If it is determined that the
project site is occupied by burrowing owl, take of “active” nésts
shall be avoided pursuant to the MSHCP and the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act. HoWever, when the burrowing owl is present, relocation
outside of the nesting season (March 1 through August 31) by a
qualified biologist shall be required. The County Biologist shall be
consulted to determine appropriate type of relocation (active or
passive) in accordance with accepted protocol. If burrowing owls
are found on the project site before grading, a grading permit may be
issued once the County Bioldgist specifies the protocol to be
folloviled‘and the applicaht follows this protocol. If the gradiné
permit is not dbtained within 30 days of the survey, a new survey
shall be required. '

If vegetation that is suitable for migrato'ry. bird nesting is to.be
removed duriné the nesting season (recognized from February 1

through August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird

12
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survey of potentially suitable nesting vegetation. three (3) days prior
to vegetation removal. If active ﬁests are identified during nesting
bird surveys, then the nesting vegétation shall be avoided until the
nesting event has completed and the juveniles can survive
independently from the nest. The biologist shall flag the nesting
vegetation and shall establish an adequate buffer (e.g., construction
A fencing) around the nesting vegetation. The size of the buffer shail
be based on the type of bird nesting (i.e., raptors shall be afforded
larger buffers). Clearing/grading shall not occur within the buffer
until the nesting event has completed, which shall be determined by

the qualified biologist.

E. Cultural Resourcés

1

Impacts.

~ No known historic sites or resources as defined in California Code of

Regulations Section 15064.5 are present on the project site. Therefore,
ifnplementation of the proposed project would not result in any impacts to
historic resources or sifés.

No important-or unique archaeological resources are known to be present at
the project site. However, three archaeological sites were identified during
field surveys of the project site, although these sites were determined to be
neither important nor unique. Therefore, the loss of two of these sites and a
portion of a third site by project construction would be less than significant.
Because the area is considered archaeologically sensitive, the potential
exists for the discovery of additional archaeological sites beneath the
surface of the project site during earthmoving construction actﬁriﬁeé. If |
importént or unique archaeological sites are uneartlﬁd duﬁng coilstruction,-

a significant impact to those sites has the potential to occur. Impacts will be

13
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reduced to below a level of significance with the application of the

* mitigation measures listed below

No human remains have been discovered at the project site and no human
remains are known to be buried beneath the surface of the site. If human
remains are uncovered during ground disturbing construction activities and
are determined to be of Native American decent, compliance with
California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health and Safety
Code Sections 8010-8011would reduce the potential impact to below a level
of significance.

No existing religious or sacred usés are located on the project site;
therefore, the project would not impact existing religious or sacred uses.

No paleontological resources were found on the project site as a result of
records searches and field surveys; however, the potential exists for
subsurface paleontological resources to be found during ground disturbing
construction activities. If paleontological resources are uncovered and
determined to be important, then a significant impact has the potential to
occur. Impacts will be lessened to. below a level of significance with the

application of the mitigation measures listed below.

Mitigation.

The project bas been modified to mitigate or avoid the potentially
significant impacté by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,

- and Reporting Program.

a. Prior to any clearing, grubbing, and/or earthmoving activities, a
qualified archaeologist approved by the Riverside County
Environmental Programs Department shall be retained by the

" Project Developer. The potential for discovery of archaeological

14
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resources beneath the surface of the site is high; therefore,
consultation with the appropriate Native American tribe (Pechanga
Band of Luisefio Indians) is required to continue until the

completion of ground-disturbing construction activities or until all

parties agree that consultation has been completed, whichever

occurs sooner. The archaeologist shall conduct a pre-grading
meeting with the grading contractor and invite representatives of

the Pechanga Band to attend for the purpose of ensuring an

- understanding of the mitigation measures required during |

earthmoving activities and construction.

‘Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the qualified archaeologist

shall develop a mitigation plan and a discovery clause/treatment
plan, which shall include mitigation monitofiﬁg to be implemented
during earthmoving on the project sité. The treatment plan shall
be developed. in consultation with the Pechanga Band of Luisefio
Indians and shall account for the treatment of any archaeological
remains and associated data uncovered by brushing, gmbbing, or
earthmoving.

The Project Developer shall enter into a cultural resources
treatment and mdnitoring agreement with the Pechanga Band of
Luisefio Indians. The agreement(s) shall address tribal monitoring
requirements and treatment and disposition of all archaeological
resources disco;xrered during earthmoving and grading activities.

In accordance with the Agreement entered into pursuant to
Mitigation Measure MM 4.6-3, Native American monitors from
the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians shall be allowed to monitor

all grading, excavation; and ground-breaking activities. Native

15
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American monitors from the Soboba Band of Mission Indians
shall also be allowed to monitor all grading, excavétion, and
ground-breaking activities. The Native American monitors will

have the authority ‘té temporarily stop and redirect grading

' activities to evaluate the significance of any archaeological sites or

resources discovered on the property, in conjunction with the
consulting archaeologist and the Riverside County Archaeologist.
The landowner shall relinquish ownership of all cultural resources,
including all archagological artifacts that are of Natiﬁe American
origin, found in the project area to the Pechanga Band of Luisefio
Indians for proper treatment and disposition, upon submittal of a
Phase IV Archaeological Monitoring ‘report to the County
Archaeologist. |

Monitoring by the qualified archacologists and tribal monitor(s)
shall be conducted on a full-time ba_si;s for all grading and ground-
disturbing activities, including archaeological testing, until the
project archaeologist in consultation with the Pechanga Band of
Luisefio Indians and the County of Riverside determines that
resources are not likely to be discovered. )

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, Riversidé County shall
review the project’s grading plan to confirm that a portion of site |
P-33-017181 is 'preserv.ed in place and left undisturbed by grading
activities, as depicted on approved Tentative Parcel Map No.
33530R1. The project applicant shall offer to convey the
presérved portion of this site to the County and shall agree to
provide for maintenance of the site through the project CC&Rs. If

the County does not accept the conveyance, the project applicant

16
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shall offer to convey the preserved portion of the site to the
Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians. '

If a previously unknown archaeological site .or resource is
enoountere& or unearthed during project grading or construction .
and it requires additional mitigation beyond the methods outlined

in the treatment plan to reduce impacts to below a level of
significance, a plan or proposal shall be prepared by the qualified

archaeologist, in consultation with the Pechanga Band of Luisefio

Indians, the County of Riverside Archaeologist, and the County of |
Riverside Planning Director, outlining the plan of action that necds

to be implemented to mitigate the new site or resource. Prior to

approval of the supplemental cultural resources reéovery plah,

grading. activities within 100 feet of Fhe discovered cultural

resource(s) shall be prohibited. Grading and further ground

disturbance shall not resume within the area of discovery until an

agreement has been reached by all parties as to the appropriate

mitigation for the discovered site. If the Developer and the

Pechanga Band cannot agree on the significance of the site or

resource, or the mitigation fot such sites or resources, these issues

"will be presented to the Riverside County Planning Director for

decision. The Planning Director silall mgke the determination
based on the provisions of the California Environmental Quality
Act with respect to archaeological resources and shall take into
account the feligious beliefs, customs, and practices of the
Pechanga Band. The Project Developer shall follow all mitigation

measures that the Riverside County Planning Director decides are

‘necessary to reduce 'ixﬁpacts to below a level of significance.
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Archaeological resources recovered during gréding and ground-
disturbing construction activities that are not considered
ceremonial or sacred by the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians
shall be identified, recorded, mapped, and artifacts catalogued as

required by standard archaeological practices. Examination by an

aarchaeological specialist shall be included where necessary,

"dependent upon the artifacts, features or sites that are encountered

and in consultation with the Pechanga Band. Specialists shall
identify, date, and/or determine CEQA significance potential, in
consultation with the Pechanga Band. »

At the completion of earthmoving aétivities, a final report of

findings shall be prepared by the archaeologist for submission to |

~ the Bastern Information Center and the County of Riverside

Archaeologist. =~ The report shall describe parcel history,
summarize' field and laboratory methods used, if applicable, and
include any testing or‘special analysis information conducted to
support the findings.

A trained paleontological monitor'approved by Riverside County
shall be retained by the Project Developer and shall be present on
the project site during all ground-disturbing construction activities

within sediments that are determined by the paieontol_ogical

‘monitor and shown on the Riverside County Paleontological

Sensitivity Map to likely contain paleontological resources.
Monitoring shall be conducted initially on a half-time basis. If

fossil resources are encountered, the monitoring shall increase to

full time. If too few or no fossil remains are recovered,
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monitoring may be reduced or suspended once 50% of
earthmoving activities are completed.

If paleontological resources are discovered or suspected, the
paleontological monitor shall ha\}e the authority to temporarily
halt or redirect construction activities to ensure the avoidance of
adverse impacts. If the monitor is not on the project site when the
fossil remains are uncovered, earthmoving activities shail be
diverted around the fossil site and the monitor shall be called to

the site immediately. The paleontological monitor shall be

equipped to remove any large fossil specimens encountered during

excavation.

During monitoring, samples shall be collebted and processed to
recover micorvertebrate fossils (small fossil remains). Processing
shall include wet screen washing and microscopic examination of
the residual materials to identify small vertebrate remains.

If a large deposition of bone is encountered, salvage of all bone in

the area shall be conducted with additional paleontologiéal field

staff and in accordance with modern paleontological techniques.

All fossils collected from the project site shall be prepared to a

reasonable point of identification by a trained paleontologist.

Exces‘s sediment or matrix would be removed from the specimens
to reduce the bulk and cost of specimen storage. The specimens
and itemized catalogs of all material collected and identified shall
be offered to an accredited museum repository for perménént
curation and storage. If accredited museums decline to accept the
speéimens after a reasonable number of attempts al‘e made to offer

the specimens, the trained paleontologist in consultation with the |

19
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Riverside County Environmental | Programs Department shall
. determine an alternative acceptable location for storage.
p. A feport documenting the resuits of the mdnitoring and salvage
| activities, and the significance of the fossils, shall be prepared and
submitted to the Project Developer and the Riverside County
Environmental Programs Department. One copy of the report also

shall accompany any fossils transmitted to a museum repository.

G.  .Geology and Soils

1.

Impacts.

The project site is suitable for develoi)ment from a geotechnical standpoint,

and would not expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects;

therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

No known active or potentially active fa-ults traverse the site, and the site is
not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone; therefore, the
potential for ground rupture of the project site does not exist, an& 1o
impacts would occur, _

The potential for the project site to be impacted by seismically-induced |
ground failure and soil liquefaction is very low due to the depth of the
groundwater table and composition of the site’s soils. Therefore, impacts
related to seismic-related ground failu;‘e, including liquefaction, would be
less than significant. )

The principal geologic hazard that could affect the site is ground shaking
resulting from a seismic event. With the construction of structures in
compliénce with the Riverside County Building Code and the California
Building Code, buildings would be designed not to collapée as the result of

seismic ground shaking. With these standard regulatory requirements,

20
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impacts related to strong seismic ground shaking would be less than
significant.

The project site’s near-surface fill soils and alluvium are subject to
significant collapse When exposed to moisture infiltration and subject to
consolidation when exposed to load (weight) increases in the range of those |
that would be exerted by the foundations of the proposed project’s
buildings. This is evaluated as a significant impact. However, with
hnpleﬁentation of the mitigation measures identified below, impacts would
be reduced to less than significant levels. There are no other geologic
conditions on site that would become unstable as a result of the project that
could result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, coIlapse’,vor
rockfall hazards.

Soils on the site have the potential to contain concentrations of soluble
sulfates that can be cormosive to concrete and some metals. If high
concentrations of soluble sulfates are present and come in direct contact
with building materials susceptible to corrosion, damage to the building
materials may occur. Theee soil conditions are evaluated as a signiﬁcant
impact of project development. Implen{entaﬁon of the mitigation measures
identified below would reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.
There are no other geologic conditions on-site which could result in impacts
associated with ground subsidence.

Due to the site’s location from the Pacific Ocean and other large bodies of
water, there is no potential for tsunami,v seiche, volcanic hazards, or
mudflow to occur. ' Therefore, no significant impacts would occur.

Upon development of the project, the site’s topography woﬁld be changed
and manufactured slopes would be created. Manufactured slopes would be

constructed at a maximum gradient of 2:1. The change in topography

21
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would not create any adverse environmental effects, and the manufactured
slopes would be stable. Therefore, significant impacts associated with
changed topography or tﬁe creation of unstable cut or fill 'slopes would Be
less than significant. ._

No subsurface sewage systems are known to exist on the site that could be
negated by projecf grading; no significant imPéct would occur.

Soils would be particularly prone to water and wind erosion during grading
and site development, especially during heavy rains and on steep slopes.
With the application of mandatory regulatory requirements, including the
preparation and impleinentation ofa SWPP, erosion impacts would Be less
than significant.

The prbject would not be impacted by expansive soils because the site’s
soils consist of silty sands that possess a .very low expansion potential

(expansion index equal to zero). Therefore, impacts associated with
expansive soils would be less than significant. _

Two water quality/detention basins are. proposed to filter sediment from
water prior to it leaving the site. Any change in water volume or velocity of
the San Jacinto River compared to existing conditions would be negligible.
Therefore, rivers, channels, streams, or lakes will not be measurably

affected by the project, and impacts would be less than significant.

. Mitigation.

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid the potentially

- significant impacté by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,
and Reporting Program,
a. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, a final geotechnical and

soils report shall be prepared by a qualified geotechnical consultant

22
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for review and approval by the County Geologist that addresses

recommendations for site grading based on proposed locations and

" designs of building foundations and slabs, All grading and

construction shall be preformed in accordance with applicable
provisions of the approved report.

Remedial grading (removal and compaction) shall be performed as

\ ‘described in the iaroject’s geotechnical report, including the

following: , ‘ '

1. Remedial grading is recommended to be performed within the
new building pad areas. Ovér excavate existing soils within the
building areas to a depth of five (5) feet below existing grade
(six (6)52 feet within the Dodson and Newton parcels) and to a
depth of three (3) feet below proposed pad grade. Over excavate
soils within the proposed foundation influence zones to a depth
of three (3) feet below proposed foundation bearing grade.

2. After bver excavation has been completed, the resulting
subgrade soils should be evaluated by a geotechnical engineer to
identify any additional soils that should be over excavated.
Previously excavated soils ﬁay then be réplaced as compacted

structural fill.

-3. Scarify, thoroughly moisture, condition, and recompact parking

area subgrade soils to a depth of 12+ inches and to at least 90%
of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry dénsity.

4, Over excavate existing soils within the areas of proposed
retaining to a depth of two (2) fect below foundation bearing
grade and replac;e the soil as compacted structural fill, as
discussed above for proposed building pad areas. |

23
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55 . Over excavate subgrade soils in areas of non-reiaining site walls
to a depth of one (1) foot below proposed bearing grade.

6. The over excavation subgrade soils shall be evaluated by a
qualified geotechnicél engineer prior to scarifying, moisture
conditioning, and recompacting the upper 12 inches of exposed
subgrade soils. The previo:usly excavated soils may then be
replaced as compacted structural ﬁll.

Manufactured slopes shall include terrace drains at appropriate
intervals, as designed by a c_:ivil engineer. Locations of terrace
drains shall be shown on grading plans.
A qualified ggotechnical consultant shall be retained by the project
developer to be present on the site to observe and/or test geologic
and soil conditions during various stages of construction, including
but not limited to initial site clearance, overexcavation work,
removal of compressible soils, fill placement and compaction,
moisture conditioning, soil compaction, footing excavations, and
trenching backfills.

The upper portion of the topsoil/alluvial soils shall be removed to

depths of competent soils in all areas to receive fill or settlement-

sensitive improvements. Deleterious material and porous soils shall
be completely removed if encountered at the bottom of grading
areas. After required removals, the exposed ground surface shall be
scarified to a minimum depth of 12 inches, moisture‘-coqditioned to
slightly above optimum moisture content and compacted to at least
90% of the maximum dry density. Fill soils may then be placed and

compacted in layers to the design finish grade elevations.

2%
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Cut and fill slopes shall not have inclinations steeper than 2:1
(horizontal: vertical). - |

Initial site preparation should include stripping of any topsoil,

surficial vegetation (native grass and weed growth), and trees

(including any root masses); these materials shall be disposed of off

site or in non-étrucnnal areas of the property.

To avoid soil saturation beneath strﬁctures, building pads shall be
properly finish graded after the buildings and other improvements
are in place so that drainage is directed away from foundations,
pavements, concrete slabs, and slope tops to controlled devices.
Prior to the issuance of grading ﬁermits, soil samples shall be tested
for corrosion. If improvements susceptible to corroéion (such as
concrete and metals) are planned to be in contact with soils having
corrosion characteristics, further evaluation by a corrosion engineer
shall be performed. These results and the recommendations from |
the corrosion engineer shall be reviewed and approved by the
County Geologist and forwarded to thé appropriate design team
members (i..e. project architect, engineer, etc.) for _inéorporation into

the building plans and implemented during construction.

After the completion of ‘rough grading, soils shall be tested for

soluble- sulfates. If soluble sulfates are found to be present and if
improvements susceptible to corrosion are planned in direct contact "
with soil or water containing high concentrations of soluble sulfates,
specialized concrete mix designs shall be used as recommended by a

qualified geotechnical engineer.

If soil is imported, it should be no more expansive or corrosive than

the on-site materials. Imported soil should be free of organic
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material and construction debris, and not contain rock larger than 12

inches in maximum dimension. Import soil shall be sampled and
approved by the project’s geotechnical consultant prior to its

transportation to the site.

H. Hazards and Haiardous Materials

1.

Impacts.

There are no known existing site conditions that could expose people or the
environment to toxic substances or hazardous.materials. During grading,
the potential exists for the discovery of buried hazardous materials, and the
potential discovery of such materials is evaluated as a significant impact.
Implementation of the mitigation measures identified below would reduce
this impact to less than significant levels.

With mandatory adherence to blasting requirements, no hazardous materials
releases would occur from blasting activities. | Also, improper use,
transportation, and handling of hazardous materials have the potential to
occur during construction. If businesses that use or store hazardous

materials occupy buildings on the project site, the business owners and

* operators would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and

local regulations to ensure proper use, storage, emission, and diéposal of
hazardous substances. With mandatory regulatbry compliance, the project
is not expected to pose a significant hazard to the public or the

environment,

No emergency facilities exist on the project site, and the site does not serve

as an emergency evacuation route. As such, project implementation would
not impair or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan. With approval by the Riverside County Fire

Department, approﬁriate emergency ingress and egress would be available
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to and from each parcel and building on the 'project site» to ensure public
safety. Therefore, impacts related to emergency response plans and
emergency evacuation plans would be less than significant.

Although the project site is located within one-quarter mile of three schools,
future on-site businesses that may use or store hazardous materials would
be required to comply with all applicable federal,. state, anﬁ local
regulations to ensure proper use, storage, and disposal of hazardous
substances. With mandatory regulatory coinpliance, hazardous materials
impacts to nearby schools would be less than significant.

The project site is not listed on any list of hazardous materials compiied
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, indicating no significant
impacfs wbuld ocCur.

The project site is located with the influence area of March Air Reserve
Bése. The project was reviewed by the Riverside County Airbort Land Use
Commission; which determined that the project is consistent with the
airport’s Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP). Therefore, impacts
associated with potential conflicts with an Airport Master Plan, Airport
Land Use Commission policies, or safety hazards to existing public airport
faciiitieé would be less than signiﬁcant._ In addition, the projéct site is not
located in the vicinity of a private airstip or heliport, indicating no impacts |
to such facilities would occur. |
Proposed on-site structures would be separated from off-site wildfire hazard
zones by paved areas, irrigated and drought-resistant landscaped areas,
roadway right-of-ways, and walls; therefore, the project would not expoée
people and structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death related to
wildfire.

Mitigation.

27
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The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid the potentially

2 significant impacts by the following rxiitigation measures, which are hereby
3 adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,
4 and Reporting Program. | |
5 a. Any hazardous or potentially hazardous material encountered during
6 site clearing, soil removal, and/or grading shall be evaluated by an
7 experienced envirom_nental consultant prior to removal, and shall be
8 ‘properly disposed of in accordance with federal, state and Riverside
9 County Departinent of Environmental Health requirements.
10 b. In the event that 'ény subsurface hazardous materials are found
1 during grading or constrﬁction, all activity in the area of discovery
12 and/or in an appropriate radius of the area of discovery shall
13 '

temporarily cease and the County of Riverside Department of

.)
—
+

Environmental Health shall be notified. Prior to the resumption of

15 any grading and/or .construction activity m the area of discovqy, the
16 site. shall be deemed safe by the Riverside County Department of
v Environmental Health.
8 c. If soil is to be exported to, from, or within the site during grading
1“9 and other construction activities, the transported soil shall be
2 sampled for contaminates (including petroleum hydrocarbons and
z; VOCS) prior to pfoposed use or.disposal. and handled in accordance
53 with prevailing environmental laws and regulations, including Land
24 Disposal Restrictions, if applicable.
25 d.  Users of hazardous materials suf:h as paints, roofing materials and
2% solvents during construction shall comply with applicable federal,
27 - state, and local regqlation requiring elimination and reduction of
. 8 waste at the source by prevention of leakage and bf segregation of

28
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hazardous wastes. To ensure compliance, a Construction Waste

Management Plan shall be- prepared and enforced by the
construction superintendent. o

e The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) required for the
project (see SEIR Subsection 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality)
shall include emergency procedures for accidental hazardous
materials releases during construction. The procedures shall include
necessary personal protective equipment, spill containment
procedures, and training of workers to respond to accidental
spills/releases. “The SWPPP also shall include Best Management
Practices for hazardous materials storage during construction to

minimize the potential for releases to occur,

1. Hydrology and Water Quality

1.

With implementation of the proposed ptqject, the drainage pattern of the
site would not be substantially altered and there would be no altel;ation ofa
stream or river course. As such, there would be nc; direct or indirect erosion
effects and no increased potential for flooding. .

The project woﬁld install storm drain facilities, including two water
quality/detention basins, so that runoff flows would not exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. Additionally, the
project is required to prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) and obtain coverage under Construction General Permit No. 99-
08-DWQ and to implement source control and treatment control BMPs as
specified in its Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP); all water quality

impacts would be below a level of significance.
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The project would not install any water wells or physically impact any
existing wells. project grading would not extend to the depth of the
groundwater table and water would continue to percolate into the
groundwater table in the same general manner as planned by Perris Valley
MDP. The project would, therefore, not result in any impacts associated
with the depletion or substantial interference with groundwater recharge or
groundwater supplies. |
The project site is not located within a 100-year or 500-year Flood Hazard
Area as mapped by the County or FEMA; therefore, no impacts associated
with flood hazards would occut.

The project would not expose people or structures to a significant loss,
injury, or death involving flooding becaﬁse the site is not located in mapped
flood zones or dam inundation zones and no new flood hazards would be
created by project construction or operation; therefore, a significant impact
would not occur.

The project would comply with all water quality standards and would not
otherwise adversely affect water quality in the area. With the mandatory
requirements to obtain coverage under Construction General Permit No. 99-
08-DWQ, prepare and implement a SWPPP, and implement source control

and treatment control BMPs as specified in the project’s WQMP, surface-

“and groundwater quality impacts would be below a level of significance.

The operation of the proposed Treatment Control Best Management
Practices will not result in significant environmental effects. The two
proposed water quality/detention basins will be designed to infiltrate or
drain W1thm the required 48 hours after storm events. - Therefore, the

inclusion of new stormwater Treatment Control Best Management Practices
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Noise -

as proposed by the project will not result in significant environmental
effects, including increased vectors and/or odors.

The project would not cause significant changes to absorption rates.
Although the rate and amount of surface runoff would be changed by the
project, this change would not cause or create adverse effects to any
element of the physical environment; impacts would be less than
significant.

Construction and operation of the project would not result in 2 measurable
change to the amount of surface water in any water body, and such impacts
would be less than significant.

Mitigation,

None required.

Impacts.

The project site is within the March Aif Reserve Base Airport Influence
Area Safety Zone Area III, but as an industrial and warehouse distribution
business center, the project site is not considered fp be a noise-sensitive
land use. As such, single event noise levels from periodic aircraft
overflight would not signiﬁcaﬁtly impact the proposed project.

The project site is located approximately 2.1 miles northwest of the
privately-owned public use Perris Vélley Airport, but as an industrial and
warehouse distribution business center, the project site is not considered to
be a noise-sensitive land use. As such, single event noise levels from
periodic aircraft overflight would not significantly impact the proposed

project.
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The project is not considered to be a noise-sensitive land use; therefore,
proposed uses on the project site would not be signiﬁcéntly impacted by
noise.

During projeét construction, noise impacts to surrounding land uses would
be reduced to below a significant level through mandatory compliance with
County Ordinance No. 847 and the mitigation meas-ures specified below.
During project operation, stationary noise impacts could occur to
surrounding noise sensitive land uses from ﬁoise sources such as truck
loading, operations with forklifis, and truck movements; therefore, the
project’s contributions to surrounding noise sensitive land uses would be
significant. Implementation of the mitigation measures listed below would
ensure that operational noise impacts are reduced to less than significant |-
levels. |

Traffic generated by the project would not ihcrease noise levels on public
roads by the “barely perceptible” level of 3.0 dBA CNEL; therefore, the
proje;ct’s confributions to off-site roadway noise increases would be less
than significant, '

Because. of the proximity of portions of Building 6 to the BNSF railroad
line, Building 6 has the potential to experience vibration levels that would
interfere with vibration-sensitive activities and precision equipment. Long-
term impacts related to railroad vibration are potentially significant for
tenants located in Building 6. Implementation of the mitigétion measure
listed below would reduce this impact to less than signiﬁca_nt levels.
Because of the potential for nearby sensitive receptors to be impacted by
vibration as a result of rock blasting during construction activitiés, short- |.

term impacts are regarded as significant. Implementation of the mitigation
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measures listed below would reduce this impact to less than significant

levels.

Mitigation,

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid the potentially

significant impacts by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,

and Reporting Program.

a.

Prior tb construction activities,vthe Project Developer shall prepare a
construction noise mitigation program to be implemented
throughout project comﬁucﬁon. This program shall include noise
monitoring at selected noise sensitive locations, monitoring of
complaints, and identiﬁcéﬁon and mitigation of the major sources of
noise.

Concurrent with excavation and grading activities, construction
contractors shall equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile,
with properly operating and maintaiﬁed mufflers consistent with
manufactures’ standards. |

Concurrent with all construction activities, the construction
contractor shall locate all stationary construction equipment so that
emitted noise is dirécted away from sensitive receptors nearest the
project site (reSidentiai homes located to the west and south).
Concurrent with construction activities, the construction contractor
shall limit haul deliveries of construction materials to the same
hours specified for construction activity by Riverside County
Ordinanée No. | 847. To the extent feasible, construction material
haul vehicles should not use Nuevo Road or Webster Avenue |

adjacent to the project boundary and haul routes in general should
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not pass sensitive land uses or residential dwellings when another

feasible route is available.

Construction activity on West Nuevo Road west of “A” Street shall

be limited to vehicular and truck traffic. This restriction shall be

noted on all construction _drawings and be specified in construction

confracts.

Solid noise attenuation barriers shall be constructed along the

project’s northern, western, southwestern, and southern boundaries

as follows. The barrier shall consist of a solid noise attenuation wall

or other comparable noise attenuation barrier.

1.

A 6-foot-high barrier shall be constructed along the entire length

‘» of the northern project boundaiy

A 550-foot long, 6-foot-high barrier shall be constructed along
Webster Avenue from the project’s northwestern corner, south
along the site’s western boundary. From that point a 4-foot-high
barrier shall be constructed along Webster Avenue along the
site’s western boundary south to the southwestern corﬁer of the
site; across from the Webster Avenue/Pooley Drive intersection.
A 12-foot-high barrier shall be constructed along the entire
length. of the project’s southern bom&ary where the boundary
abuts residential property.

A 6-foot-high bartier shall be constructed along the southern
project boundary where the boundary is adjacent to Nuevo Road.
A 12-foot-high barrier shall-be constructed along the northern
boundary of Parcel 8.

A 12-foot-high barrier shall be built either a}ong the western
bouﬁdary of the detention/water quality basin in Parcel 6 or
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h.

along the southern boundary of the detention/water quality basin

in Parcel 6.

As a condition.of the projeét’s occupancy permits, driveway and
loading dock closures shall be required in the southwestern and-
southern portions of the site from 10 p.m. to 7 am., as follows:.

1. 'For ‘implementation of Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option A), all

loading docks positioned on the southern facades of Buildings 2,
and 6, and ﬁe fagade of Building 7 shall be closed during the

hours of 10 p.m. and 7 a.m.

. For implementation of Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option A), all

loading areas, driveway isles and parking areas positioned

‘between the southem facades of Buildings 2 and 6 and thé

. parcels’ southern boundaries and the facades of Building 7 and

the parcel’s southern and western boundaries shall be closed

during the hours of 10 p.m. and 7 a.m.

. For implementation of Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option B), all

loading docks positioned on the southern facades of Buildings 1,
and 6, and the fagade of Building 7 shall be closed during the

hours of 10 p.m. and 7 am.

. For implementation of Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option B), all

loading areaé, driveway aisles, anq parking areas positioned
between the southern facades of Buildings 1 and 6 and the
parcels’ southern boundaries and the facades of Building 7 and
the parcel’s southern and western boundaries shall be closed

during the hours of 10 p.m. and 7 a.m.

At least 24 hours before rock blasting or drilling occur during

‘construction activities that may affect nearby sensitive land uses
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K. Public Services

(residential homes located west and south of the site), the project

Developer or construction contractor shall post clearly visibie

notifications along Nuevo Road and Webster Avenue, and include

contact infpnnation for questions or complainis.

Traditional rock blasting methods shall not occur within 200 feet of
any sensitive receptor (occupied residential home). In these areas,

rock breaking must be performed with non-explosive methods.

The project’s construction contractor shall use seismographs to

measure vibrations during all blasting operations, and shall design

the blasting activities in order to limit the peak particle velocity to

less than 2.0 inches per second.

Information regarding vibration effects from the BNSF railroad shall

be provided to owners and tenants of Building 6 in all sales and

leasing literature, Information shall disclose that Building 6 couldv
be affected by train-related vibration and uses with vibration-

sensitive activities and precision equipment may be adversely

affected.

1. Impacts.

The project would be adequately served by Fire Station No. 1 and would

not require the construction or alteration of a fire protection facility. With

mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance Nos. 460, 787,

and 659.7, and project-generated increases in the County’s tax base that

funds fire protection services, indirect impacts on fire protection services

would be reduced to a level below significance. |

Indirect population growth due to the project would not result in the need to

construct a new sheriff’s station or to expand an existing station. With
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L.

Recreation

1.

mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 460 and

kproject—generated increases in the County’s tax base that funds sheriff

services, indirect impacts on sheriff’s protection services would be reduced
to a level below significance.

The project would not generate a resident population requiring public

_ school or public library services; no impact would occur.

The project would create nominal demand on County public health services.
With mandatory compliance with Riverside Couﬁty Ordinance No. 460 and
the ongoing payment of County taxes that fund health services, any imi)acts
would be reduced to a level below significance. .

Mitigation. |

None required.

Impacts.
A segment of a County-planned community trail would be constructed

along the southern boundary of the site paralleling Nuevo Road. The
construction and operation of this trail segment is an intégral part of the
proposed project and would have less than significant adverse effects on the
physical environment.

Project-generated demand on existing recreational resources would be very
low. 'Any incidental use of existing recreational resources by the project’s
employees and visitors would not accelerate or cause substéntial physical
deteriora‘tion of existing recreational facilities, and impacts would be less
than significant. ,
The project site is not located within a County Service Area (CSA) or

within a recreation and park district; therefore, this is no potential for the
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project to cause adverse physical impacts within a CSA or recreation and
park district boundary.

The project would have no physical impacts on the location of planned
County community trails along Webster Avenue and Nuevo Road. The
Webster Avenue trail is planned to occur along the west side of the road
opposite the project site. The ‘proposed project accommodates the Nuevo
Road trail along the site’s southern boundary. The project would have less
than significant impécts on tra11 operation because no new driveways or
other vehicular access points would occur along Webster Avenue or Nuevo
Road and landscaping would occur between the trails and the proposed |-

project’s buildings and vehicular use areas, Impacts to recreational trails

| would be less than significant.

Mitigation.

None required.

M. Transportation and Traffic

1.

Impacts.

The project would not have a significant parking impact because it is

~ designed to provide more parking spaces than required by Riverside County

Ordinance No. 348.. '

The project would not interfere with air traffic patterns at the March Air
Reserve Base, or any other airport; impacts 'would therefore be less than
significant.

The movement of people and goods to and from the project site would not
directly involve transportation by water, rail, or air. Any indirect use of
water, rail, or air transport v§0u1d not result in the need to alter
transportation patterns. Impacts to waterborne, rail, and air traffic would

therefore be less than significant.
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The project would not increase the severity of an existing hazardous

roadway or transportation condition and would not create any new
transportation conflicts or hazards; therefore, impacts due to hazards of a
design feature or incompatible uses would be less than‘ significant,

Loaded trucks accessing the proj ect site would be heavy in weight and have
the potential to cause accelerated roadway maintenance issues. Failure to
construct Harvill Avenue improvements to specifications needed to carry
truck traffic volumes could résult in a significant impact associated with
road maintenance. - Implementation of the mitigation measure identiﬁed
below would feduce this impact to less than significant levels.

Roads adjacent to the project site may be temporarily affected by temporary
construction detours or delays. Implementation of the mitigation measures
listed below would reduce near-term construction-related impacts to less
than significant levels.

Adequate emergency vehicle access would be provided to the project site at
all times. The project would not caﬁse inadequate emergency access to
nearby uses; therefore, impacts related to emergency access would be less
than significant. .

The project would be in compliance with the Cdunty’s General Plan
policies regarding alternative transportation. A community trail is planned
to occur along the north side of Nuevo Road ahd the project accommodates
this trail by proposing to construct a 12-foot wide trail within a 14-foot
wide easement. Therefore, the project’s impacts to adopted policies

supporting alternative transportation WO_uld be less than significant.

- Mitigation.

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid these potentially

significant impacts by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby
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adopied and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,

2 and Reporting Program. '

3 a. Improvements to Harvill Avenue that are the responsibility of the

4 project as specified in the project’s conditions of approval issued by

5 the Riverside County Transportation Department shall be

6 constructed with a traffic index of 9.0 with a minimum asphalt

7 concrete (A.C.) ’rbiclcﬁess of 046 fect to alleviate increased

8 maintenance issues associated with heavy weight vehicles. |

9 b. Prior to the commencement of construction of the proposed project,
10 a traffic managément plan shall be developed by the construction
1 supervisor to minimize traffic flow interference from construction
12 activities. Const:uction traffic’ shall be scheduled to not interfere
13

with peak hour traffic on adjacent foadways and to minimize

=N

obstruction of through traffic lanes. If necessary, a flag person shall

1 be retained by the construction supervisor to control construction
16 traffic into and out of the site, and to maintain safety on adjacent
7 roadways during construction.

1.8. N. Utility and Service Systems

P 1. Impacts.

20 Water would be conveyed to the site by gravity through EMWD’s existing
z; water line network from the Cajalco water storage tank. The installation Qf
03 local water lines to service the project would result in less than significant
” environmental impact. With the exception of local water conveyance lines,
95 the project would not require the installation of any- additional water
2% facilities that could result in significant environmental impacts. Therefore,

)

impacts associated with the construction or expansion of water treatment

o
~J

o
o

facilities would be less than significant.
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EMWD will service the project with domestic water based on planned and

existing water supplies as documented in its Urban Water Managemént

Plan and a Water Suppiy Assessment prepared for the project. Adequate

water supplies are available to service the site, and no new or expanded

water entitlemeﬁts would be needed that could result in significant

environmental impacts. Impacts to water supplies would be less than

significant. |

Project-generated wéstewéter would be treated at the Perris Valley Regional

Water Reclamation Facility, The installation of local sewer lines to service

the project would result in a less than significant environmental impact.

Development of the project would not require or result in a need for

construction or expansion of wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore,

project impacts to wastewater treatment capacity and the construction of
wastewater treatment facilities Woﬂd be less than significant. ‘

The project would generate constrﬁction and operational waste requiring

disposal at a landfill. The contribution to daily or total landfill capacity

from the disposal of waste is considered a potentially significant cumulative

impact. Implementation of the mitigation measures identified below would
reduce this cumulative impact to less than significant levels.

The project would comply with all applicable federal, state, and local

statutes and regulations related to solid waste disposal, reduction, and

~recycling. Therefore, impacts due to non-compliance with federal, state,

and local statutes and regulations related to solid wastes would be less than
significant. | ‘

Utility extensions to the project would be constructed on site. Off-site .
utilities would be constructed within existing roadway rights-of-way and

not cause significant adverse environmental impact. = Therefore, the
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construction of facilities needed to serve the site would result in less than

2 signiﬁcant impacts.
3 2.  Mitigation.
4 The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid t_he poténtially
5 significant impacts by the following mitightion measures, which are hereby
6 adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,
7 and Reporting Program.
3 a. At least 75% of all non-hazardous project construction debris shall
9 be recycled and/or salvaged. . .
10 b. Prior to the issuance of building permits, Planning/Recycling
1 Division of the Riverside County Waste Management Department ‘
12 shall be advised by the Project beveloper of all efforts that will be
13

pursued at the project site relating to recycling and waste reduction

. X
KN

during construction and- operation. The Project Developer shall

o implement all recycling and waste reduction measures required by

6 Riverside County.

v BE IT. FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the following impacts

' potentially resuiting from the project’s approval cannot be fully mitigatéd and will be only partially

19 avoided or lessened by the mitigation measures hereinafter specified; a statement of overriding findings is

20 therefore included herein:

Z A.  Land Use —‘Proiect-SDecific

s 1.  Impacts. | |

4 The project is expeqted to exceed the California Ambient Air Quality

55 Standards (CAAQS) during.short-term construction due to emissions of

%6 particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5 (locali;ed)) and long-term operational

27 _ emissions of VOCs, NOx, CO, and PMI0 (regional), even with-

‘ 8 ' ‘ - implementation of the mitigation measures identified below to address the
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project’s significant adverse air quality impacts. These levels of emissions
would represent a significant and »direct conflict with the South Coast Air
Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP). Thus, because the project will exceed the CAAQS, the project
will not be compliant with‘_ the AQMP, and a significant and unmitigable

impact would occur.

Mitigation.

Mitigation measures are identified below under the issue area of Air
Quality. No additional mitigation measures are available to reduce the
project’s conflict with the SCAQMD AQMP during consiruc_:tion and long-
term operation of the project beyond those identified below for Air Quality.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the implementation of the mitigation

measures described below for the issue of Air Quality will not be sufficient
to mitigate impacts due to a conflict with the SCAQMD AQMP during
construction and long-term operation to below levels of significance. Even
with implementation of all feasible mitigation measures, the project would
exceed the CAAQS during short-term ;:onstniction for emissions of
particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5 (localized)) and long-term operational
emissions of VOCs, NOX, CO, and PM10 (regional).

The significant and unavoidable land use impacts may be further reduced

under the No Project/No Development Alternative, No Project/

- Implementation of PM No. 35350 Alternative, and Reduced Project

Alternative discussed in the Final SEIR, but the SEIR identifies no other
mitigation measures or alternatives that would reduce these impacts to a
level of less than significant. The- Cc;unty finds that specific economic,

legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the No

- Project/No Development Alternative, No Project/Implementation of PM
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No. 35330 Alternative, Reduced Project Alternative, and Modified Southern
Perimeter Design Alternative, even though implementation of any of these
alternatives‘ would reduce these impacts, as described more fully in the
SEIR and these Findings. In that regard:

(a) The No Project/No Development Alternative, No
Project/Implementation of PM No. 35330 Altemative, and Reduced Project-
Alternative will not allow the County to fully achieve the goals and
objectives of the pfoject, as provided on page 3-1 of the Draft SEIR.

(b) The economic opportunities provided by the project justify these
impacts and render the No Project/No Development Alternative, No
Project/Impiementation of PM No. 35330 Alternative, Reduced Project
Alternative, and Modified Southern Peﬁmeter Design Alternative infeasible
and/or unacceptable. With respect to the No Project/No Develdpment '
Alternative, the alternative would do nothing to alleviate the jobs/housing
balanée deficit in the County in furtherance of the County General Plan
policies. Further, this alternative would be economicaily infeasible because
the project appli@t purchased the project site to develop the project and
would receive no return on its investment if the project did not go forward.
As compared to the proposed project, fewer jobs would be created by the
No Project/Implementation of PM No. 35330, Reduced Project, and
Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternatives. |

(c) "The No Project/No Development Alternative would not
implemeﬁt the policies and vision of the County General Plan Business Park
land use designation and would not be consistent with the Redevelopment |
Agency for the County of Riverside’s I-215 Corridor Project Area, which

identifies the project site among 9,720 acres of property along the 1-215 as

_an area targeted for redevelopment and job growth. The Reduced Project
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B.

Altemnative and the No Project/Implementation of PM No. 35330
Alternative also are inconsistent with the Business Park land use
designation because neither alternative would achieve the recommended
floor area ratio ("FAR”) as set fdrth in the Business Park designation.
Further, the No Project/Implementation of PM No. 35330 Alternative,
Reduced Project Altemative; and Modified Southern Perimeter Design
Alternative would not be as effective in implementing the Redevelopment
Agency for the County of Riverside’s I-215 Corridor Project as would the
project. ‘

. (d) The Modified Southern Perimeter Design Altemative would
reduce, but would not eliminate, the project’s conflict with the SCAQMD
AQMP. Under this alteﬁlative, there would only be an approximate 4%
reduction in building area. Similar to the proposed project, the building
intensity proposed under this altemative; would exceed the growth
assumptions as stated in the SCAQMD AQMP, and adoption of this
alternative would result in only a minor and incremental reduction in

building square footage as compared to the proposed project.

~ Any land use impacts due to an inconsistency with the SCAQMD AQMP

remaining following the implementation of the mitigation measures
specified for the issue area of Air Quality are determined to be acceptable
due to the overriding social, economic, environmental, or other benefits of
the project, as more fully set forth in the Statement of Overriding

Considerations set forth below.

Air Quality — Project-Specific and Cumulative

L.

Impacts.
Implementation of the proposed project would conflict with the |

SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) because project
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emissions would exceed the California Ambient Air Quality Standards.
Specifically, the project would exceed the CAAQS during grading and
construction activities for emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, and PM10 and

would exceed the SCAQMIY’s localized significance thresholds (LSTs) for

"PM2.5 and PM10. These impacts would be reduced with the application of

 standard regulatory requirements and the mitigation measures listed below,

but the project’s construction—related impacts would not be reduced to
below a level of significance and no additional feasible mitigation measures
are available to further reduce‘the impact.

The project also would exceed the CAAQS during long-term operational
activities for emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, and PM10. Operational impacts

to air quality would be reduced with the application of standard regulatory

requirements and the mitigation measurés listed below, but the project’s

operational-related impacts would not be reduced to below a levei of
significance and no additional feasible mitigaﬁon measures are available to
further reduce the impact.

Construction activities would result in short-term direct impacts to air

‘quality associated with VOCs, NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions. |

Localized significance thresholds also would be exceeded for PM10 and
PM2.5 during construction. Long-term direct operational impacts
associated with VOCs, NOx, CO, and PM10 emissions also would result
from project implementation. Although standard regulatory requirements
and the enforcement of the mitigation measures listed below would reduce
these near- and 1ong-term impacts, the level of emissions following
mitigation would remain above the SCAQMD thresholds of significance.
Therefore, near-tenﬁ construction activities and long-term operation of the

project would result in violations of existing air quality standards for the
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criteria pollutants identified above and would contribute to an existing air
quality violation for particulate matter, and these impacts would remain
significant and unmitigable even following the incorporation of all feasible
mitigation. | |

As noted above, emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 during project construction
would exceed criteria pollutant thresholds established by the SCAQMD.
Furthermore, the emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 during project operation
would exceed criteria pollutant thresholds established by the SCAQMD.
Additionally, results of the LSTs analysis indicate that construction.
éctivities associated with the proposed pioject would exceed the LSTs for
PM10 and PM2.5 emission thresholrds set forth by the SCAQMD. The
South Coast Air Basin ("SCAB") fails to meet the national air quality
standards for ozone, PM10, and PM2.5, and is therefore considered a non-
attainment area for these pollutants. Because the SCAB is located in a non-

attainment ai‘ea for PM10 and PM2.5, project-related emissions of these

. pollutants during near-term construction and long-term operation would.

result in a éumulaﬁvely cor;siderable net.increase of criteria pollutants for
Which the project region is non-attainment. Although application of
standard regulatory requirements and the mitigation measures identified
below would reduce project-related air quality impacts, these impacts would
rémain significant and unmitigable.

Emissions of diesel particilate matter (DPM) would be considered

significant at the point of maximum impact; however, no sensitive receptors

are currently located at the point of maximum impact. Construction of the

project would also expose sensitive receptors to PMI10 and PM2.5
emissions.  Application of standard regulatory requirements and the

mitigation measures identified below would reduce project-related air

47




®

- T - NN - LY, T S VO R O

[ T Y —
[\ R N o ]

@
'S

E 8 RV REE S &3 & &

N
~J

N
o

quality impacts to nearby sensitive receptors during both construction and

long-term operation; however, additional mitigation is not available to

reduce these impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, these

impacts would remain significant and unmitigable.

Mitigation.

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid these potentially significant

impacts by the following mitigation measures, which are hereby adopted

and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring, and

Reporting Program.

a.

Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the County of
Riverside shall ensure that construction and grading plans include

statements that work crews must shut off equipment when not in

. use. Idling times shall be limited to five (5) minutes or less.

Prior to the commencement of construction activities, the pr(;ject
Developer and/or construction supervisor shall post signs on the site
indicating that vehicular travel on unpaved roads shall be limited to
speeds of 15 miles per hour or less.

Concurrent with construction activities, regularly scheduled engine
maintenance. to minWe equipment emissions shall be performed
by the contractor. The contractor(s) shall maintain a construction
equipment maintenance log that is available for inspection by the
Couﬁty upon request.

Concurrent with construction activities, the construction coniractor
shall utilize CARB Tier I, 10, or III certified equipment or better, as
follows: 1 Dozer — CARB Tier I, 1 Dozer — CARB Tier I, 6
Scrapers — CARB Tier III, 2 Scrapers — CARB Tier I, 1 Blade -
CARB Tier 1.
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The Project Developer shall prepare a Fugitive Dust Control Plan,.

which shall be submitted to the Riverside County Building and

Safety Department. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall include,

but not be ﬁmited to, the following measures:

L.

Concurrent with . construction activities, the construction
supervisor shall use periodic watering ‘for" short-term
stabilization of disturbed surface area and haul roads to
minimize visible fugitive dust emissions. .Watering, with
complete coverage of disturbed areas, shall occur at least three
times a day, preferably in the mid-morning, afternoon, and
following the completion of work for the day. |

Concurrent with construction activities, the construction
supervisor shall reduce “spill-over” effects by preventing soil

erosion, washing dirt from vehicles entering public roadways,

. and washing/sweeping project access to public roadways on a

regular schedule. All streets shall be swept once a day if visible
soil materials are carried to adjacent sireets. Wheel washers
shall be installed where vehicles el}ter and exit unpaved roads
onto paved roads.

Immediately after clearing, grading, earthmoving or excavation
is completed, the construction supervisor shall ensure that the
entire area of disturbeci soil is treated with non-toxic soil
stabilizers if subsequent development is delayed or expected to
be delayed more than five days. Chemical soils stabilizers, if
used, shall be applied according to manufacturers’ instructions.

If the delay in construction is due to precipitation that dampens
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the disturbed soil sufficiency to eliminate visible fugitive dust

2 emissions, this measure is not required.
3 4. The construction supervisor shall ensure that the entire area of
4 disturbed soil shall Be covered with a vegetative ground cover
5 within 21 working days if active operations cease. -
6 5. Concurrent with construction activities, the construction
7 supervisor shall ensure all soil stockpiled for more than two days
8 is covered, kept moist, or treated with soil binders to prevent |
9 dust generation.
10 6. During clearing, grading, earthmoving, excavation, or |
1 transportation of cut or fill materials, water trucks or sprinkler
12 systems shall be used at least two times per day to prevent dust
13

from leaving the site.

- 7
g

7. Concurrent with construction activities, the construction

15 supervisor shall ensure all clearing, grading, earthmoving, or
6 excavation activities cease when winds exceed 25 miles per hour.
7 averages over a one-hour duration.
8 8. Trucks transporting soil, sand, cut or fill materials and/or
v construction debris to or from the site shall be tarped from point
% of origin. |
21 f In order to reduce localized project impacts to sensitive receptors in'|-
22 the project vicinity during construction, the construction supervisor
23 shall ensure that equipment staging areas are positioned at least 300
2 4 feet away from the sensitive receptors (residential homes) to the
95 north, south, and west of the project site. .

2 g. A construction traffic control plan shall be prepared by the Project

Developer and submitted to the Riverside County Transportation

v
~J
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Department for review and approval. The construction traffic
control plan shall require the following:

1. Timed construction activities so as to not interfere with peak
hour traffic and minimize obstruction of through traﬁ'ch lanes
adjacent to the site;

2. A flag person to maintain safety aﬁd smooth traffic flow
adjacent to existing roadways during all phases of cohstructiom

3. Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow on the
arterial system to off-peak hours, to the extent practical; and

4. Routing of constl'liction trucks awa;y from congested streets and

residential areas, to the extent practical.
Coatings and solvents with a VOC content lower than required

under SCAQMD Rule 1113 (100 grams/liter of VOC) shall be used,
if commercially available. Construction drawings shall indicate that
contractors shall use High Pressure Low Volume (HPLV) paint
applicators with a minimum transfer efficiency of 50% or other
application techniques with equivalent or hig'her transfer efficiency.
Signs shall be posted along public roadways abutting the project
site, indicating the contact name and phone number of the entity to
be contacted to report concems about airborne dust during project
construction. The entity shall either be a Riverside County, project
contractor, or project applicant representative who is designated to
resolve such concerns.

Prior to construction activities, the Project Developer shall ensure
the future locations of permanent truck routing signs are indicated
on construction drawings. These truck routing signs shall be located
at project’s primary vehicular driveway exit points and direct traffic |
to'I-215. The signs shall be installed prior to issuance of the first

certificate of occupancy.
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Prior to the approval of a building permit for any building over
100,000 s.f., the County Planning Department shall review the
parking lot striping and security gating plan to ensure that on-site
truck parking areas are adequate and allow for overnight parking to
minimize trucks parking on streets outside the project boundary.

All buildings shall exceed minimum statewide energy requirements
a minimum of 10% beyond Title 24. The list of energy efficient
features shall be included on construction drawings and buildings |
plans, and approved by the Riverside County Department of
Building and Safety.

Prior to final building inspection for any building, the Riverside
County Planning Department shall verify that an easily accessible
area that serves the entire building is dedicated to the collection and

storage of non-hazardous materials for recycling.

" Prior to final building 1nspect10ns sign(s) stating that “EXTENDED

IDLING OF TRUCK ENGINES IS NOT PERMITTED” shall be
located at the entrance to warehouse facilities and at truck parking
areas. The sign(s) shall not be less than twenty four inches square

and shall provide directions to truck parking spaces with electrical
hookups.

Tenants receiving shipping container refrigerator units (RUs) shall

provide electrical hookups at all loading dock door positions as part
of the tenant improvement project for the building. The use of truck
engines -or auxiliary gencrators to power refrigerated shipping
containers for more than five (5) minutes is not permitted.
Installation of electrical hook-ups shall be verified by Riverside
County as part of final building inspections. '

Loading dock positions that receive shipping container refrigerator
units (RUs) shall not be located within 300 meters of any off-site
seﬁsitive receptor (residential home, school, day-care center). This
prohibition shall be verified by Riverside County as part of final

building inspections.
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q. Prior to the approval of Site Plans and/or Plot Plans, the County

Planning Departmeht shall ensure that on-site stacking distances,

truck check-in points, and driveways are placed and designed to

prevent queuing of trucks outside the project boundary
Notwithstanding _the foregoing, the implementation of the mitigation
measures described above will not be sufficient to mitigate impacts to air
quality to below levels of signiﬁcance. Even with implementation of all
feasible mitigation measures; the project would conflict with the SCAQMD
AQMP because near-term construction emissions would exceed the
CAAQS for emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, PM2.5, and PM10, and would
exceed the SCAQMD’s localized significance thresholds (LSTs) for PM 2.5
and PM10. Also, the project would exceed the CAAQS during long-term
operational activities for emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, and PM10. Project-
related emissions during construction and long-term operation also would |
be significant because project-related emissions of PM2.5 and PM10 would
contribute to an existing air quality violation within the South Coast Air
Basin. Project-related emissions &uring both construction. and long-term
operation also have' the pofential to expose nearby sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. '
The significant and unavoidable air quality impacts may be further reduced
uﬁder the No Project/No Development Aliernative, No Project/
Implementation of PM No. 35350 Altetnative, Reduced Project Alternative,
and Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative discussed in the Final
SEIR, but the SEIR identifies no other mitigation measures or alternatives
that would reduce these impacts to a level of less than significant. The
County finds that speciﬁc economic, legal, social, technological, or other

considerations fnake infeasible the No Project/No Development Alternative,
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No Project/Implementation of PM No. 35350 Alternative, Reduced Project

Alternative, and Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative that
would reduce these impacts, as described more fully in the SEIR and these
Findings. The No Project/No Development Alternative, No
Project/Implementation of PM No. 35350 Alternative, Reduced Project
Alternative, and Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative will not
allow the County fully to achieve the goals and objectives of the project, as
provided on page 3-1 of the Draft SEIR. In particular, the economic
opportunities provided by the project justify these impacts and render the
No Project/No Development Alternative, No Project/Implementation of PM
No. 35350 Alternative, Reduced Project Alternative, and Modified Southern
Perimeter Design Alternative inféa’sible and/or unacceptable.

Any remaining air quality impacts are determined to be acceptable due to
the overriding social, economic, environmental, or other benefits of the .'
project, as more fully set forth in the Statement of Overriding

Considera’;ions set forth below.

C. = Circulation and Traffic — Cumulative Impacts

L.

Impact:

The project would generate approximately 6,400 daily vehicle trips in
passenger car equivalents, Which Would contribute traffic to two
intersections that are projected to operate below acceptable levels of service
in the near-term and nine intersections that are proj ected to operate below
acceptable levels of service in the cﬁmﬁlaﬁve condition. Project traffic may
pass through these intersections before planned intersection improvements
are made to improve their operation to acceptable service levels. Impacts

would remain significant and unmitigable to two intersections in the near-
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term and eight intersections in the cumulative condition prior to the
completion of required improvements.

The project would contribute traffic to segments of Interstate 215 that

- already operate below acceptable levels of service. Impacts would be

cumulative and temporary in nature and would be alleviated when planned
improvements are constructed by Caltrans and service levels improve. The

project’s incremental contribution of traffic to I-215 mainline segments is

_considered a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact, until freeway

segment improvements are made by Caltrans. The Riverside County

Transportation Commission ("RCTC") rcccnﬂy approved funding to

complete the [-215 widening. It is estimated that ﬁe widening will be

complete from I-15 in Temecula up to Nuevo Road by 2012 and the

widening will be complete from Nuevo Road up to State Route 60 by 2015.

Thus, it is estimated that this temporary cumulative -impact will be

alleviated by 2015.

Mitigation:

The project has been modified to mitigate or avoid this potentially

signiﬁcémt impact by the following mitigation measures, which are h‘ereby'

adopted and will be implemented as provided in the Mitigation, Monitoring,
and Reporting Program. -

a, At the intersection of Harvill Avenue (NS) at A Street (EW) / Street
“A” (EW), the project shall install intersection improvements in
accordance with the ‘. geometric configuration specified in the
project’s conditions of approval issued by the Riverside County
Transportation Department. These improvements shall include the

installation of a traffic signal and the construction of dual
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northbound and soufhbound left turn lanes and a westbound right

turn lane.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the implementation of 'thc mitigation |
measure described above may not be sufficient to mitigate impacts to two
intersections in the near-term and eight intersections in the cumulative
condition, because project traffic may pass trough these intersections before
planned improvements are installed. Finally, the identified mitigation
would not be sufficient to mitigate impacts to the freeway mainline system.
The freeway system is under the authority of Caltrans. There is no
mechanism available for payment of fair share confribuﬁons to Caltrans to
mitigate freeway impacts.
As noted above, the RCTC has plans to widen the [-215. According to é
recent press announcement, the RCTC approved funding for the completion
of the entire I-215 widening project from the junction of I-15/I-215 in
Temecula to State Route 60 in Riverside. The widening will cover 29.25
miles and is designed to relievé traffic congestion and improve freeway
operation. However, until physical improvements are completed and
acceptable levels of service are maintained, the project’s temporary
cumulative impact will remain significant. As noted above, it is estimated
that the I-215 widening project will be complete by 2015, with the segment
from Temecula at the I-15 up to Nuevo Road (Where the project is located)
completed by 2012.
Thé sigrﬁﬁcant and unavoidéble cumulativq impacts to study area
intersec;ﬁons and freeway segmentsAmay be further reduced under the No
Project/No Development Alternative, Reduced Project Alternative, and
Modified Southemn P;arifneter Design Alternative discussed in the Final '

SEIR, but the SEIR identifies no other mitigation measures or alternatives
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that would reduce these cumulative impacis. Until the I-215 improvements

- planned by RCTC are physically constructed (estimated to be complete by

- 2015), impacts to freeway mainline segments remain significant and

unmitigable under any alternative except for the No Project/No

Development Alternative. In addition, near-term impacts to study area

intersections would remain impacted until TUMF or other County funding

sources identify funding for the necessary improvements. The County finds

that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible the No Project/No Development Alternative, No

Project/Implementation of PM No. 35350 Alternative, Reduced Project

Altemative, and Modified Southern Perimete; Design Altemaiive described

more fully in the SEIR and these Findings. The No Project/No

Development Alternative, Reduced Project Alternative, and the Modified

Southern Perimeter Design Alternative will not allow the County to fully

achieve the goals and objectives of the project, as provided on page 3-1 of
the Draft SEIR. In particular, the economic opportunities provided by the

project justify these impacts and render the No Project/No Development

Alternative, Modified Southermn Design Alternative, and Reduced Project

Alternative infeasible and unaceegtable. In additio.n,z the No

Project/Implementation of PM No. 35350 Alternative would result in an

increase of appfoximately 75 average daily vehicle trips as compared to the |
proposed project; therefore, adoption of this alternative would result in
increased impaets as compared to,the proposed project and is deemed
unacceptable for this reason.

Near-term and cumulative impacts to study area intersections and |
cumulative impact to freeway segments are determined to be acceptable due

to the overriding social, economic, environmental, or other benefits of the
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project, as more fully set forth in the Statement of Overriding

Considerations set forth below.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED b;y the Board of Supervisors that it has considered the following

alternatives identified in the SEIR in light of the environmental impacts which cannot be fully mitigated,

avoided, or substahtially lessened and has rejected those alternatives as infeasible for the reasons

hereinafter stated:

A. No Project/No Development (“No Development™) Alteinative

L

The No Project/No Development Alternative (hereafter the “No
Development” Alternative) allows the decision-makers to compare the
impacts of approving the proposed project against the impacts that would
occur if the site were to remain undeveloped for the foreseeable ﬁltﬁre. The
104.45-acre project site m its existing condition contains three occupied
residential homes, fences, tree stumps, and 10 to 15 small trees. Vegetation‘
on the project site is highly disturbed due to past residential development on
the western portion of the site and agricultural use on the eastern portion of
the site. | |

The No Devélopment Alternative W;)uld fail to implement ﬁu_a Riverside
Cdunty General Plan and Mead Valley Area Plan, which designate the
project site t“or development of Business Park (BP) land uses.
Improvements to Nuevo Road, Harvill Avenue, and Webster Avenue would
not be implemented under this alternative, and a public recreational trail
along the community trail segment along the project site’s southern
boundary with Nuévo Road would not be constructed. Erosion and
sedimentation would continue under existing conditions.

The project as proposed is estimated to provide up to 1,000 jobs during the
operational phase. Temporary construction jobs would also be created for

the construction phase of the project. The No Project/No Development
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Alternative would fail to provide additional employment opportunities for
nearby residents. The Riverside County General Plan Pr0g1_~am SEIR No.
441 concluded that Riverside County is “rich in housing and poor in jobs.”
Furthermore, Riverside County General Plan Program SEIR No. 441 states,
“this means that residents of Riverside County are traveling to surrouﬁding
counties to work, which, in turn equates to longer commute times, increased
air quality impacts, and a lower quality of life.” The No Project/No
development Alternative would do nothing to alleviate the jobs/housing
balance in the County.

Because no discretionary action would be required, MSHCP fee payment
per County Ordinance No. 810 would not be required.

The No Project/No Development Alternative would not be consistent with

the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside’s I-215 Corridor

" Project Area. The Redevelopment Area identifies 9,720 acres of property

along [-215 as an area targeted for redevélopment and job growth. The No
Project/No DeVelopment Alternative also would not meet the objectives of
the Southérn California Association of Governments’ Comprehensive Plan
and Guide and Regional Transportation Plan, which by Policy 3.13
encourages- developments in and around activity centers, traﬁsportation
corridors, inﬁ'astruéture systems, and areas needing recycling and
redevelopment. The project site is located in a redevelopment area and
selection of the No Project/No Development Alternative would not provide
for reuse of a vacant site in an area of the County that has been identified
fof redevelopment adjacent to a transportation corridor.

The No Project/No Development Alternative would meet none of the basic

~ project objectives because it would not provide for a light industrial and

warchouse distribution business center to attract new businesses and jobs in
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the Mead Valley Area in order to provide a more equal jobs/housing
balance in western Riverside County and reduce the need for members of
the existing local workforce to commute outside of the area for
employment. ' Furthermore, retention of the site in its existing undeveloped |,
condition would be inconsistent with the General Plan and the Mead Valley
Area Plan, which call for development of the site consistent with the
County’s Business Park land use designation.

The No Project/No Devefopment Alternative would not meet the County’s
land use and economic development objectives. The County’s General Plan
Land Use Element Polices LU 7.1 and LU 7.2 promote a balance of land
uses and stable employment uses that enhance fiscal viability. Policy LU
7.12 encourages the maintenance of a balance between jobs and housing
within the County and the County’s jobs/housing balance is addressed
through implementation of the land use designations assigned by the
County’s General Plan and Area Plan land use maps. The No
Project/Agriculture Alternative would not implement the site’s Business
Park land use designation and, therefore, would not meet the County’s.
objectives to enhance fiscal viability and improve the County’s-
jobs/housing balance. |
‘The No Project/No Development Alternative would not meet the County’s
General Plan Policy C.1.1 to design a transportation system in accordance
with the Cqunty’s Circulation Plan. Namely, Circulation Element road
improvements to Nuevo Road, Harvill Avenue, and Webster Avenue would
not occur within the sitg or along the site’s frontage under the No
Project/No Development Alternative. _ Additionally, the No Project/No
Development Alternative would not advance the construction of a

community trail along the project site’s southern boundary with Nuevo
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. Road as called for by the Mead Valley Area Plan’s Trails and Bikeway

Systems map.

‘The No Project/No Development Alternative would also not be

economically feasible because the project applicant purchased the project

site for the purpose of developing the project. If no development occurs,

. the project applicant would earn no return on its investment and the project

site’s value has dropped since the purchase; thus, the project applicant

~ would lose any return on its investment. Such a loss is not acceptable for a

reasonably prudent developer of an industrial project.

B. No Project/Implementation of PM No. 35350 (“No Project”™) Alternative

L.

The No Project/Implementation of Tentative Parcel Map (PM) No. 35350
Alternative (hereafter, “No Project Alternative™) considers development of
the site in accordance with approved PM No. 33530, Under this alternative,
47.25 acres of the site, which were tentatively subdivided by approved PM
No. 33530, would be developed with light industrial ﬁses and the remainder
of the site (57.2 acres) would remain iq its existing condition. The Lead
Agency selected this alternative for consideration because CEQA Sectioﬁ
15126.6(e) requires that an alternative be included that describes what
would reasonably be expected to oceur on the property in the foreseeable |
future if the project were not approved, based on current plans and
consistent with available infrastructure and community services. It is
reasonable to expect that approved PM No. 33530 would be implemented.

The No Project Alfemative woulgl fail to implement the Riverside County
General Plan and Mead Valley Area Plan, which designate the entire site for
the development of Business Park land uses, because 57.2 acres of the site
would not be developed and would remain vacant. Because the No Project

Alternative would only develop a portion of the site with light industrial
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land uses, while leaving the remainder of the site as residential and vacant

land, development of this alternative would result in a substantial alteration

- of the planned land use for the area.

The No Project Alternative would result in a reduction of employment
opportunities for nearby residents as compared to the proposed project, as:
the 57.2-acre portion of the site that would remain undeveloped would not
provide for employment opportunities associated Wlth the development of
that portion of the project site. Further, less construction jobs would be
created during the construction phase than would be created with the project
The Riverside County General Plan Program SEIR No. 441 concluded that
Riverside County is “rich in housing and poor in jobs.” Furthermore,
Riverside County General Plan Program SEIR No. 441 states, “this means
that residents of Riverside County are traveling to surrounding counties to
work, which, in turn equétes to longer commute times, increased air quality
impacts, and a lower quality of life.” The No Project Alternative vwould not
be as effective at. alleviating the jobs/housing balance in the County as
would the project.

Under the No Project Alternative, water leaving thé undeveloped portions
of the site would not be filtered and would continue to contain sediment and
other potential pollutants, as occurs under existing conditions. The potent{al
for water quality impacts associated with sedimentationl would be incre.ased
under this éltemaﬁve.

The No Project Alternative would not implement the Redevelopment
Agency for the County of Riverside’s I-215 Corridor Prioject Area as
effectively as the proposed proj ect, because approximately 57.2 acres of the
site would not be developed and would relﬁain vacant. The Redevelopment

Area identifies 9,720 acres of property along I-215 as an area targeted for
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redevelopment and job growth. The No Project Alternative also would not
meet the objectives of the Southern California Association of Governments’
Comprehensive Plan and Guide and Regional Transportation Plan, which by
Policy 3.13 encourages developments in and around activity centers,
transportation corridors, infrash'uctﬁre systems, and areas needing recycling
and redevelopment. The project site is located in a redevelopment area and
selection of the No Project Alternative would not be as effective as the
proposed projvect in providing for reuse of a vacant site in an area of the
County that has been identified for redevelopment adjacent to a
trénsportation corridor.,

The No Project Alternative would meet a majority of the project’s goals and
objectives, but to a much lesser degree than the proposed project. The No
Project Alternative vs}ould not allow for Business Park land uses to occur on
the 57.2 acres of the site that would remain undeveloped under this -
alternative. General Plan Policies LU 2.1 and LU 3.1 specify that land use
development be accommodated in accordance with the patterns and
distribution of use and den’sity depicted on the General Plan Land Use Map.
Also, Policy LU 6.1 requires land uses to develop in accordance with the
General Plén and Area Plans to ensure ‘land use- compatibility. The No
Project Alternative would retain portibns of the site in an undeveloped
condition and would not result in development on the site in accordance
with the General Plan’s Business Park (BP) land use designation.

The No Project Alternative Would not be as effective as the proposed |
project in meeting the County’s land use and economic dev.elopment
objectives. The County’s General Plan Land Use Element Polices LU ’}.1 .
and LU 7.2 proniotc a balance of land uses and stable employment uses that

enhance fiscal viability. Policy LU 7.12 encourages the maintenance of a
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C.

balance between jobs and housing within the County and the County’s
jobs/housing balance is addressed through implementation of the land use
designations assigned by the County’s General Plan and Area Plan land use
maps. The No Project Alternative would not implement the site’s Business
Park (BP) land use designation on approximately 57.2 acres of the site and,
theref;)re, would not be as effective in meeting the County’s objectives to
enhance fiscal viability and improve the County’s jobs/housing balance. _
The No Project Alternative woqld produce 75 more vehicle trips in
passenger car equivalents than would the proposed project because the
existing PM No. 35350 proposes smaller buildings that are associated with a
higher trip generation rate as compared to the large buildings proposed by
the project. The increase in traffic associated with this alternative would
result in a greater severity of environmental impact associated with
operational-related traffic, air quality, and noise. The project’s significant
an unavoidable air quality and traffic impacts would be further exasperated
by the selection of the No Project Alternative. |

The No Project Alternative would not be economically feasible for the
Proj ect.appliéant because it purchased the 57.2 acres‘for the developfnent of
the pfoj ect. If no development occurs on the 57.2 acre portion of the project
site, ;the project applicant would earn no return on that investment and the
project site value has dropped since the purchase; thus, the project applicant
would lose any return on its investment for tﬁe 57.2 acres. Such a loss is

not acceptable for a reasonably prudent developer of an industrial project.

Reduced Project Alternative

1.

The Reduced Project Alternative considers the development of the site with
the same building conﬁguraﬁdn as ;;roposed' by Plot Plan No. 23332 |
(Option A) and Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option B); however, this alternative
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would eliminate the mezzanine floor spaces interior to the proposed
buildings. The elimination of the mezzanine floor spaces would reduce the
maximum building area of the site, thereby reducing the total development
intensity as compared to the proposed project. However, the building
development footprint remains the same as the project. The Reduced
Project Alternative would result in a reduction of 370,196 square feet of
total building area under Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option A) (a 17.5%
reduction) and a reduction of 296,669 square feet of total Building area
under Plot Plan No. 23332 (Option B) (a 14% reduction). Itnprovements to
Nuevo Road, Harvill Avenue, and Webster Avenue would occur as they
would under the project.

For nearby residents, the Reduced Project Alternative would provide fewer
job opportunities for nearby residents than the proposed project due to the
proposed reduction in building area. The Riverside County General Plan
Program SEIR No. 441 concluded that Riverside County is “rich in housing
and poor in jobs.” Furthennére,. Riverside County General Plan Program
SEIR No. 441 states, “this means that residenté of Ri§erside County are
traveiing to surrounding counties to work which, in turn equates to longer
commute times, increase air quality impacts, and a lower quality of life.”
The Reduced Project Alternative would be less effective at alleviating the

jobs/homes balance in the County than development of the project would.

" The Reduced Project Altémative reduces some of the project’s

environmental impacts, especially in the areas of air quality and traffic, due
to the decreased amount of maximum amount of square footage_ of building
area allowed for development. In that regard, the Reduced Project
Alternative would avoid the project’s significant and unmitigated impacts |.

associated with operational-related PM10 emissions and diesel particulate
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emissions at the maximum point of impact. However, the Reduced Project

Alternative does not fully eliminate the project’s direct and cumulative air

quality impacts and cumulatiye impacts to study area intersections and

freeway mainlines that cannot be reduced to a level below significance with

feasible mitigation. Thus, development of the Reduced Project Alternative:
would required the same mitigation measures as would the project and

would still (1) exceed the CAAQS during grading and construction
activities for VOC, NOx, CO and PM 10; (2) exceed the SCAQMD LSTs

for PM 2.5 and PM 10; and (3) exceed the CAAQS during long-term |
operational activities for emissions of VOC, NOx and CO.

Traffic and circulation impacts associated with this Alternative would be
reduced. With the reduction in the number of traffic trips, cumulative
impacts associated with the contribution of traffic to iinbacted stﬁdy area
intersections and freeway mainline éeglhents (which are under the authority

of Caltrans) would be less severe, but not eliminated. The contribution of

project traffic to study area intersections would result in near-term

significant cumulative impacts that would remain untii TUMF or other |
funding sources identify, fund, and implement improvements to these
locations. Finally, no program exists to which Development Impact Fees
for freeway impacts may be paid. Until physical improvements planned for
1-215 are completed and acceptable levels of service are maintained, the
cumulative impact will remain significant.

The Reduced Projeci Alternative does not promote an efficient use of land |
because a substantial portion of the site’s developmenf potential would not
be realized. The Reduced Project Alternative would be inconsistent with
the County’s General Plan I'and Use Element states that “land must be used

wisely and efficiently.” Land Use Policy 7.4 also directs the County to
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reevaluate the appropriateness of employment land use designations that are

inefficient; therefore, the development of an inefficient site design as would

occur under the Reduced Project Alternative is not appropriate.

The Reduced Project Alternative would not meet the project objectives to

the same extent as the proposed projéct because it would provide for less

light industrial and warehouse distribution business center development on

the site and provide fewer new business and employment opportunities,

while not fully eliminating the significant direct and cumulative air quality

impacts and cumulative traffic impacts, which are unavoidable impacts of
the project. . A

As noted above, the Reduced Project Alternative would result in a reduction

of employment opportunities on-site. = Thus, the Reduced Project

Alternative would not be as effective as the project in meeﬁng the County’é

economic development objectives to. stimulate industrial/business-type

clusters, promote the development of focused employment centers, and

enhance the County’s fiscal viability (General Plan Land Use Policies LU

7.1,LU7.2,LU 7.3, and LU 7.8).

The Reduced Project Alternative is not consistent with the General Plan

Business Park land use designation that is applicable to the project site. The

Business Park land use designation recommends a FAR range of between
.25-.60.. The project FAR range is .23-.69 for Option A and .23-.55 for
Option B (total average FAR is .49). The Reduced Project Alternative FAR
range is between .12-.49 for Option A and .12-.46 for Option B.. Thus the

- FAR range for the Reduced Project Alternative is not consistent with the

Business Park land use designation.
According to data submitted in to the record by the project applicant, the

Reduced Project Alternative is not economically feasible. Taking current
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market conditions into consideration, development and operation of the ‘
project is estimated to generate a modest profit of $112,154 under both
Option A and Option B, However, the Reduced Project Alternative is
estimated to generate a loss of $3,118,648 for Option A and a loss of
$2,840,819 for Option B. Furthex_‘, the net annual rent for the project is
estimated to be $7,954,154, whereas the net annual rent for the Reduced
Project Alternative is estimated to be $6,404,615 for Option A anci ‘
$6,673,005 for Option B. According to information from the Project
applicant, the loss and the annual rent expectation for the Reduced Project
Alternative is below what is acceptablelto the. project applicant for funding
and project operation. Further, these estimates are also below that which a
reasonable prudent developer would expect for development and operation

of a similar industrial project.

D. Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative

L.

Under the Modified Southern Perimeter Alternative, the project’s proposed
12-foot noise attenuation wall would be replaced by a landscaped berm with
a shorter 6-foot wall placed on top of the berm, along‘ with minor changes to
grading details as necessary to accommodate the berm. In addition, the size
and configuration of Building 7 would be changed as necessary to
accommodate the construction of the landscaped berm. This alternative
would reduce the total building area of the site by approximately 4% as

compared to the proposed project; however, the limits of grading considered

by this alternative are identical to that of the proposed project.

Improvements to Nuevo Road, Harvill Avenue, and Webster Avenue would
occur as they would under the project.
The Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative would provide

slightly fewer job opportunities for nearbj residents during the operation
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phase. The Riverside County General Plan Program SEIR No. 441
concluded that Riverside County is “rich in housing and poor in jobs.”
Furthermore, Riverside County General Plan Program SEIR No. 441 states,
“this means that residents of Riverside County are traveling to surrounding
counties to work which, in turn equates to longer commute times, increase
air quality impacts, and a lower quality of life.” Further, the Modified
Southern Perimeter Design would not be as effective as the project in
meeting | the County’s economic development objectives to stimulate
industrial/business-type clusters, promote the development of focused
employment centers, and enhance the County’s fiscal viability (General
Plan Land Use Policies LU 7.1, LU 7.2, LU 7.3, and LU 7.8).

The Modified Southern Perimeter Design Alternative would result in only a
slight reduction in the project’s enviroﬁmental impacts, with slight
reductions to air quality and traffic impact due to the decreased amount of
maximum amount of square footage of building area allowed for
development. However, this Alternative does not eliminate the project’s
direct and cumulative air quality impacts and cumulaﬁve impacts to study

area intersections and freeway mainlines that cannot be reduced to a level

. below significance with feasible mitigation.

Traffic and circulation impacts associated with this Altemaﬂtive woﬁld be
slightly reduced. Even with the reduction.in the number’;lof traffic trips,
cumulative impacts associated with the contribution of traffic to impacted
study area intersections and freeway mainline segments (which are uﬁder
the authority of Caltrans) would remain significant and not mitigated. The
contribution of project traffic to study area intersections would result in
near-term significant cumulative impacts that would remain until TUMF or

other funding sources identify, fund, and impiement improvements to these
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locations. Finally, no program exists to which Development Impact Fees
for freeway impacts may be paid. Until physical improvements planned for
I-215 are completed and acceptable levels of service are maintained, the
cumulative impact will remain significant. |
The Modified Southern Perimeter Design Altemative would meet most of
the project objectives to a slightly .Iesser degree as the proposed project
because it would provide for slightly less light industrial and warehouse
distribution business center development on the site and provide slightly
fewer new business and employment opportunities, while not eliminating
the significant direct and cumulative air quality irﬁpacts and cumulative

traffic impacts, which are unavoidable impacts of the project.

E. Alternative Sites

L

CEQA. Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)(2) requires that an SEIR identify
alternatives to the project, but does not expressly require that it discuss
alternative locations for the project.

The project’s light industrial and warehouse distribution business center
land use is consistent with the Business Park (BFP) land use designation
assigned to the property by the Mead Valley Area Plan. The property is
generally flat and is highly disturbed due to past agriculture uses. The
vegetation on the site consists of non-native and invasive plant species. The
site is not located within an MSHCP Criteria Area and does not contain
state or federallyélisted' plant or wildlife species; therefore impacts to
biological resources is limited.

Few other properties in Western Riverside County would offer less
developmental- and environmental constraints, or fewer environmental

impacts than the project site.
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4, Development in an alternate location in Western Riverside County would
also result in ﬁreeway mainline impacté and long-term cumulative air
quality impacts. Therefore, there is no mﬁonmental benefit to considering
development of the project at an alternate location. Further, the project
applicant does not own or control any other possible sites for the project

within the County of Riverside that would satisfy the project objectives.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED bjr the Board of Supervisors that it has balanced the benefits of

the project against the unavoidable adverse environmental effects thereof, and has determined that the

following benefits outweigh and render acceptable those environmental effects:

A.

The project provides development on the site that is consistent with the Mead Valley Area
Plan’s land use designation of Business Park (BP) (recommended 0.25-0.60 Floor Area
Ratio range).

The project prof)oses to develop nine (9) parcels with approximately 2,124,774 square feet
of light industrial and distribution warehouse business park development;which would
have the potential to foster economic growth in the surrounding area. Two versions of PP
No. 23332 have been submitted by the project Applicant for County review. Option A
proposes the development of eight light industrial and warehouse distribution business
center bﬁildings on eight of the parcels, while Option B proposes to develop six buiidings
on eight of the parcels; total building area would remain the same under either Option.
Business development is identified as a critical factor in improving air quality and reduciﬁg
traffic congestion. Increasing employment opportunities within the County will allow
residents to obtain jobs locally and reduce commute times. “The objective of thg jobs-tq-

housing ratio concept is to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) by locating jobs and

. hoﬁsing closer together,” according to the Riverside County General Plan (page AQ-19).

In this context, the project assists the County in achieving its air quality goals by providing

business and employment opportunities. The project would create temporary construction
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jobs during the construction phase and has the potential to create up to 1,000 permanent .
jobs during the operation of the project. _

The project will atiract new businesses that can provide jobs in Western Riverside County
to assist in providing a better jobs/housing balance and reduce the need for the local
workforce to commute to adjacent counties. |

The project will provide an employment area near the 1-215 corridor, where multiple -
transportation modes converge.

The project provides public roadway improvements on and adjacent to the site to facilitate
safe vehicular travel to, from, and within the site. A .

The project will assist in implementiﬁg the Redevelopment Agency for the County of |-
Riverside’s I-215 Corridor Project Area, which was formed to encourage redevelopment
and economic growth in the I-215 corridor area. ’

The project will make monetary contributions to Riverside County’s Transportation
Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) to assist in the construction of regional transportation
iﬁxprovements. _
The project will make monetary contributions to the Western Riverside County MSHCP to
assist in property aciluisitidn and maintenance of habitat core and linkage areas.

The ‘project will incorporate multiple design. features to reduce operational energy
consumption, _

The project will qualify for a Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED)
Silver certification, using LEED Version 2.0 fér “Core and Shell.”

The project will provide construction of a segment of a County-planned community trail

along the southern boundary of the site paralleling Nuevo Road.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the State CEQA Guidelines
(Section 15126 (g)) require an SEIR to discuss how a proposed project could directly or indirectly lead to

economic, population, or housing growth. A project may be growth-inducing if it removes obstacles to
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growth, taxes community service facilities or encourages other activities which cause significant

2 || environmental effects. The discussion is as follows:

3 A.  Economic. Population. or Housing Growth

4 The proposed project would accommodate approximately 2,124,774 square feet of

5 light industrial and distribution warehouse business center development that would

6 have the potential to foster economic growth in the surrounding environment,

7 Development of the project would occur consistent with planned growth identified

8 in the Riverside County General Plan, the Mead Valley Area Plan, and the

9 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional Comprehensive
10 Plan. An extensive analysis of the balance of jobs and housing was conducted as
1 part of the Housing Element of the County’s General Plan. Because the project
12 would be consistent with the General Plan Land Use Pian and the land use
13 '

designations assigned to the property by the Mead Valley Area Plan,

Y

implementation of the project would be consistent with growth forecasts and would

= not create an imbalance between jobs and housing in the project vicinity. The
6 project site is currently undeveloped and vacant except for three occupied
17 residential homes, fences, tree stumps, and 10 to 15 small trees. Areas surrounding.
18 the project site contain a mik’ture of residential, light industrial, agriculture, vacant
¥ lands, and open space. Development is occurring in accordance with the Mead
20 Valley Area Plan and in a phased manner _with a logical extension of utility and
21 infrastructure improvements. Implementation of the project would not stimulate
. 22 growth in the area l?eybnd that anticipated by thel Geﬁeral Plan an& the Mead Valley
24 Area Plan.
55 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the project will implement
26 applicable elements of the Riverside County General Plan as follows: .

A, Land Use Element

°

28
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Development of the site with light industrial and warehouse distribution business

2 , center land usés is permitted by the Riverside County’s “Business Park (BP)” land
3 use designation. The project is therefore consistent with the Land Use Element in
4 that the property would be developed in -acc_ordance with the Community
5 Developfnent Foundation Component land use designations applied to the site by
6 the General Plan, and in accordance with the Business Park (BP) (0.25-0.60 Floor
7 Area Ratio) land use designations applied to the site by the Mead Valley Area
8 Plan. |
9| B.  Circulation Element .
10 As part of the proposed project, construction of improvements to Harvill Avenue,
1. Nuevo Road, and Webster Avenue would provide consistency with the |
12 designatioﬁs assigned to these roadways by the County General Plan Circulation
13

Plan. The project’s technical traffic report concludes that implementation of the |

-
B

project, in conjunction with planned improvements, would not degrade the level of -

5 service of any existing or intersection below an acceptable level; however, the
16 confribution of ﬁ'afﬁc to freeway mainlines and to nine (9) study area intersections
1 would be signiﬁcaht and unavoidable. Mitigation is not available for the project’s
8 » impacts to freeWay mainlines because no program exists to which Development
1.9 Impact Fees for freeway impacts may be paid. For-eight of the gumulatively :
20 | impacted intersections, impacts would remain significant in the near-term until
2 TUMF or other funding sources identify and fund necessary improvements to these
23 intersections. The project is consistent with the General Plan Land Use Plan, and
o4 is thereby‘ consistent with the traffic volumes envisioned by the General Plan Land
55 use Plan. All required improvements that are directly attﬁbutable to 'the project
26 would be constructed as part of the proposed project and fairz}sl_lare costs would be

contributed for improvements to affected off-site roadways through payment of the

3

28
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Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fees (TUMF) and Development Impact Fees
(DIF).
The General Plan identifies a Communi'éy Trail adjacent to Nuevo Road and
Webster Avenue. The project includes the.construction of a 12-foot trail (within a
14-foot easement) along the project’s frontage with Nuevo Road, in compliance
with the General Plan. Because the trail along Webster Avenue is planned for the
western side of the roadway, opposite the project site, it is not required to be built
as part of the project. '
C. Multiputpose Open Space Element

The project site is not identified for open space preservation by the General Plan or
the MSHCP. The General Plan designates the site as a Community Development
area for Business Park (BP) (0.25-0.60 FIobr Area Ratio) uses. Vegetation on the
project site is highly disturbed due to past residential developmen_t on the western
pbrtion of the site and ongoing routine mainteﬁan’cc of fallow fields on the eastern
portion of the site. No state or federally listed plant or wildlife species exist on the
site. The State Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) identifies the

" site as containing Farmland of Local ]'.mpértance, which is not a farmland
designation of concern for conversion to a non-agficultural land use. The site has
been completely disturbed by past development and ongoing maintenance of
fallow ﬁelds on-site and, as such, is not environmentally sensitive. No known
sensitive archaeological or paleontological resources are present; however, the
project is preserving a portion of one archaeological site. The potential exists for
the discovéry of archaeolbgica} or paleoritological resources during grading and
construction and mitigation measures are presented in SEIR No. 507, .Section 4.6
to reduce impacts to below a level of significance. Additionally, the project site is
not located within of adjacent to any Aidenﬁfied scenic corridors nor is it mapped

within a valuable mineral resource area.
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" D. Safety Element

2 Any structures designated for development would be Eonstructed in accordance
3 with the California Building Code (CBC) and any site-specific conditions imposed
4 by the County Geologist; thus insuring geologic safety. The project site is not
5 - located within a blowsand area, is not located within a dam inundation area, and
6 would not conflict with any disaster .preparedness plan. Compliance with tﬁe
7 requirements of the Riverside County Fire Department, and the required payment ‘
8 of mitigation fees pufsuant to Ordinance 659.6 would insure fire safety. Lastly, the
9 project does not include the use of or creation of hazardous materials with the
10 exception of building materials and products that are not hazardous in small
1 concentrations. SEIR No. 507, Section 4.8 addresses remediation of potential
12 hazardous wastes present on the site. N |
13

E. Noise Element

>

As indicated in Section 4.10 of SEIR No. 507, noise impacts are anticipated during

| 15 construction and long-term on-site operations. SEIR No. 507, Section 4.10
e provides mitigation measures to ensure that noise created during project
_ 17 construction and/or long-term operation is mitigated to below acceptable lévels.
8 With application .Of the required mitigation measures, the project would be
v consistent. with the General Plan Noise Element.

20 F. Housing Element _
21 The General Plan Land Use designation for the project site is Business Park BP)
Zz (0.25-0.60 Floor Area Ratio). The proposed pr.oject is consistent with the land use
” designations.  Although the project site currently includes three occupied
5s residential homes, of which two would be removed dmipg construction of the
2% project? the removal of these homes would not create the need tg build substantial
' 27 amounts of replacement housing, as there is sufficient housing stock available in
.28 ' western Riverside County. In addition, the project does not i)ropose housing,
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'I_‘heréforé, the no conflict with the Housing Elerﬁent would occur with
implementation of the project. The project also would not disrupt or divide any
established community because the site is planned to be developed in accord with
the land use designations assigned to the site by the General Plan.

G. Air Quality Element
'As disclosed in Section 4.4 of SEIR No. 507, the project applicant would be
required to implement mitigation measures intended to reduce direct air quality
impacts to the greatest feasible extent. Implementation of the mitigaﬁoh measures
would ensure consistency with the Air | Quality Element. Not unlike other
development projects in Riverside County, and as disclosed in the SEIR prepared
for the County General Plan (SCH No. 2002051143), direct and cumulative air
quality impacts would remain significant and unmitigable. Although the project’s
contribution to air quality impacts is cumulatively significant, the mitigation
measures presented in Section 4.4 of SEIR No. 507 would reduce those impacts to
the greatest extent possible, in conformance with SCAQMD, EPA, and CARB.
requirements.

H. Administration Element
The Administration Element contains information regarding the structure of the
‘General Plan as well as general planning principles and a statement regarding the
vision for Rivefside County. No policy directives are included in this Element,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the project is in conformance

with the conservation requirements of thé Western Riverside County Multiple Speciés Conservation Plan
(MSHCP) in that: |

A, The project site is not located within the MSHCP Criteria Area and as such is not
designated' for open space conservation by the MSHCP. Thus, the project would
hét conflict with Reserve Assembly, “because the project site is not identified for

conservation,
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Pursuant to Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP, an assessment of potentially significant

effects on Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools, which includes identification
and mapping of such areas located on the project site, is required if such resources
are identified on the project site. The property does not support federal or state
jurisdictional waters, including vernal pools and wetlands. Therefore, impacts to
Jurisdictional drainages would not occur with implementation of the project.
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. Narrow endemic species surveys were conducted between
May 30, 2008 and June 30, 2008 and did not result in the identification of any
Narrow Endemic plant species. Because of the heavily disturbed nature of the site,
and the absence of sensitive plant species, the potential for narrow endemic species
to occur is very low and impacts are less than significant.

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 site is not located adjacent
’;o the MSHCP Criteria Area or any MSHCP Preserve; thé nearest MSHCP Criteria
Area is located approximately 0.5 mile to the north and west of the northern project
boundary. Thus, the project has no potential to result in secondary edge effect
impacts on the MSHCP Preserve.

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

: wi_thin mapped survey areas. The MSHCP identifies wildlife species survey

requirements on the site for burrowing owl. Focused Surveys for the burrowing
owl were conducted in 2004 and 2008 and the results were negative. With

implementation of the miﬁgation measures contained in Section 4.5 of SEIR No.
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507, potential impacts to this species would be reduced to a level below

significance.

F. . Pursuant to Section 6.4 of the MSHCP, fuel management is required to be
considered, No fuel management is required for the project; regardless, because the
project site is not located adjacent to the MSHCP Conservation Area, impacts of
fuel management would not affect the Conservation Area.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that Tentative Parcel Map No.
33530R1 is consistent with the County of Riverside General Plan as adopted by the Riverside County
Board of Supervisors in October of 2003.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that it has reviewed and considered
SEIR No. 507 in evaluating the project, that SEIR No. 507 is an accurate and objective statement that
complies with the Cal'ifornia Environmental Quality Act and reﬂects the County’s independent judgment,
and that SEIR No. 507 is incorporated herein by this reference. |

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that it CERTIFIES SEIR No, 507
and ADOPTS the Mitigation Monitoring Plan specified therein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that Tentative Parcel Map No.
33530R1, on file with the Clerk of the Board, including the final conditions of approval and exhibits, is
hereby approved for the real property described and shown on the map, and said real property shall be-
developed substantially in accordance with Tentative Parcel Map No. 33530R1, unless the map is
amended by the Board. .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that copies of the project shall
placed on file in the Clerk of the Board, in the Office of the Planning Director, and in the Office of the
Building and Safety Director, and that_ no applications for other development approvals shall be accepted
for real property described .and shown in the project, unless such applications are substantially in

accordance herewith. -
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors that the custodians of the
documents upon which this decision is based are the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors and the County

Planning Department and that such documents are located at 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California.
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
® TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

George A. Johnson - Agency Director

Planning Department

Ron Goldman - Planning Director

TO: [J Office of Planning and Research (OPR) FROM: Riverside County Planning Department O
P.O. Box 3044 W 4080 Lemon Street, Sth Floor 38686 El Cerrito Road
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 P. O. Box 1409 ’ Palm Desert, California 92211
g County of Riverside County Clerk Riverside, CA 92502-1409

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21152 of the Caiifornia Public Resources Code.

Environmental Impact Report No. 507 and Plot Plan No. 23332
Project Title/Case Numbers

Adam B. Rush 951-955-6646

County Contact Person Phone Number

N/A

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to the State Clearinghouse)

First Industrial Realty Trust 898 North Sepulveda Blvd, El Segundo, CA 890245
Project Applicant Address .

This project is located in the Mead Valley Area Plan in Western Riverside County; more specifically, northerly of Nuevo Road southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of
Webster Avenue and westerly of Harvill Avenue
Project Location

Plot Plan No. 23332 proposes to develop distribution warehouse buildings on 104.45 gross acres with a floor area ratio of 0.48 (Business Park FAR 0.25-0.60) OPTION

A consists of 1,706,078 square feet of warehouse, 48,500 square feet of office space, 370,196 square feet of mezzanine, 29,209 square foot detention basin, 722,648
square feet of landscaping, 1,231 auto parking spaces, and 389 trailer parking spaces. The total building square footage proposed is 2,124,774 as follows: Building 1A
proposes 297,257 square feet with 46 dock doors; Building 1B proposes 470,930 square feet with 53 dock doors; Building 2 proposes 499,518 square feet with 103
dock doors; Building 3 proposes 27,260 square feet; Building 4 proposes 39,000 square feet; Building 5 proposes 98,460 square feet and 16 dock doors; Building 6
ses 499,913 square feet with 105 dock doors; and Building 7 proposes 192,256 square feet with 28 dock doors. OPTION B consists of 1,758,463 square feet of
wouse, 48,500 square feet of office space, 317,811 square feet of mezzanine, 29,209 square foot detention basin, 809,821 square feet of landscaping, 1,904 auto
ing spaces and 652 trailer parking spaces. The total building square footage proposed is 2,124,774 as follows: Building 1 proposes 1,267,705 square feet with

179 dock doors, Building 3 proposes 27,260 square feet; Building 4 proposes 39,000 square feet; Building 5 proposes 98,460 square fest and 16 dock doors; Building

6 proposes 499,913 square feet with 105 dock doors; and Building 7 proposes 192,256 square feet with 28 dock doors.

Project Description

This is to advise that the Riverside CountyPlanning Department, as the lead agency, has approved the above-referenced project on February 8, 2010, and has made
the following determinations regarding that project:

The project WILL have a significant effect on the environment.

An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the project pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act ($2,768.25 + $64.00).
Mitigation measures WERE made a condition of the approval of the project.

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan/Program WAS adopted.

A statement of Overriding Considerations WAS adopted for the project.

DRON~

This is to certify that the earlier EIR, with comments, responses, and record of project approval is available to the general public at: Riverside County Planning
Department, 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501.

Project Planner January 20, 2010
Signature Title Dats

Date Received for Filing and Posting at OPR:




DM/
Revised 8/25/2009
‘ning Case Files-Riverside office\PP23332\NOD Form PP23332 1-12-10.doc

Please charge deposit fee case#: ZEA ZCFG .
FOR COUNTY CLERK'S USE ONLY




LAND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
INITIAL CASE TRANSMITTAL
RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT - RIVERSIDE
P.O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502-1409
DATE: September 9, 2010

TO:

Riv. Co. Transportation Dept. Riv. Co. Environmental Health Dept.
Riv. Co. Flood Control District Riv. Co. Fire Department

Riv. Co. Dept. of Bldg. & Safety - Grading Regional Parks & Open Space District.
Riv. Co. Environmental Programs Dept. P.D.Geology Section-D. Jones

CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 7733 - Fast Track Authorization # 2008-07— Environmental Impact Report No.
507 - Applicant: First Industrial Realty Trust — Engineer/Representative: Hogle Ireland, Inc. — First
Supervisorial District — North Perris Zoning Area — Mead Valley Area Plan: Community Development:
Commercial Retail (CD:CR) (0.20-0.35 Floor Area Ratio), Light Industrial (CD:LI) (0.25-0.60 Floor Area
Ratio), and Business Park (CD:BP) (0.25-0.60 Floor Area Ratio) — Location: Northerly of Nuevo Road,

“southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of Webster Avenue, and westerly of Interstate 215. — 63.49 Gross

Acres — Zoning: Manufacturing—Heavy (M-H) and Industrial Park (I-P) — REQUEST: Proposal for a
change of zone which changes the zoning classification from Light Agricultural (A-1) to Industrial Park (I-
P) for APN 305-180-009, 305-180-016 and 305-180-017 and Residential Agriculture (R-A) to Industrial
Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001. Related Cases: PM33530, PP23332 and EIR 507
NOTE: THIS IS “STAND ALONE” CHANGE OF ZONE AS REQUESTED PER APPROVED PLOT
PLAN (PP23332) CONDITONS OF APPROVAL. PARCEL MAP (PM33530) AND ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT (EIR 507) HAVE ALSO BEEN APPROVED BY THE BOARD.

Please review the attached map(s) and/or exhibit(s) for the above-described project. This case is
scheduled for a LDC meeting on October 14; 2010. All LDC Members please have draft conditions in
the Land Management System on or before the above date. If it is determined that the attached map(s)
and/or exhibit(s) are not acceptable, please have corrections in the system and DENY the routing on or
before the above date. Once the route is complete, and the approval screen is approved with or without
corrections, the case can be scheduled for a public hearing.

All other transmitted entities, please have your comments, guestions and recommendations to the
Planning Department on or before the above date. Your comments/recommendations/conditions are
requested so that they may be incorporated in the staff report for this particular case.

AShouId you have any questions regarding this project, please do not hesitate to contact Wendell Bugtai,
Project Planner, at (951) 955-2419 or email at wbugtai@rctima.org / MAILSTOP# 1070.

COMMENTS:

DATE: SIGNATURE:

PLEASE PRINT NAME AND TITLE:

TELEPHONE:

If you do not include this transmittal in your response, please include a reference to the case number and project
planner’s name. Thank you.

Y:\Pianning Case Files-Riverside office\CZ07733\CZ07733_LDC Initial Transmital Form.doc
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CCoO5770
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

‘ TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY
Planning Department

Ron Goldman - Planning Director

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE OF ZONE

CHECK ONE AS APPROPRIATE:

Standard Change of Zone
There are three different situations where a Planning Review Only Change of Zone will be accepted:
[J Type 1: Used to legally define the boundaries of one or more Planning Areas within a Specific Plan.

[] Type 2: Used to establish or change a SP zoning ordinance text within a Specific Plan.
Type 3: Used when a Change of Zone application was conditioned for in a prior application.

INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

case NumBer: (% 220N 33 DATE SUBMITTED: 4/»/ ¢-/0
APPLICATION INFORMATION CFG 05043
Applicant's Name: First Industrial Realty Trust E-Mail: Menghard@firstindustrial.com

Mailing Address: 898 North Sepulveda Blvd

‘ El Segundo SEA 90245

City State P -

Daytime Phone No: (851 ) 787-9222 Fax No; (951 ) 781-6014
oGt O SFes—
Engineer/Representative's Name; Hogle Ireland Inc E-Mail; cstamps@hogleireland.com

1500 lowa Avenue Suite 110
Street

Mailing Address:

Riverside CA 92507
City . State ZIP
Daytime Phone No: (851 ) 787-9222 Fax No: (951 ) 781-6014
Property Owner's Name; FR/CAL Harvil Road LLC E-Mail: mengihard@firstindustrial.com
Ma“lng Address: 898 North SepUIVeda Blvd
El Segundo e 90245
City State ZIP
Daytime Phone No: (949 ) 842-3074 Fax No: ( )

If the property is ownéd by more than one person, attach a separate page that reference the appiication
case number and lists the names, mailing addresses, and phone numbers of all persons having an
interest in the real property or properties involved in this application.

Riverside Office - 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Fioor Desert Office - 38686 El Cerrito Road Murrieta Office - 39493 Los Alamos Road
P.0. Box 1408, Riverside, California 92502-1409 Palm Desert, California 92211 Murrieta, California 92563

(951) 855-3200 - Fax (951) 955-3157 (760) 863-8277 : Fax (760) 863-7555 - Fax (951) 600-6145
Form 295-1071 (09/14/07) '




APPLICATIONFORCHANGEOFZONE

The Planning Department will primarily direct communications regarding this application to the person
identified above as the Applicant. The Applicant may be the property owner, representative, or other
assigned agent.

AUTHORIZATION FOR CONCURRENT FEE TRANSFER

The signature below authorizes the Planning Department and TLMA to expedite the refund and billing
process by transferring monies among concurrent applications to cover processing costs as necessary.
Fees collected in excess of the actual cost of providing specific services will be refunded. If additional
funds are needed to complete the processing of your application, you will be billed, and processing of the
application will cease until the outstanding balance is paid and sufficient funds are available to continue
the processing of the application. The applicant understands the deposit fee process as described
above, and that there will be NO refund of fees which have been expended as part of the application
review or other related activities or services, even if the application is withdrawn or the application is
ultimately denied.

Matt Englhard % %/
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT

PRINTED NAME OF APPLICANT

AUTHORITY FOR THIS APPLICATION IS HEREBY GIVEN:

~ | certify that | am/we are the record owner(s) or authorized agent and that the information filed is true and
correct to the best of my knowledge. An authorized agent must submit a letter from the owner(s)
indicating authority to sign the application on the owner’s behalif.

All signatures must be originals (“wet-signed”). Photocopies of signatures are not acceptable.

Matt Englhard
PRINTED NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER(S) SIGNATURE OF PROPERTY OWNER(S)
PRINTED NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER(S) SIGNATURE OF PROPERTY OWNER(S)

if the property is owned by more than one person, attach a separate sheet that references the
application case number and lists the printed names and signatures of all persons having an interest in

the property.
PROPERTY INFORMATION:

Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 305-180-009; 016; 017 and 322-280-001

Section: 19 Township: 4South Range: 3 West

General location (nearby or cross streets): North of Nuevo Road , South of

Citrus Avenue , Eastof Webster . West of Harvill Road

E-7&F-7

Thomas Brothers map, edition year, page number, and coordinates; 2007, Page 777, Grid

Form 205-1071 (09/14/07) _
Page 2 of 7




PROPERTY OWNERS CERTIFICATION FORM

L VINNIE NGUYEN , certify thaton___| Z / & ! fZO 1O

The attached property owners list was prepared by Riverside County GIS 5

APN (s) or case numbers C Z@ ki ’? 55 For

Company or Individual’s Name Planning Department

!
Distance buffered 6@0

Pursuant to application requirements furnished by the Riverside County Planning Department,
Said list is a complete and true compilation of the owners of the subject property and all other
property owners within 600 feet of the property involved, or if that area yields less than 25
different owners, all property owners within a notification area expanded to yield a minimum of
25 different owners, to a maximum notification area of 2,400 feet from the project boundaries,
based upon the latest equalized assessment rolls. If the project is a subdivision with identified
off-site access/improvements, said list includes a complete and true compilation of the names and
mailing addresses of the owners of all property that is adjacent to the proposed off-site
improvement/alignment.

I further certify that the information filed is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. I

understand that incorrect or incomplete information may be grounds for rejection or denial of the

application.

NAME: Vinnie Nguyen

TITLE GIS Analyst

ADDRESS: 4080 Lemon Street 2™ Floor
Riverside, Ca. 92502

TELEPHONE NUMBER (8 a.m. — 5 p.nw.): (951) 955-8158

v/ g2/5/€0 o

Erpiees o C?!Ef
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305-270-029
305-180-016
305-270-034
322-270-069
305-180-049
322-270-066

322-263-053
322-280-001
305-270-035
322-280-002
305-170-037
322-270-064

322-263-003
305-180-054
305-270-067
322-270-068
305-180-050
322-270-063

Selected Parcels

322-270-007
305-270-001
322-270-013
322-263-024
305-170-035
322-270-021

920 460 . 0

920 Feet

322-270-009
305-180-018
305-180-055
322-280-017
305-170-037
305-270-030

322-270-053
305-180-019
322-270-006
322-263-001
322-280-004
305-270-032

322-280-003
305-180-034
322-270-070
322-263-002
322-280-021
322-270-034

322-270-062
305-180-009
322-270-008
322-280-012
322-263-022

322-280-013
305-180-014
322-263-023
322-263-054
322-263-050

322-270-078
305-180-017
322-280-005
322-270-033
322-270-077

Maps and data are to be used for reference purposes only. Map features are approximate, and are not necessarily
accurate to surveying or engineering standards. The County of Riverside makes no warranty or guarantee as to the
content {the source is often third party), accuracy, timeliness, or completeness of any of the data provided, and
assumes no legal responsibility for the information contained on this map. Any use of this product with respect to

accuracy and precision shall be the sole responsibility of the user.




Use Avery® Template 5162

APN: 305270029, ASMT: 305270029
ALI K PREGLER

21885 EARLIGEN RANCHITOS DR
PERRIS CA. 92571

APN: 322263053, ASMT: 322263053
BAC HOME LOANS SERVICING
C/O RECONTRUST CO

1800 TAPO CANYON SV2202

SIMI VALLEY CA 93063

APN: 322263003, ASMT: 322263003
BARBARA L MICHALEWSKI

23979 CITRUS AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270007, ASMT: 322270007
RITTANY MOONEY
1541 WEBSTER AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270009, ASMT: 322270009
BRUCE E DERBY

23955 RHODES AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270053, ASMT: 322270053
CHARLES W COATES, ETAL

P OBOX 911

MORENO VALLEY CA 92570

APN: 322280003, ASMT: 322280003
CHRIS GARBUTT, ETAL

1805 WEBSTER AVE
ERRIS CA. 92570

Etiquettes faciles & peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 51620

&

Sens de
charaement

[ ——

Repliez & la hachure afin de
révéler le rebord Pop-up™

DU Qny nne o

expose Pop-up Edge™

APN: 322270062, ASMT: 322270062
DANIEL SIM

23871 RHODES AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322280013, ASMT: 322280013
DANNY R TAYLOR, ETAL

12832 AMETHYST
GARDEN GROVE CA 92645

APN: 322270078, ASMT: 322270078
DENNEY R MARSH, ETAL

21675 WEBSTER AVE

PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 305180016, ASMT: 305180016
FR CAL HARVILL RD

C/O IDS REAL ESTATE GROUP
515 S FIGUEROA ST NO 1600
LOS ANGELES CA 90071

—L0S ANGELES CA 90071

APN: 305180055, ASMT: 305180055
FR CAL NUEVO ROAD ONE

C/O IDS REAL ESTATE GROUP
515 S FIGUEROA ST NO 1600

LOS ANGELES CA 90071

APN: 322270006, ASMT: 322270006

GEORGE ROLDS, ETAL
23920 RHODES AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570

\@ AVERY® 59620

WWW.aVery.com
1-800-GO-AVERY

i
1
4



Casy reei~ Lapes - E——— | Bend al fine ¢ ® |
Use Avery® Template 5162® Feed Paper _i expi';e goc:ggplgiggw \@ AVERY® 5962 i
‘APN: 322270070, ASMT: 322270070 APN: 322263024, ASMT: 322263024

GERALD F KELLY, ETAL JOHN D SCHLAX

21690 PROSPECT ST 21409 WEBSTER AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270008, ASMT: 322270008 APN: 322280017, ASMT: 322280017

HARVEY J BUSMAN, ETAL KARROLL | MAZLO, ETAL

23960 RHODES AVE ¥ 23875 POOLEY DR

PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 322263023, ASMT: 322263023 APN: 322263001, ASMT: 322263001

HENRY RAMIREZ » LEIF THOMAS SWENSON

21421 WEBSTER AVE 21475 WEBSTER AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322280005, ASMT: 322280005 APN: 322263002, ASMT: 322263002
‘IMAD BASSIOUNI, ETAL MICHAEL B PERLSTROM, ETAL

4730 HILLARD AVE 21461 WEBSTER AVE

LA CANADA FLT CA 91011 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270069, ASMT: 322270069 APN: 322280012, ASMT: 322280012

JEFF BASS, ETAL ‘ MICHELE C WEBER

38 LEE ST 23983 POOLEY DR

IRVINE CA 92620 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322280002, ASMT: 322280002 APN: 322263054, ASMT: 322263054

JESSE J OLSEN, ETAL MILDRED DUMAS

23975 SUNSET AVE 23889 CITRUS AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322270068, ASMT: 322270068 APN: 322270033, ASMT: 322270033

JOHN A MCDONALD, ETAL OTILIO TALAVERA

23910 PROSPECT ST 21575 WEBSTER AVE
.PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA. 92570
Etiguettes faciles & peler s & d ! Replicz & la hachure afirn de WWW.AVEry.com ;
utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5162® chargement i révéler le rebord Pop-up™ 1-800-GO-AVERY |




[ . FORE™ L &8 1 )
Use Avery® Template 51628 L expose Pop-up Edge™ \&) AVERY® 50626 |
.APN: 305170037, ASMT: 305170037 APN: 305270032, ASMT: 305270032

PERRIS CITRUS AVENUE STORAGE VICTORIA YOUNG

410 N MAIN ST C/O OLIVER KARR YOUNG JR

CORONA CA 92880 42488 CORTE CANTANTE

MURRIETA CA 92562

APN: 322280004, ASMT: 322280004 APN: 322270034, ASMT: 322270034

RICARDO SORIA WAYNE CITRANO, ETAL

17100 SAN PEDRO CIR 21595 WEBSTER AVE

FOUNTAIN VALLEY CA 92708 PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322280021, ASMT: 322280021
ROBERT P GONZALEZ, ETAL
21923 WEBSTER AVE

PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 322263022, ASMT: 322263022
ODOLFO FRAUSTO
3940 CITRUS AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322263050, ASMT: 322263050
ROY YUMAN

P O BOX 1221

PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 322270066, ASMT: 322270066
SOFIA COBIAN

10242 ORANGE AVE
SOUTH GATE CA 90280

APN: 322270021, ASMT: 322270021
THOMAS B PARKER, ETAL

21621 WEBSTER AVE
ERRIS CA 92570

Etiqueties faciles & peler s “s‘ 4
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5162® by

charoement

Repliez & la hachure afin de WWWW.avery.com
révéler le rebord Pop-up™ 1-800-GO-AVERY

Bowe v o m
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Use Avery® Template 5160%

First Industrial Realty Trust
898 North Sepulveda Bivd.

Ebgundo, CA 90245

Etiquettes faciles a peler

Utilisez le gabarit AVERYY 5160+

20T RIAR/6I20H G RRPM

Hogle Ireland Inc.

Attn: Chris Stamps

1500 lowa Ave. Ste. 110
Riverside, CA 90507

&
Sens de

rharnaman:

repiiez a ia hachuie atui de
révéler le rebord Pop-Up ™

\@\ AVERY

FR Cal Harvill Rd.
989 North Sepulveda Blvd.
El Segundo, CA 90245
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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 25, 2011

THE PRESS ENTERPRISE
ATTN: LEGALS

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

RE:  NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING: ZC 7733 (FTA #2008-07)

To Whom It May Concern:

Attached is a copy for publication in your newspaper for One (1) Time on Wednesday,
April 27, 2011.

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




Gil, Cecilia

From: PE Legals [legals@pe.com]

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2011 10:13 AM

To: Gil, Cecilia

Subject: RE: FOR PUBLICATION: ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07

Received for publication on April 27

Thank You! )
enterpris@media
Publisher of the Press-Enterprise
Maria G. Tinajero - Legal Advertising Department
1-800-880-~0345 - Fax: 951-368-9018 - email: legals@pe.com

Please Note: Deadline is 10:30 AM two (2) business days prior to the date you would like to publish.
**Additional days required for larger ad sizes™

From: Gil, Cecilia [mailto:CCGIl @rcbos.org]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2011 8:55 AM

To: PE Legals
Subject: FOR PUBLICATION: ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07

Good Morning! Attached is a Notice of public hearing, for publication on Wednesday, April 27, 2011. Please
confirm. 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 RIVERSIDE
COUNTY ON A CHANGE OF ZONE FAST TRACK IN THE NORTH PERRIS ZONING AREA -
MEAD VALLEY AREA PLAN, FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT AND NOTICE OF NO NEW
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION REQUIRED

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a public hearing at which all interested persons will be heard, will
be held before the Board of Supervisors of Riverside County, California, on the 1 Floor Board
Chambers, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, on Tuesday, May 17, 2011
at 1:30 P.M. to consider the application submitted by First Industrial Realty Trust —Hogle Ireland, Inc.,
on Change of Zone No. 7733 (Fast Track 2008-07), which proposes to change the zone from Light
Agricultural (A-1-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 305-180-009, 305-180-016 and 305-180-017 and
Residential Agriculture (R-A-1) to Industrial Park (I-P) for APN 322-280-001 (‘the project”’). The
project is located northerly of Nuevo Road, southerly of Citrus Avenue, easterly of Webster Avenue,
and westerly of Interstate 215 in the North Perris Zoning Area — Mead Valley Area Plan, First
Supervisorial District.

No New Environmental Documentation is required because all potentially significant impacts were
adequately analyzed in Environmental Impact Report No. 507 (EIR); and all potentially significant
effects of the project have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to the EIR; the project will not result in
any new significant environmental impacts not identified in the EIR; the project will not substantially
increase the severity of the environmental effect in the EIR; no considerably different mitigation
measures have been identified; and no mitigation measures found infeasible have become feasible,
as certified by the Riverside County Board of Supervisors on December 3, 2009.

The project case file may be viewed from the date of this notice until the public hearing, Monday
through Thursday, from 7:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. at the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at 4080
Lemon Street, 1st Floor, Riverside, California 92501, and at the Riverside County Planning
Department at 4080 Lemon Street, 12" Floor, Riverside, California 92501.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING THIS PROJECT, PLEASE CONTACT WENDELL
BUGTAI, PROJECT PLANNER, AT (951) 955-2419 OR EMAIL wbugtai@rctima.org.

Any person wishing to testify in support of or in opposition to the project 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 above. All written comments received prior to the public hearing will be submitted to the Board
of Supervisors and the Board of Supervisors will consider such comments, in addition to any oral
testimony, before making a decision on the project.

If you challenge the above item 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
Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors at, or prior to, the public hearing. Be advised that as a
result of the public hearing and the consideration of all public comment, written and oral, the Board of
Supervisors may amend, in whole or in part, the project and/or the related environmental document.
Accordingly, the designations, development standards, design or improvements, or any properties or
lands within the boundaries of the project, may be changed in a way other than specifically proposed.

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 25, 2011 Kecia Harper-lhem
Clerk of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant




Gil, Cecilia

From: Bugtai, Wendell [wbugtai@rctima.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2011 3:55 PM
To: Gil, Cecilia

Cc: Mares, David

Subject: RE: No New Doc language

This is acceptable. Thanks Cecilia!

Wendell Bugtai

Urban Regional Planner I11
County of Riverside, TLMA
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor
Riverside, CA 92502
wbugtai@rctima.org

Phone: (951) 955-2419

Fax : (951) 955-1817

From: Gil, Cecilia [mailto:CCGIL@rcbos.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2011 1:57 PM
To: Bugtai, Wendell

Subject: No New Doc language

Wendell, is this paragraph acceptable for the Notice that we’re publishing in the newspaper re: CZ 7733?:

No New Environmental Documentation is required because all potentially significant impacts were adequately
analyzed in Environmental Impact Report No. 507 (EIR); and all potentially significant effects of the project
have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to the EIR; the project will not result in any new significant
environmental impacts not identified in the EIR; the project will not substantially increase the severity of the
environmental effect in the EIR; no considerably different mitigation measures have been identified; and no
mitigation measures found infeasible have become feasible, as certified by the Riverside County Board of

Supervisors on December 3, 20089.
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.




CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

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

I, Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant to Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,
for the County of Riverside, do hereby certify that | am not a party to the within action or
proceeding; that on April 25, 2011, | forwarded to Riverside County Clerk & Recorder's
Office a copy of the following document:

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Change of Zone 7733 (FTA 2008-07)

to be posted, pursuant to Government Code Section 21092 et seq, in the office of the
County Clerk at 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside, California 92507. Upon completion of
posting, the County Clerk will provide the required certification of posting.

Board Agenda Date: May 17, 2011 @ 1:30 PM

SIGNATURE: Mcgil DATE: ____April 25, 2011
Cecilia Gil




Gil, Cecilia

From: Meyer, Mary Ann [MaMeyer@asrclkrec.com]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2011 9:34 AM

To: Gil, Cecilia

Subject: RE: FOR POSTING: ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07

received and posted

From: Gil, Cecilia

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2011 8:58 AM

To: Meyer, Mary Ann

Cc: Marshall, Tammie

Subject: FOR POSTING: ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07

Good Morning! Attached is a Notice of Public Hearing for POSTING. Please confirm. THANK YOU!

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.




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

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

l, Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant , for the

(NAME and TITLE
County of Riverside, do hereby certify that | am not a party to the within action or
proceeding; that on April 25, 2011 , | mailed a copy of the following

document:

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Change of Zone No. 7733 (FTA 2008-07)

to the parties listed in the attached labels, by depositing said copy with postage thereon
fully prepaid, in the United States Post Office, 3890 Orange St., Riverside, California,
92501.

Board Agenda Date: May 17, 2011 @ 1:30 PM

SIGNATURE: Mcgil DATE: ____ April 25, 2011
Cecilia Gil




PROPERTY OWNERS CERTIFICATION FORM

I, VINNIE NGUYEN  certify thaton__ | 2 Z (;! 2010

The attached property owners list was prepared by Riverside County GIS

APN (s) or case numbers | C; ZO q? 77 55 For

Company or Individual’s Name Planning Department

J
Distance buffered OO

Pursuant to application requirements furnished by the Riverside County Planning Department,
Said list is a complete and true compilation of the owners of the subject property and all other
property owners within 600 feet of the property involved, or if that area yields less than 25
different owners, all property owners within a notification area expanded to yield a minimum of
25 different owners, to a maximum notification area of 2,400 feet from the project boundaries,
based upon the latest equalized assessment rolls. If the project is a subdivision with identified
off-site access/improvements, said list includes a complete and true compilation of the names and
mailing addresses of the owners of all property that is adjacent to the proposed off-site
improvement/alignment.

I further certify that the information filed is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. I

understand that incorrect or incomplete information may be grounds for rejection or denial of the

application.

NAME: Vinnie Nguyen

TITLE GIS Analyst

ADDRESS: 4080 Lemon Street 2™ Floor
Riverside, Ca. 92502

TELEPHONE NUMBER (8 a.m. — 5 p.m.): (951) 955-8158
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305-270-029 322-263-053 322-263-003 322-270-007 322-270-009 322-270-053 322-280-003 322-270-062 322-280-013 322-270-078
305-180-016  322-280-001 305-180-054 305-270-001 305-180-018 305-180-019 305-180-034 305-180-009 305-180-014 305-180-017
305-270-034  305-270-035 305-270-067 322-270-013 305-180-055 322-270-006 322-270-070 322-270-008 322-263-023 322-280-005
322-270-069 322-280-002 322-270-068 322-263-024 322-280-017 322-263-001 322-263-002 322-280-012 322-263-054 322-270-033
305-180-049 305-170-037 305-180-050 305-170-035 305-170-037 322-280-004 322-280-021 322-263-022 322-263-050 322-270-077
322-270-066 322-270-064 322-270-063 322-270-021 305-270-030 305-270-032 322-270-034

Maps and data are to be used for reference purposes only. Map features are approximate, and are not necessarily

accurate to surveying or engineering standards. The County of Riverside makes no warranty or guarantee as to the

content (the source is often third party), accuracy, timeliness, or completeness of any of the data provided, and
920 460 0 920 Feet assumes no legal responsibility for the information contained on this map. Any use of this product with respect to

accuracy and precision shall be the sole responsibility of the user.
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APN: 305270029, ASMT: 305270029 APN: 322270062, ASMT: 322270062
ALl K PREGLER DANIEL SIM
21885 EARLIGEN RANCHITOS DR 23871 RHODES AVE
PERRIS CA. 92571 PERRIS CA. 92570
APN: 322263053, ASMT: 322263053 APN: 322280013, ASMT: 322280013
BAC HOME LOANS SERVICING DANNY R TAYLOR, ETAL
C/O RECONTRUST CO 12832 AMETHYST
1800 TAPO CANYON SVv2202 GARDEN GROVE CA 92645
SiMI VALLEY CA 93063
APN: 322263003, ASMT: 322263003 APN: 322270078, ASMT. 322270078
BARBARA L MICHALEWSKI DENNEY R MARSH, ETAL
23979 CITRUS AVE 241675 WEBSTER AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA 92570
APN: 322270007, ASMT: 322270007 APN: 305180016, ASMT: 305180016
BRITTANY MOONEY FR CAL HARVILL RD
21541 WEBSTER AVE C/O |DS REAL ESTATE GROUP
PERRIS CA. 92570 515 S FIGUEROA ST NO 1600
LOS ANGELES CA 90071
APN: 322270009, ASMT: 322270009 APN: 322270013, ASMT: 3 13
BRUCE E DERBY FR CAL HARVILL
23955 RHODES AVE C/O IDS T ESTATE GROUP
PERRIS CA. 92570 IGUEROA ST STE 1600
LOS ANGELES CA 90071
APN: 322270053, ASMT: 322270053 APN: 305180055, ASMT: 305180055
CHARLES W COATES, ETAL FR CAL NUEVO ROAD ONE
P O BOX 911 C/O IDS REAL ESTATE GROUP
MORENO VALLEY CA 92570 515 S FIGUEROA ST NO 1600
LOS ANGELES CA 90071
APN: 322280003, ASMT: 322280003 APN: 322270006, ASMT: 322270006
CHRIS GARBUTT, ETAL GEORGE R OLDS, ETAL
21805 WEBSTER AVE 23920 RHODES AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570 PERRIS CA. 92570
ZLMNDS PRA 2008-07
SehaaRbIANY é@r AWI\V‘OB.'OOB'l ' Repliez  la hachure afin de 2915 Ipreqed. oy 2asngy
{ 1eitican Ln maharit ATERVE £1/7® -km.?f\ EMMM i révéler le rebordiRIfRAPHLYIDS € 12 aﬁe.unoqgﬂm@s’byéﬁﬁ




Easy Peel™ Labels a
Use Avery® Template 5162% Feed Paper

APN: 305170037, ASMT: 305170037
PERRIS CITRUS AVENUE STORAGE
410 N MAIN ST

CORONA CA 92880

APN: 322280004, ASMT: 322280004
RICARDO SORIA

17100 SAN PEDRO CIR
FOUNTAIN VALLEY CA 92708

APN: 322280021, ASMT: 322280021
ROBERT P GONZALEZ, ETAL

21923 WEBSTER AVE
PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 322263022, ASMT: 322263022
RODOLFO FRAUSTO

23940 CITRUS AVE

PERRIS CA. 92570

APN: 322263050, ASMT: 322263050
ROY YUMAN

P O BOX 1221
PERRIS CA 92570

APN: 322270066, ASMT: 322270066
SOFIA COBIAN

10242 ORANGE AVE
SOUTH GATE CA 90280

APN: 322270021, ASMT: 322270021
THOMAS B PARKER, ETAL

21621 WEBSTER AVE
PERRIS CA 92570

Etiquettes faciles a peler A

Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5162%® chi‘,?g:m"zm

Sl

| ———

Repliez a la hachure afin de
révéler le rebord Pop-up™

Bend along line to \@ AVERY® 59629

expose Pop-up Edge™

APN: 305270032, ASMT: 305270032
VICTORIA YOUNG

C/O OLIVER KARR YOUNG JR
42488 CORTE CANTANTE
MURRIETA CA 92562

APN: 322270034, ASMT: 322270034
WAYNE CITRANO, ETAL

21595 WEBSTER AVE
PERRIS CA. 92570

www.avery.com
1-800-GO-AVERY
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enterpriagmedia
THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE
THE BUSINESS PRESS S@G1
§&me LA PRENSA WKLY
ADEs @MNDSDCAL@
REMITTANCE ADDRESS
POST OFFICE BOX 12009
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-2209

BILLED ACCOUNT NAME AND ADDRESS
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

P.0. BOX 1147

RIVERSIDE CA 92502

AM
LS

e

®

Statement #:

04/27/11 - 04/27/11
04/27/11

@ TOTAL AMOUNT DUE

56592375 Amount Paid $

Legal Advertising Invoice

BILLING PERIOD ADVERTISING/CLIENT NAME

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

FOR BILLING INFORMATION CALL

(951) 368-9713

|* UNAPPLIED AMOUNT|®

BILLING DATE |® PAGE NO

TERMS OF PAYMENT

239.20 Due Upon Receipt

BILLED ACCOUNT NUMBER |

045202

REP NO

LEO4

Your Check #

PLEASE DETACH AND RETURN UPPER PORTION WITH YOUR REMITI'ANCE

@ SAU sze

CRIPTION. < e e HAT'E  © GROSSAMOUNT @ NET AMOUNT

4293243 CO PH - ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07 . 84 L . 1.30 239.20 |
Class : 10 Ctext Ad# 10633149 !
Placed By : Cecilia Gil

Pfammb

[o- 1 ajﬂf/f'![u
Zt"11%%

'3 ‘CURRENTNETAMOUNTDUE | & 30DAYS 80

2 PLEASE PAY
THIS AMOUNT

_ OVERGODAYS

UNAPPLIED AMOUNT |

. ™
enterprisagmedia reeoxies ADVERTISING Sell
THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE [IRER FAX (951) 368-5026 STATEMENT/INVOICE

l:_«z-‘; STATEMENT NUMBERA | @

., BILLNGPERIOD |

J [CINEEDIACCOUNTINUMEER

* UNAPPLIED AMOUNTS ARE INCLUDED IN TOTAL AMOUNT DUE
ADVEHTISER INFORMATION

| [@ADVERTISER/CUENTINUMBERI| [0l &1

_ ADVERTISER/CLIENT NAME _




THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE

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

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2010, 2015.5 C.C.P.)

Press-Enterprise

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF
Ad Desc.: PH - ZC 7733 FTA 2008-07

| 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, 1852, Case
Number 54446, under date of March 29, 1957, Case
Number 85673 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:

04-27-11

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

Date: Apr. 27, 2011
At: Riverside, California

o~
]

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
P.O. BOX 1147

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE CA 92502

Ad #: 10633149
PO #:

Agency #. ___

Ad Copy:

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING BEFORE THE
BOARD OF SUPERVI-
SORS OF RIVERSIDE
COUNTY ON A CHANGE
OF ZONE FAST TRACK
IN THE NORTH PERRIS
ZONING AREA - MEAD
VALLEY AREA PLAN,
FIRST SUPERVISORIAL
DISTRICT AND NOTICE
OF NO NEW ENVIRON-
MENTAL DOCUMENTA-
TION REQUIRED
NOTICE 1S HEREBY
GIVEN that a public hear-
ing at which oll inferesled
Eersons will be heard, will
e held before the Boord
Supervisors of Riverside
County, California, on the
1st Floor Board Chambers,
County Administrative Cen-
ter, 4080 Lemon Streel,
Riverside, on Tuesd:x,
May 17, 2011 af 1:30 P.M.
to consider the application
submitted by First Indus-
friul Realty Trus! -Hogle
Ireland, Inc., on Change of
Zone No. 7733 (Fost Track
2008-07), which proposes
fo chonge the zone from
Light Agricultural (A-1-1)
to Indusirial Park (I-P) for
APN 305-180-009, 305-180-
016 ond 305-180-017 and
Residential Agriculture (R-
A-1) to Indusirigl Park (I-
P) for APN 322-280-001
("the project). The project
is localed northerly of
Nuevo Rood, southerly of
Citrus Avenue, easterly of
Webster Avenve, ond
westerly of Interstate 215
in the North Perris Zoning
Area - Meod Valley Area
Plan, First Supervisorial
Districl.
Mo New Environmental
Documentation is required
because all potentially sig-
nificant impocls were ade-
guotely analyzed in Envi-
ronmental Impact Repord
No. 507 (EIR); and oll po-
tentially significant effects
of the npm|ec1_ have been
avoided or mitigated pur-
suant 1o the EIR; the proj-
ect will not result in_ony
new significont environ-
mental impacts not identi-
fied in the EIR; the projec!
will not subsfunliullr in-
crease the severity of the
environmental effect in the
EIR; no considerobly dif-
ferent mifigation meusures
have heen idenfified; and
no miligation measures
found infeasible have be-
come feosible, as cerfified
by the Riverside County
Boord of Supervisors on
December 3, 2009,
The project case file moy
be viewed from the dole of
this nofice until the public
hearing: Monday through
Thursday, from 7:30 a.m.
o 5:30 p.m. af the Clerk of
the Boord of Supervisors af
4080 Lemon Streel, 1st
Floor, Riverside, Colifornia
92501, ond at the Riverside
County Planning Depart-
ment ot 4080 Lemon
Street, 12ih Floor, River-
side, California 92501,
FOR FURTHER INFOR-
MATION  REGARDING
THIS PROJECT, PLEASE
CONTACT WENDELL
BUGTAI, ROJECT
PLANNER, AT (951) 955-
2419 OR EMAIL
whuglei@rctima.org.
Any person wishing fo tes-
tify In support of or in op-
posifion to the project may
do so in wriling between
fhe date of this notice and
the public hearing, or may
appear and be heard of the
time and place noted
above. All writien com-
ments received prior fo the
public hearing will be sub-
mitted to the Beard of Su-
pervisors and the Board of
Supenvisors will consider
such comments, in addi-



tion to any oral testimony,
before muking a decislon
on the project.
If you challenge the above
ilem in court, you may be
limited to raising only
those issues you or some-
one else raised af the pub-
lic heoring described in
this notice, or in written
correspondence fo  the
Piunmn Commission or
Supervisors af, or
norta,lhe ublic heari
e odvised Ihat os a resull
of the public hearing ond
the consideration of all
public comment, written
and oral, the Board of Su-
pervisors may amend, in
whole or in parl, the project
and/or the related environ-
mental document. Accord-
ingly, the designafions, de-
velopment standards,
deslgnori yrovements, or
fv properties or lands
within the boundaries od
the project, may
chonged in o way uﬂwr
than specifically proposed
Please send all written cor-
respondence fo: Clerk of
the Boord, 4080 Lemon
Street, 15! Floor, Post OF
fice Box 114?, Riverside,
CA 92502-114

Duled April 25, m
arper-ihem

Clerk of the Boord

By: Cecilia Gil, Board

Assistont &2



Riverside County Clerk of the Board
County Administrative Center

4080 Lemon Street, 1% Floor Annex
P. O. Box 1147

Riverside, CA 92502-1147

This may affect your property

FR Cal Harvill Rd.

989 North Sepulveda Blvd.
El Segundo, CA 90245
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Riverside County Clerk of the Board

County Administrative Center R Al g
4080 Lemon Street, 1% Floor Annex B i“ﬁ’?‘;r g 5 (U == :
P. O. Box 1147 o et ARt RA: 5
Riverside, CA 92502-1147 =t ﬁﬁ&b;;&.&“ $ 00.39¢
AL e .~¢§5,ﬁ$ 702088681 APR 2S5 201
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 5 ERIUT maLED FROM ZIPCODE 9251
This may affect your property
o
—
&
o APN: 322263023, ASMT: 322263023
o HENRY RAMIREZ
= 21421 WEBSTER AVE
—~ PERRIS CA. 92570 ) /
\ MIKLE @as  DE 1 B 0esRT/ AL

RETURN TO SENDER
VACANT
UNABLE T FORWARD
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REMOVE SIDE EDGES FIRST
THEN FOLD AND TEAR THIS STUB ALONG PERFORATION }

-

Riverside County Clerk of the Board

County Administrative Center
4080 Lemon Street, 1% Floor Annex
: P. O. Box 1147 PTG BN 2
D Riverside, CA 925021147 $ 00.39°
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE MAIL M ZIPCODE 82
This may affect your property
~o
=
APN: 322270070, ASMT: 322270070 ;;
GERALD F KELLY, ETAL -
21690 PROSPECT ST c-,'a
PERRIS CA. 92570
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LARGE MAP FILED WITH ITEM



