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SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD \oﬂ(‘b
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:
' ' December 6, 2011

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and
Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Project Nos. 2-0-00083 and 2-0-00084

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

1. Adopt Resolution No. F2011-23 which finds that the project will not have a significant adverse effect
upon the environment and is in compliance with the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan; and

2. Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project based on the findings incorporated in the initial

study and the conclusion that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment; and

3. Approve and Authorize the District to proceed with the project; and

4. Direct the Clerk of the Board to deliver the Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Notice of

g Determination to the office of the. County Clerk for filing within 5 working days of this Board hearing.

= BACKGROUND:

8 The public hearing is in accordance with the requirements for Section 18 of the District Act.

C e FINANCIAL:

g , N/A

O )

o WARREN D. WILLIAMS

% ) o General Manager-Chief Engineer

) i Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A in Current Year Budget: N/A

4 _ Y. : \

& » EIN[;\‘{‘]_i_(zAL Current F.Y. County Cost:  N/A : Budget Adjustment: N/A

; Annual Net District Cost:  N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A

' SOURCE OF FUNDS: Positions To Be |

8 4 Deleted Per A-30
Requires 4/5 Vote | [ ]

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE

il ot/ PAtl

“Michael R. Shetler

County Executive Office Signature

[ Policy
O Policy

MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

[ Consent
[0 Consent

-~ On fﬁbtibh of Supervisor Stone, seconded by Supervisor Ashley and duly carried,
IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended.

Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley

Nays: None ‘ Kecia Harper-lhem
E| g Absent: Tavaglione ... Cleiitpfithe Board
g o Date: December 6, 2011 © Y By
< § XC: Flood, Recorder Depu
3 | |

Prev. Agn. Ref.: 11.2 of 10/ istrict: 2" da Number:
rev. Agn. Re of 10/23(1Ristiet\ 35 Fy gihgenda Number 1: j: o #

Form 11fld (Rev 06/2003) . WITH THE CLERK OF THE BOARD
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2011-23
APPROVING NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D
AND NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT

WHEREAS, on October 25, 2011, the Board adopted Resolution No. F2011-22 pursuant
to Section 18 of the District Act giving notice of its intention to construct a project in Zoﬁe 2,
Qithin the city of Norco of Riverside County, designated as Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and
Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain Project ("Prbject") and giving further notice that the
Project would be considered at a public hearing on December 6, 2011; and

WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was properly made by publication and posting
as required by law, and all persons desiring to be heard on the matter were given the opportunity
to appear and present testimony, both oral and wﬂﬁen; and

WHEREAS, all provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act and the District
Rules to Implement the Act have been met and the General Managér-Chief Engineer of the
District has found that the Project will nét have a significant adverse effect upon the environment
and has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration; now, therefore, |

BE IT RESOLVED, FOUND, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of
Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in regular
session assembled on December 6, 2011 based upon the evidence and testimony presented on the
matter, both written and oral, that:

1. The Project is not within the Criteria Area set forth in and established by the

Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).

12.06.11 11.4
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2. The Project is consistent with the Riparian/Riverine Area and Vemal Pool
requirements of the MSHCP. .Pursuant to Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP, Riparian/Riverine areas
are lands which contain habitat dominated by trees, shrubs, persistent emergents, or emergent
mosses and lichens, which éccur close to or which depend upon spil moisture from a nearby
fresh water source, or areas with freshwater flow during all or a portion of the year. Vernal
Pools are seasonal wetlands that occur in depression areas that have wetlands indicators of all
three parameters (soils, vegetation, and hydrology) during the wetter portion of the growing
season. It has been determined that the Project area does not contain any Vemal pools, nor does
it include Riparian/Riverine Areas as defined by the MSHCP. In addition, the proposed storm
drain alignment does not contain suitable habitat for leasthell's vireo, Southwestern Willow
Flycatchef or Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo. Therefore, no further surveys or conservation
measures are required.

3. The AProject is consistent with the Narrow Endemic Plant Species requirements of
the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments and/or focused
surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are required for properties within mapped
survey areas. The survey area maps have been reviewed and the Project is not within a mapped
survey area for Narrow Endemic Plant Species. Therefore, no further surveyé or conservation
measures are required.

4. The Project is consistent with the Urban-Wildlands Interface requirements of the
MSHCP. Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP presents guidelines to minimize indirect effects of a
project in proximity to the MSHCP Conservation Area. This section provides mitigation
measures for impacts associated with: Drainage, Toxics, Lighting, Noise, Invasives, Barriers,
and Grading/Land Development. The Project has been reviewed and it has been determined the

Project does not occur within or adjacent to the Criteria Area or MSHCP-designated

2-
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Public/Quasi-Public conservation lands. Therefore, no further analysis or implementation of any
conservation measures is required.

5. The Project is consistent with the Database Updates/Additional Surveys
requirements of the MSHCP. Pursuaht to Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments
and/or focused surveys for certain additional plant and animal species are required for properties

within mapped survey areas. The survey area maps have been reviewed and the Project is not

within a mapped survey area. Therefore, no further surveys or conservation measures are

required.

6. The Project is consistent with the Public/Quasi-Public Land provisions contained
in Section 3.2.1 of the MSHCP. Section 3.2.1 describes lands within fhe MSHCP conservation
area including those designated as Public/Quasi-Public (PQP) lands. Section 3.2.1 states that if a
Permittee-elects to use property currently\depicted as PQP Lands in a way that altérs the land use
such that it would not contribute to Reserve Assembly, the Permittee shall locate and acquire or
otherwise encumber replacement acreage at a minimum ratio of 1:1. The Permittee must make
findings that the replacement acreage is biologically equivalent or superior to the existing
property. The Project has been reviewed and it has been determined the Project does not occur
Within MSHCP-designated PQP conservation lands. Therefore, no further analysis is required.

7. The Project will not have a significant adverse effect upon the environment and a
Mitigated Negative Declaration is adopted based on the findings incorporated in the initial study.

8. The Project is approved and the District is hereby authorized to proceed with the
Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, within 5 working days of this Board hearing, the

Clerk of the Board is directed to deliver the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and the
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Notice of Determination to the Office of the County Clerk and Recorder, who are thereby

directed to file same, all as required by law.

ROLL CALL:

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

Absent: Tavaglione

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

KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board

‘By:

Deputy

12.06.11 11.4




Notice of Determination Appendix D

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

For U.S. Mail: Street Address: Riverside, CA 92501
P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth Street Contact: Kris Flanigan
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone: 951.955.8581
County Clerk Lead Agency (if different from above):
County of Riverside ‘ St
2724 Gateway Drive

Riverside, CA 92507

SUBJECT: W, 7/‘ )

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

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

Project Title:
Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain Project

Project Location (include county)

The proposed project is located within the city of Norco in Riverside County. The alignment for this project is generally
bounded to the north by 7% Street, to the south by 6™ Street, to the west by Corona Avenue, and to the east by Center
Avenue. The proposed project is located within Township 3 South, Range 6 West, Sections 5 and 6 of the Corona North,
California 7.5 Minute USGS Quadrangle,

Project Description

The proposed project consists of the construction, operation, and maintenance of approximately 2,110 lineal feet of
underground storm drain facilities in the city of Norco. The project will alleviate flooding and provide conveyance of
surface runoff to the main North Norco Channel. The project will require the relocation of existing gas, water, electric,
communications, and sewer utility lines.

_ This is to advise that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has approved the above described
(I Lead Agency or [] Responsible Agency)
project on December 6, 2011 and has made the following determmatlons regarding the above described project:
(Date)

The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project.
A Project Features & Environmental Commitments Monitoring Program Table was adopted for this project.
A statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project.
 Findings were not made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

SR WS =

This is to certify thay/the final Mitigated Negative Declarafi Available to the General Public at: Office of Clerk of the Board,

County Administrgive Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riv 92501
7

Signature (Pu y\gency) . Title

Date

Date received for filing at OPR:

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

PawazY pecogoon | 1Y



MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

State Clearinghouse Number: Contact Person: Telephone Number:
None Kris Flanigan 951.955.8581
Email: kflaniga@rcflood.org

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

Address: City: Zip:
1995 Market Street Riverside 92501

Project Title and Description:

The proposed project consists of the construction, operation, and maintenance of approximately 2,110 lineal
feet of underground storm drain facilities in the city of Norco. The project will be located within the existing
street right of way (private and public). The project will alleviate flooding and provide conveyance of surface
runoff to the main North Norco Channel. The project will require the relocation of existing gas, water,
electric, communications and sewage utility lines. The construction will be managed by the District and the
maintenance of these facilities will either be performed by the District or turned over to the City of Norco.

Project Location:

The Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain Project is located within the city
of Norco. The proposed project is bounded to the north by 7™ Street, to the south by 6™ Street, to the west by
Corona Avenue and to the east by Center Avenue. The project is located within Township 3 South, Range 6
West, and Sections 5 and 6 of the Corona North, California 7.5 Minute USGS Quadrangle.

The General Manager-Chief Engineer of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
has made a finding that the proposed Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment. An Initial Study supporting this finding
is attached. This finding will become final upon adoption of this Mitigated Negative Declaration by the
Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District. M1t1gat1on
measures are as follows:

Refer to attached Project Features & Environment, tments Monitoring Program Table.

Signature:

) Dated: //( /Z(—’//

WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer

The Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, assembled
in regular session on December 6, 2011 has determined that the Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit
Knoll Court Storm Drain Project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has
adopted this Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Signature: M M/( AWW/\/ Dated: / Z/I// i / /1

KECIA HARPER-I
Clerk of the Board

Attachment

Copiesto: 1) County Clerk
2) Flood Control -

P8\142327
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

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

} ‘(\Qj'l/\U\ PODO - P‘@f pat T , do hereby certify that | am not
~ (NAME AND TITLE)
a party to the within action or proceeding; that on “}/3 { () | posted a

(DATE)
copy of the following document:

RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22

SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D AND NORCO-
SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR IN ACCORDANCE WITH

SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

by posting at city of Norco, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, California 92860

Board Agenda Date: December 6, 2011 @ 1:30 p.m.

Signaturezw W Date: ll/Z/[l




WARREN D. WILLIAMS 1995 MARKET STREET
General Manager-Chief Engineer RIVERSIDE, CA 92501

951.955.1200
FAX 951.788.9965
www.rcflood.org

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT =

=1

September 13, 2011 = RIVERSIL

Riverside County Clerk
2720 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92502-0751

Attention: Cindy Kohler

Dear Agency Representative/Interested Individual: Re: Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and
Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Notice of Intent to Adopt a
Mitigated Negative Declaration

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), enclosed is an electronic copy of a draft
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) on a compact disk (CD) prepared by the Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (Lead Agency) for the proposed Norco MDP Lateral N-
1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain project. The IS/MND may also be accessed on the Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) website at:

http://rcflood.org/Documents/PublicNotices/Norco Lateral N-1D and Spirit Knoll SD-MND-IS.pdf
http://rcflood.org/Documents/PublicNotices/Norco Lateral N-1D and Spirit Knoll SD-NOILpdf

The proposed project is the construction, operation, and maintenance, of an underground storm drain located
within the city of Norco, Riverside County. The alignment for this project is generally bounded to the north by 7%
Street, to the south by 6™ Street, to the west by Corona Avenue, and to the east by Center Drive. The proposed
project is located within Township 3 South, Range 6 West, Sections 5 and 6 of the Corona North, California 7.5
Minute USGS Quadrangle.

The Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration includes mitigation measures addressing potential impacts to air
quality, cultural resources, hazardous materials, noise, and traffic. Significant environmental impacts were not
identified and the District intends to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration per the requirements of CEQA. The
20-day public review period begins on September 20, 2011. Any comments regarding the proposed project or
the IS/MND must be submitted to the District by October 11, 2011. Questions regarding this matter may be
directed to Andy Leung at 951.955.8582 or email acleung@rcflood.org or Kris Flanigan at 951.955.8581 or email
kflaniga@rcflood.org.

Any written responses should make reference to Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm
Drain project.

; ‘\L}Ugﬁi} S
. . Neg Declarai thY CLE S
Please submit any written comments to: ¢ gﬁ raé‘at!on/ Ntc Determingsic.
- ‘ Tedper PRC o11gn
Riverside County Flood Contro] POSTER <" 17
and Water Conservation District . o
1995 Market Street SEP V4 3 Z'g;;;
Riverside, CA 92501 ~ '
. femavoe .
Attn: Environmental Regulatory ServiCees] - ‘WZ (" ‘ /
- P o
Enclosure ~ounty of Riverside, Sy ,f{“‘:ﬁf{,)erfé;

P8\140759
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Clv ol
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ./ AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D AND
NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within the city of Norco of
Riverside County, designated as Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm
Drain Project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project is located in Temescal Avenue between 6" Street, 7"
Street, Rose Court, and Spirit Knoll Court; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the' construction and subsequent operation
and maintenance of approximately 2,110 lineal feet of drainage facilities to alleviate flooding in
the city of Norco; and

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

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated February 2011, bearing the name and
showing the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file
with the Clerk of the Board; and

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

proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a

Mitigated Negative Declaration which will not bmﬁ%%%@g&aﬂed by this Board; and
f ermination;

Filed per PR
pQSTE% 21152

0CT 31 201

y: 10,95:11 11.2

B . .
wounty of Riverside, State of Californiz;
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WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated
Negative Declaration may do so ig writing between the date of this notice and the pubﬁc hearing,
or may appear and be heard at the time and place noted below; and

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

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the
Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in
reéular session assembied on October 25, 2011 that: |

1. VA public heaﬁné concerning the proposed project and the Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be held at 1:30 p.m. on December 6, 2011, at the meeting room of this Board, 1
Floor, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California, at which time
Il all public comment shall be heard.

2. A cépy of this resolution and copies of the above-listed documents shall be posted
at least 30 days before said hearing at the City of Norco, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, California
92860.

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

92507.
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4. The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this resolution to be published

twice, once at least 30 days before said hearing, and once 7 days following the initial publication,

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

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

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly

adopted by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein set forth.
KECIA

By:

10.25.11 11.2

ER-IHEM, Clerk of said Board




Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Spirit Knoll Court
Project No. 2-0-0083, 2-0-0084

Engineer’s Statement

The proposed project is located within the City of Norco, Riverside County, California. The project is
an underground system to alleviate the flooding along Rose Court, Temescal Avenue and Spirit Knoll
Court. The proposed project consists of two laterals: Spirit Knoll Court lateral is approximately1160
linear feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and N-1D lateral is approximately 960 linear feet of
reinforced concrete box (RCB). The laterals will connect to the existing North Norco Channel. The
cost of the proposed project is approximately $1,400,000.
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PROJECT NO.2-0-0084
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Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

Riverside, California

FINAL

CEQA
INITIAL STUDY

NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D
and
NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN

ZONE 2

WARREN D. WILLIAMS
November 2011 General Manager-Chief Engineer
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Initial Study

Project title:  Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain

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

Contact person, email address and phone number:  Kris Flanigan
kflaniga@rcflood.org
951.955.8581

Project location:

The proposed project is an underground storm drain located within the city of Norco, Riverside
County. The alignment for this project is bounded to north by 7" Street, to the south by 6 Street, to
the west by Corona Avenue, and to the east by Center Drive (please refer to the vicinity map and
location map on Pages 8, 9 and 10). The proposed project is located within Township 3 South, Range
6 West, Sections 5 and 6 of the Corona North, California 7.5 Minutes USGS Quadrangle.

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

The project is located within the City of Norco General Plan Land Use Map. The land use
designation within the project alignment(s) is Residential Agricultural (RA).

Zoning:

The project site is located within the City of Norco Zoning Map. The zoning designation within the
project alignment(s) is Residential Agricultural (RA) - low density (A-1-20) with a maximum density
of 20,000 square feet.

Description of project:

Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain include the construction,
operation and maintenance of approximately 2,110 lineal feet of underground storm drain facilities in
the city of Norco. The project will be located within the existing street right of way (private and
public). The project will alleviate flooding and provide conveyance of surface runoff to the main
North Norco Channel. The project will require the relocation of existing gas, water, electric,
communications, and sewer utility lines. The construction will be administered by the District and
the maintenance of these facilities will either be performed by the District or turned over to the City
of Norco.

Norco MDP Lateral N-1D: The proposed project includes the construction, operation and
maintenance of approximately 960 lineal feet of a 4-foot wide by 3-foot high reinforced concrete box
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10.

(RCB). The Norco MDP Lateral N-1D project will be located within Rose Court which is a private
street and Temescal Avenue within the existing street right of way. The District will obtain an
easement within Rose Court for the storm drain and repave the street. The proposed project starts at
the existing 8-feet wide by 5-feet high reinforced box culvert of North Norco Channel Line N-1, then
proceeds east within Rose Court for approximately 670 lineal feet to Temescal Avenue where it will
turn south and continue for approximately 290 lineal feet.

Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain: The project will be located within Spirit Knoll Court and
Temescal Avenue within the existing street right of way. The proposed storm drain line would
include approximately 1,150 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) ranging from 24-inches to
30-inches in diameter. The proposed project will start at the existing 30-inch storm drain line at the
end of the Spirit Knoll cul-de-sac, and then proceed east for approximately 540 lineal feet to
Temescal Avenue where it will turn south and continue for approximately 610 lineal feet.

Earlier Analysis Used:
No earlier analysis was used pursuant to the tiering, program EIR or other CEQA process, nor does
the analysis rely on an earlier EIR or negative declaration pursuant to California Code of Regulations,
Section 15063(c)(3)(D).

Impacts Adequately Addressed in Earlier Analyses: N/A

Mitigation Measures from Earlier Analysis: N/A

Project Objectives:

The overall purpose of the proposed laterals is to provide conveyance of surface runoff to the main
North Norco Channel. When implemented, the project will improve local drainage, safely convey
stormwater through the area to an adequate outlet (North Norco Channel), alleviate ongoing nuisance
flooding and offer valuable flood protection to the surrounding residences and businesses.

Surrounding land uses and setting:

The project site and its existing surrounding land uses are generally characterized by low density
Residential Agricultural (low density A-1-20 with maximum density of 20,000 square feet). There
are no businesses along the project alignment. Surrounding land uses include homes and vacant lands.
The proposed project alignment is within the existing street right of way (private and public). A
majority of local streets are not improved and do not have curb or gutter. Per the City of Norco, the
future improvements to the streets will include a 6-inch curb and gutter. Typical street section will be
36 feet wide with 6 feet of sidewalk on each side and a street cross slope of 0.02. Proposed catch
basins will be designed using the assumed improved street information.

Rose Court, Spirit Knoll Court and Temescal Avenue are paved two-lane roadways with dirt
shoulders along both sides of the streets. The road shoulders along the project alignment are highly
disturbed. The project site is generally flat and vegetation outside of the traveled way is limited to
ornamental landscaping and rural (weedy) species. The entire project site is heavily disturbed. Thus,
the area of impact does not contain any known biological, ecological, archeological, etc. resources of
significance.




11.

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

Federal Agencies (not "public agencies" as defined by CEQA or required to take a CEQA action)
None

State Agencies

None

City/County Agencies

City of Norco — Relocation of sewer and waterlines; and the approval of construction activities within
the City maintained roads and utility easements.

Financing Approval or Participation Agreements

None



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

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

Utilities/Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

[l Aesthetics [ ] Mineral Resources

] Agriculture Resources XI Noise

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

X Cultural Resources [] Recreation

] Geology/Soils X Transportation/Traffic
X []

[] []

[]

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A
"No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact
simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g.,. the project falls outside a fault rupture
zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well
as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a
project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence
that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

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

"Mitigated Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced any effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” to
a "Less Than Significant Impact”. The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier
Analyses", as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced).



Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). The use of an earlier analysis as a reference should include a brief discussion
that identifies the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

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

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for

potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or

outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated.

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

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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Figure 6. Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain. Intersection
of Temescal Avenue and Spirit Knoll Court, Temescal Avenue looking South.

Figure . Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Noro - Spll‘ioll Cort Storm Drain. Intersection
of Spirit Knoll Court and Temescal Avenue, Spirit Knoll Court looking west.
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Figure 8: Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain. Spirit Knoll
Court looking east.

igure 9. Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain. Intersection of
Temescal Avenue and Rose Court, Temescal Avenue looking south.
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Figure 10. Norco MDP Lateral -1 and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain. Intersection of
Rose Court and Temescal Avenue, Rose Court looking west.

Figure 11. Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain. Rose Court
looking east.
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Porentially
Significant

Potential  Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
L. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O O O X

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to [ O 0 X
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site [ ] X 0O
and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely [ Ol Cd X
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

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

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 1 H il X
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural use or land [] ] O X
subject to a Williamson Act contract or land within a Riverside County
Agricultural Preserve?

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

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

e) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest [ ] O X
use?

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

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality [ O X O
plan?

14



Potentially

Significant
Potential ~ Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant  No
Impacr Incorporated Impact Impact

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing O X | L]
or projected air quality violation?

c) Result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant [ Cl X ]
for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? Cl O] X O
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? O O] X |
f) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that O Ol X Ll

may have a significant impact on the environment?

2) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the O [l X O
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat O O [ X
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

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

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

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or [ ] 0 X
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological [ [l O X
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
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) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, [] [] 0 X
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an [] X 0 o
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or [ X 0o O
unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal [ X ] [l
cemeteries?

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

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

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

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] L] X 0O
iil) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? O O] X 0O
iv) Landslides or mudflows? U O O X
b) Result in substantial changes in topography, unstable soil conditions [] O] X Il
from excavation, grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would [] ] X 0O

become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or
off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

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

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures, fill or other  [] O O X
improvements associated with the project?
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the [ ] X 0O
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through [] ] ] ]
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous U ] Il X
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?
d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials [ ] X O
sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan, or, where such a ] ] O X
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project [ O Ol X
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

2) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted [ L] X O
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

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

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a) Violate or conflict with any adopted water quality standards or waste [ ] X O
discharge requirements?

b) Result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants (e.g. [ O X O
sediment from construction activities, hydrocarbons, and metals from
motor vehicles, nutrients and pesticides from landscape maintenance
activities, metals of other pollutants from industrial operation,) or
substantial changes to surface water quality including, but not limited to,
temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, or turbidity?
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Significant
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) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with [ L] 0 X
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

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

e) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, [] L] X O
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-gite?

) Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of [ O X 0
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems?

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

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

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

i Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death [ Ol L] X

involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

O
O
O
X

a) Physically divide an established community?

X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an [ Ol ]
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to
the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would [ O O X
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?




Potentially

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

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?

o o O X

XI.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

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

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

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

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

XII.

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure) resulting in
substantial adverse physical impacts or conflicts with the adopted
general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or regional plan?

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

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

XIII.

PUBLIC SERVICES

a)

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the following public services:
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Fire protection? O ] OO0 X
Police protection? | Ol O X
Schools? OJ O ] X
Parks? O O] O X
Other public facilities? O ] O X

XIV. RECREATION

O
O
O
X

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction [ O O X
or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

XV. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

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

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

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

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? ] X O O
e) Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity? O ] L] X

) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public O Ll X L]
transit, bicycle, pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

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

Electricity I ] O X
Natural Gas Ol Cd U] X
Communication System | O Ll X
Street lighting U ] ] X
Public facilities, including roads and bridges ] O O X

b) Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage [ Il O X
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

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

d) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which [ O L] X

serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project'’s projected demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

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

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

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the Cl O X 0O
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but [] O X O
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable’ means that
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)
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)

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

22
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DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[l

X

(za Pt /

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on
an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets, if the effect is a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless
mitigated." An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only
the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b)
have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

7/

Signature

Date / /

WARREN D. WILLIAMS, General Manager-Chief Engineer

Printed Name and Title




ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

L

1L

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Ia)

Ib)

Ic)

Id)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. The proposed project is located within a low-density residential zoned area (A-1-
20 with maximum density of 20,000 square feet), as described in the City of Norco General
Plan. The proposed storm drain system will be constructed underground within street rights-
of-way. Thus, the project will not have any adverse effect on a scenic vista.

Source: Project Design, NGP

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

No Impact. Refer to Response Ia). Major trees, rocks outcroppings or historic buildings are
not located within the proposed project alignment nor is there a State scenic highway located
within the project area. There are some large trees within the project area but they will not be
impacted by the proposed project.

Source: Project Design, Google Earth

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

Less than Significant Impact. The visual character of the project site and its surroundings
could be affected in the short-term by construction activities. The potential construction-
related  visual impacts could result from excavating, stockpiling and
construction/materials/equipment storage. Visual disturbance during construction is short-
term and would cease once construction is completed. The long term visual character of the
site and surrounding areas will not be significantly degraded as a result of the project.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project is an underground storm drain that will not create new or
additional light or glare, either during construction or operation and maintenance. The only
artificial lighting that may be expected to be used on the project site would be under
emergency conditions, however, any impacts would be temporary and insignificant.

Source: Project Design

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

1Ia)

1Ib)

Ilc)

1id)

I1e)

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

No Impact. According to Figure OS-2 of the Riverside County General Plan, the proposed
project site is not located within areas designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance.

Source: Department of Conservation, RCIP, County GIS, Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning due to the fact that
it will not involve any changes to current General Plan land use or zoning destinations.
Additionally, the proposed project site does not contain areas zoned for agriculture land use,
areas subject to a Williamson Act Contract, or land within a Riverside County Agriculture
Preserve. Refer to Response Ia).

Source: Department of Conservation, RCIP, County GIS, Project Design

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

No Impact. Farmland will not be directly or indirectly impacted as a result of the
construction, operation, and subsequent maintenance of the proposed project.

Source: Project Design, Department of Conservation, RCIP

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located within any land with zoning for forest
land, timberland or timberland zoned Timberland Production. Therefore, the proposed project
will not conflict with existing forest zoning.

Source: Project Design, RCIP, NGP

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

No Impact. The project does not result in the loss of forest or conversion of forest to non-
forest use. The project is not located within area considered as forest land. Refer to the

project description on Pages 1 and 2 of this document.

Source: Project design, RCIP

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

1I1a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
25




I11b)

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air
Basin (SCAB). The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) regulates air
quality emission within the SCAB and has prepared a series of Air Quality Management
Plans (AQMP), the most recent of which was adopted by the Governing Board of the
SCAQMD on June 1, 2007 (2007 AQMP). The 2007 AQMP identifies emission reduction
from existing sources and air pollution control measures that are necessary to comply with
applicable State and Federal ambient air quality standards. To achieve compliance with these
standards, the AQMP establishes control measures and emission reductions based upon future
development scenarios derived from land use, population, and employment characteristics
defined in consultation with local governments. In addition, to assess the impacts of project-
related construction and operational emissions to the air quality, the SCAQMD has
established regional significance thresholds.

As described in Response IIIb), construction and subsequent maintenance emissions from the
proposed project will only result in temporary air emission from heavy equipment exhaust,
construction-related trips by workers and associated fugitive dust generation. The proposed
project will be consistent with the existing AQMP rules and will not exceed air quality
significance thresholds.

In addition, the proposed project is a storm drain that in and of itself will not result in any
changes to the existing land use patterns in the project area, and the construction of the
project accommodates present and future development within the Norco area.

Therefore, the proposed project will not conflict with the AQMP or obstruct its
implementation.

Source: AQMP, SCAQMD, Project Design

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated: The proposed project consists of
the construction, operation and maintenance of flood control facilities. The maintenance of
the proposed storm drains will not result in any significant air quality impacts. The
construction of the project will create minimal, temporary, short term air quality impacts that
are considered less than significant with the implementation of the MM Air-1. Construction
activities related to the proposed project consist of excavating, hauling, pipe laying,
backfilling, compacting, and paving. Construction emission thresholds as recommended by
the SCAQMD and estimated construction emissions for the proposed project are noted in
Table 2.

Table 2. Air Quality Impacts

SCAQMD Project Estimated
Significance Criteria Construction Emissions
for Construction for 2012
Air Pollutant (Ibs/day) (Ibs/day)
Nitrogen Oxides 100 44.96
Reactive Organic Compounds 75 5.75
Sulfur Oxides 150 0.01
Carbon Monoxide 550 26.63
PMI10 150 2.59
PM2.5 55 2.23
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The estimated construction emissions shown above are based on data derived from
URBEMIS 2007 (Version 9.2.4) air pollution emissions model. The URBEMIS Summary
Report is included as Appendix 'A' of this document. For purposes of running the model, it
was assumed that the construction of Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco-Spirit Knoll Court
Storm Drain project would occur simultaneously over a 3 month period resulting in the most
significant air quality impact. It was also assumed that the total disturbance area would be
0.97 acres and that 606 cubic yards of soil would be exported. The equipment to be used
during the construction was assumed to consist of one cement and mortar mixer, two signal
boards, two dump truck, two excavators, two general industrial equipment (pickup trucks),
four pavers, two rollers, and two rubber tired loaders. The above emission estimates are also
based on every piece of equipment operating a full 8 hours per day, whereas some equipment
will actually sit idle during the construction process. The estimate includes the use of at least
one water truck as needed to reduce PM10 emissions.

Based on the values shown in Table 2, the estimated short-term emissions from construction
equipment are not expected to exceed daily air emissions thresholds as established by
SCAQMD. Carbon dioxide has been identified as a contributor to global climate change.
However, significance criteria thresholds for carbon dioxide have not been established. Since
construction emissions will be low-level and temporary, the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on regional or global carbon dioxide levels. Although the project is not
anticipated to exceed any of the thresholds noted above nor to cause or contribute to regional
or cumulative air quality impacts, the project will comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 regarding
the implementation of appropriate fugitive dust control measures and the following mitigation
measure will be implemented to ensure compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403:

MM Air-1: The construction contractor shall be required to comply with applicable
provisions of the AQMD Rule 403 and implement appropriate fugitive dust control measures
including watering, stabilized construction access to reduce tracking of mud or dirt onto
public roads, covering trucks hauling loose material offsite and street sweeping of track-out.

Source: Project Design, URBEMIS, CARB, SCAQMD

Result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

Less than Significant Impact. As mentioned previously in Responses Illa) and IIIb), the
SCAB is a non-attainment area for several criteria pollutants. Although the URBEMIS
modeling software does not estimate ozone emissions, NOx and ROG are considered
precursors to ozone formation. According to Table 2 above, NOx, CO and ROG emissions
will remain below daily emissions thresholds set by SCAQMD and, therefore, will not cause
a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant. Refer to Response Illa).

Source: Project Design, CARB, SCAQMD, URBEMIS
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Since the project's emissions have been shown to be below all
applicable SCAQMD thresholds and there are no significant operational emissions associated
with the proposed project, the project will not expose sensitive receptors to substantial point
source pollutant concentrations. The project site is located in the immediate vicinity of a

27



TIle)

I11f)

residential neighborhood. Residences located in the project area would be considered the
most sensitive land uses (sensitive receptors) in the project area. However, construction
activities associated with the installation of the storm drains would result in an increase in
dust and some vehicle and equipment emissions during the construction period. While
impacts during the construction period are not potentially significant, implementation of
mitigation measure MM Air-1 will reduce potential impacts associated with this issue to a
less than significant level. The project does not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations. Refer to Response Illa).

Source: SCAQMD
Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located primarily within an
existing residential neighborhood. Construction and maintenance activities may produce
odors associated with the operation of heavy equipment (diesel exhaust); however, the
generation of any odors would be transitory and would not create objectionable odors
affecting the residents. The operation and maintenance of the proposed project will not create
any long-term objectionable odors. Thus, the project does not create objectionable odors
affecting a substantial number of people. Refer to Responses Illa) and IIId).

Source: Project Design

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

Less than Significant Impact. Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions have been associated with
global warming and the resulting potential impacts. On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05 which sets forth a series of target dates by
which statewide GHG emissions would be reduced to, as follows: 1) 2000 levels by the year
2010; 2) 1990 levels by the year 2020; and 3) eighty percent (80%) below the 1990 levels by
the year 2050. In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted AB 32 (Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006) and the Governor signed it into law. AB 32 requires the California Air
Resources Board (ARB), the State agency charged with regulating statewide air quality, to
adopt rules and regulations that would achieve GHG emissions equivalent to statewide levels
in 1990 by the year 2020. GHG as defined under AB 32 includes carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane, nitrous oxide, sulfur hexafluoride, hydroflurocarbons, and perflurocarbons. CO2
has been identified as the most important anthropogenic GHG because it comprises the
majority of total GHG emissions per year and it is very long-lived in the atmosphere. The
main source of potential GHG emissions associated with the project is the previously
described temporary emissions related to the use of heavy equipment during the project
construction process. URBEMIS 2007 (version 9.2.4) provides an estimated total CO2
quantity of 162.31 tons/year (i.e., 147.25 metric tons of CO2 equivalents per year - MTCO2
eq/yr) in year 2012 for the temporary project construction emissions. Subsequent operation
and maintenance of the proposed project is expected to release infrequent and minor GHG
emissions far less than the expected 2012 construction emission of 147.25 MTCO2 eq/yr.

Currently, there are no established significance thresholds from Federal or State agencies.
However, in October 2008, the ARB and AQMD issued the draft "Recommended
Approaches for Setting Interim Significance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases under the
California Environmental Quality Act" and the "Draft Guidance Document — Interim CEQA
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Significance Threshold", respectively. In general, an interim GHG
threshold of 7,000 metric ton/year and 25,000 MTCO2eq/yr is recommended by ARB and
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AQMD, respectively. The estimated project construction GHG emission of 147.25 MTCO2
eq/yr is well below the available interim threshold recommended by the ARB and AQMD.
Thus, the proposed project will not generate GHG emissions that would cause significant
direct or indirect impacts on the environment. Refer to Response Illa).

Source: Project Design

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

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

Source: Project Design, CARB, SCAQMD, URBEMIS

1V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

IVa)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The proposed underground storm drain project will be constructed within street
right of way, adjacent to urbanized/disturbed lands. Potential habitat for species identified as
candidate, sensitive or special status does not exist within the project footprint.

In general, species have specific habitat requirements that do not exist in the project area,
such as riparian areas and wetlands associated with creeks and lakes; chaparral or coastal
sage scrub communities; rocky areas with dense vegetation; and coniferous forests and
woodlands. Furthermore, due to the disturbed nature of the project area, asphalt street paving,
continual disturbance and compaction of dirt shoulders, and the close proximity of
residences, suitable habitat does not appear to exist in the project area for any of the sensitive
species listed in the database.

In addition, the District has adopted the provisions of the Western Riverside County Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). As defined by the MSHCP, the project site is
located within the Cities of Riverside/Norco Area Plan. The RCIP online Conservation
Summary Report Generator was used to determine biological survey requirements under the
MSHCP. According to the RCIP Report Generator, the project area is not within a criteria
cell and is outside any special survey assessment area Narrow Endemics and Criteria Area
plant species.

The proposed project does not have a substantial adverse effect, directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Source: MSHCP, RCIP, GIS
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IVb)

IVc¢)

Ivd)

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

No Impact. Sensitive habitats are those that are considered rare or declining in the region or
support sensitive plant and/or wildlife species. Such areas typically include riparian or
wetland areas regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB). The proposed underground storm drain project will be constructed within street
right of way and adjacent urbanized/disturbed lands. The project area does not contain
riparian habitat. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation is required. Refer to
Response [Va).

Source: MSHCP, GIS

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

No Impact. As defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, wetlands are "those areas that
are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to
support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically
adapted for life in saturated soil conditions".

Wetlands do not currently exist on the project site. The proposed project area along Rose
Court, Spirit Knoll Court, and Temescal Avenue does not meet the definition of Water of the
United States (WUS) or Water of the State of California (WSC).

Fish and Game Code Section 1602 requires any person, state or local governmental agency,
or public utility to notify the Department before beginning any activity that will do one or
more of the following:

1. Substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake;

2. Substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river,
stream, or lake; or

3. Deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, or
ground pavement where it may pass into any river, stream, or lake.

Fish and Game Code Section 1602 applies to all perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral rivers,
streams, and lakes in the state. These conditions do not currently exist on the project site.
The proposed project does not require a 1602 Permit.

Refer to Responses Iva) and IVb) above.
Source: GIS, ACOE, CDFG
Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or

wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
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IVe)

Ivf)

No Impact. Migratory fish or wildlife species do not currently exist on the project site.
Please refer to Responses [Va) and IVc¢) above.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. The District
implements the provision of the adopted MSHCP, which is addressed in Response IVf)
below. There are some large trees within the project area but they will not be removed or
impacted by the proposed project.

Source: Project Design, RCIP

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

No Impact. On June 17, 2003, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors adopted the
Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
issued "take" permits on June 22, 2004 for the implementation of the MSHCP. The MSHCP
is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional habitat conservation plan focusing on the
conservation of species and their associated habitats in Western Riverside County. The
District is a MSHCP permittee and the proposed project must fulfill all applicable MSHCP
requirements.

The proposed underground storm drain project will be constructed within the street right of
way.

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

Habitat assessments and/or focused surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are
required for projects within MSHCP mapped survey areas. The proposed project is not
located within a mapped survey area for the Narrow Endemic Plant Species. Therefore, no
habitat assessment or survey is required under Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP.

Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP provides guidelines to minimize indirect effects of a project in
proximity to a MSHCP conservation area. The proposed project is not located in proximity to
a MSHCP conservation area as designated in the MSHCP, and is, therefore, not subject to
further analysis or implementation of any conservation measures as shown in the guidelines.

Habitat assessments and/or focused surveys for certain additional plant and animal species
are required for projects within MSHCP mapped survey areas. The proposed project is not
located within a mapped survey area for plant, amphibian, mammal species or Burrowing

Owl. Therefore, no habitat assessment or survey is required under Section 6.3.2 of the
MSHCP.
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The District will consider and implement all appropriate Standard Best Management
Practices (BMP) as listed in Appendix C of the MSHCP. Additionally, the District will pay
the MSHCP mitigation fee in accordance with Section 13.4 Provision B of the MSHCP
Implementing Agreement. The District will contribute to MSHCP mitigation through a
payment of 3% of the total project capital cost. Such payment may be offset through
acquisition of replacement habitat or creation of new habitat for the benefit of covered
species.

The proposed project is not located within a Criteria Area as established by the MSHCP.

The proposed project is not located within Public/Quasi-Public (P/QP) Lands as designated in
the MSHCP.

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

Source: MSHCP

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Va)

Vb)

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The Riverside County General Plan
Historical Resources Map (Figure OS-7) indicated that the proposed project site is not
marked as a historical site and is not located within an area of known historical resources.

A cultural resource records search by the Eastern Information Center (EIC) was received on
January 26, 2011 (see Appendix B). The EIC records search indicates that no cultural
resources properties have been recorded within the boundary of the project area, and that the
project area has not been examined for cultural resources.

The EIC also consulted the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), California Office of
Historical Preservation (OHP), Archeological Determinations of Eligibility (ADOE), the
Historic Property Directory (HPD), and the 1947 USGS Corona topographic maps. NRHP,
OHP, ADOE, HPD, and USGS Map did not indicate presence of possible historical structures
or features within the boundaries of the project area.

The proposed storm drain is located within existing road right of way. Based on the available
information, no listed historical property is likely to be impacted by the project and therefore,
no avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are required. However, in the event
of the accidental discovery of historical resources during construction, the following measure
shall be implemented:

MM Cultural-1: If historical resources are accidentally discovered during construction,
ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of the find shall cease until a qualified historical
resources specialist can assess the significance of the find and, if necessary, develop
appropriate treatment measures. Any discovered resources that merit long term consideration
shall be collected and reported in accordance with current protocols.

Source: Project Design, RCIP, EIC

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed storm drain project
would be located within existing street right of way. The Riverside County General Plan
Archeological Record Map (Figure OS-6) indicates that the project site is not located within
an area of known Archaeological resources and is not marked as an archaeological/historical
resource site. A record search conducted by the Eastern Information Center (EIC) and the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) failed to indicate the presence of any known
cultural resources or archaeological resources within the project area. However, according to
the EIC, Archaeological resources may be present within the boundaries of the project area.

In addition, a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search conducted by the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in
the immediate project area.

As recommended by the NAHC, the following Native American Tribes were consulted via
letter: Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians, Pala Band of Mission Indians, Pechanga Band
of Mission Indians, Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians, Santa Rosa Band of Mission
Indians, Morongo Band of Mission Indians, Pechanga Band of Mission Indians, Cahuilla and
of Indians, Pechanga Cultural Resources Department, Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians
(Joseph Ontiveros), and Luiseno Band (Mr. Willie Pink). Letter responses (see Appendix B)
dated February 22, 2011 and March 4, 2011 were received from the Pala Band of Mission
Indians and the Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians (via e-mail), respectively. No other
responses have been received.

The response letter from the Pala Band of Mission Indians states that the proposed project is
not within the boundaries of the recognized Pala Band Reservation. In addition, the Pala
Band states that the project is also beyond the territory that the tribe considers its Traditional
Use Area (TUA). The Pala Band states that they have no objection to the continuation of
project activities as currently planned.

In an e-mail dated March 4, 2011, Steven Estrada, Tribal Council for the Santa Rosa Band of
Cahuilla Indians states that the Band has no specific concerns in regards to cultural resources
at this time. The Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians wanted to defer further consultation to
the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians and their cultural resources department. The Contact
person of the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Joseph Ontiveros, was previously contacted
on February 2, 2011 but the District received no response from him.

It is unlikely that any archaeological resources will be impacted during construction.
However, in the event of accidental discovery of archaeological resources during
construction, the following mitigation measure will be incorporated into the proposed project:

MM Cultural-2: If any archaeological resources are exposed during ground excavation
disturbance, ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of the discovery will be terminated
immediately and a qualified archaeological resources specialist will evaluate the resources.

If any discovered archaeological resources merit long-term consideration, adequate funding
will be provided to collect, curate and report these resources in accordance with standard
archaeological management requirements.

Source: Project Design, RCIP, EIC, NAHC

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

33



Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The Riverside County General Plan
Paleontological Sensitivity Map (Figure OS-8) and the Riverside County GIS mapping
indicate that the project is located within an area of high potential for paleontological
resources. Thus, there is potential that buried paleontological resources could be uncovered
during construction. However, the proposed storm drain project is located within existing
street right of way and the project site consists of previously disturbed streets including the
installation of utilities. To ensure that potential impacts to paleontological resources are
avoided or reduced to a less than significant level, the following mitigation measure will be
incorporated into the proposed project:

MM Cultural-3: If any paleontological resources are exposed during ground excavation
disturbance, ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of the discovery will be terminated
immediately until a qualified paleontological resources specialist can evaluate the
significance of the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures.

Source: Project Design, RCIP
Vd) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. 1t is unlikely that human remains
are located within the proposed project area. The Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) Sacred Lands File search failed to indicate the presence of known Native American
cultural resources or sacred sites in the immediate project area. Despite the absence of
known resources, the potential exists for discovery of unknown human remains during soil
disturbance. In the unlikely event that human remains are encountered on the project site
during construction of the project, the following mitigation measure will be incorporated into
the project to ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

MM Cultural-4: Pursuant to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, if human
remains are encountered during construction, ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of
the find shall cease until the Riverside County Coroner has made a determination of origin
and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The Riverside County
Coroner must be notified within 24 hours. If the County Coroner determines that the remains
are not Native American, the County Coroner will decide the disposition of the remains. If
the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the County Coroner
will notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The NAHC will determine
and notify the Most Likely Descent (MLD). The MLD will then recommend the treatment
and disposition of the remains pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
The NAHC may become involved with decisions concerning the treatment and disposition of
the remains.

Source: Project Design, NAHC
VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

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

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

ii)

iii)

iv)

No Impact. According to Figure S-2 of the Riverside County General Plan (RCIP),
the project site is not located within or near a currently delineated State of California
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. In addition, Figure S-1 of the Riverside
County General Plan does not show any known faults mapped within the project
area. Furthermore, the Riverside County Land Information System indicates that the
proposed project is not located within a Fault Zone or within one half mile of any
known fault. Therefore, the proposed project will not expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects resulting from seismic activity.

Source: RCIP, GIS
Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact. Most of southern California is subject to strong
seismic ground shaking due to the sheer number of faults traversing the region.
According to Figure S-12 of the Riverside County General Plan, the project area is
located within an area of "extremely high" risk for seismic ground shaking. However,
the District's routine inspection and maintenance activities will ensure that the storm
drain system is repaired if damage does occur during a seismic event. Consequently,
the project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects involving seismic ground shaking.

Source: RCIP, GIS
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact. According to Figure S-3 of the Riverside County
General Plan, the project is not located within an area of "high" susceptibility for
liquefaction. However, the proposed project is a storm drain facility located within
existing street right of way and, furthermore will be designed in accordance with the
applicable recommendations of the geotechnical engineer. The District's routine
inspection and maintenance activities will ensure that the storm drain system is
repaired if damage does occur during a seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction. Consequently, the project would not expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects involving seismic-related ground failure.

Source: Project Design, GIS

Landslides or mudflows?

No Impact. According to Figure S-4 of the Riverside County General Plan, the
project area is not mapped as having susceptibility to seismically-induced landslides
or mudflows. The project area is relatively flat terrain and is not located on a hillside.
Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential

substantial adverse effects involving landslides or mudflows.

Source: RCIP, GIS

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

Less than Significant Impact. The construction of the proposed storm drain facility will
involve excavation and backfill activities. The excavation operation will be conducted in
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accordance with the Division of Occupational Safety and Health (CAL/OSHA) standards to
ensure that unstable soil conditions do not occur. The backfill operation will be conducted in
accordance with the applicable recommendations of the Geotechnical Investigation Report.
During the construction phase, appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be
implemented by the construction contractor to minimize erosion. Therefore, potential
impacts will be reduced to less than significant.

Source: Project Design, NPDES

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

Less than Significant Impact. According to Figure 4.10.5 of the County of Riverside
General Plan Final Program Environmental Impact Report, the proposed project is located in
an area that may be susceptible to subsidence. The proposed project will be designed and
constructed in accordance with the applicable recommendations in the geotechnical report
prepared for the project. See also Responses to VIa) and VIb).

Source: Project Design, RCIP

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

No Impact. A geotechnical report will be prepared prior to the finalization of the project's
design. Recommendations from the geotechnical report (see Response VIc) comment) will
be incorporated into the design and construction of the project. The proposed project is an
underground storm drain system located primarily within existing road rights-of-way. Thus,
irrespective of soil type, the project does not pose a substantial risk to life or property.

Source: Project Design, Geotechnical Report

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

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction and maintenance of a storm
drain system. There are no structures or businesses proposed as part of the project. See also
Response to VId).

Source: Project Design
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

Less than Significant Impact. Construction and subsequent maintenance of the proposed
project does not involve the routine use or transport of hazardous materials beyond the short-
term use of petroleum-based fuels, lubricants, pesticides and other similar materials during
construction. The construction phase may include the transport of gasoline and diesel fuel to
the project site and on-site storage for the sole purpose of fueling construction equipment.
Best Management Practices (BMPs) stipulating proper storage of hazardous materials and
vehicle fueling will be implemented during construction. All transport, handling, use and
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VIIb)

Viic)

VIId)

disposal of substances such as petroleum products, solvents and paints related to operation
and maintenance of the proposed project will comply with all Federal, State and local laws
regulating the management and use of hazardous materials. The proposed project will not
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

Source: Project Design

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

Less than Significant Impact. The potential risk of an accidental explosion or the release of
hazardous substances associated with the proposed project is minimal. However, there is a
low potential that excavation activities during construction could uncover hazardous
materials. In the event that hazardous waste is discovered during site preparation or
construction, the identified hazardous waste and/or hazardous material shall be handled and
disposed of in the manner specified by the State of California Hazardous Substances Control
Law (Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and according to the requirements of
the California Administrative Code, Title 30, Chapter 22. BMPs will be implemented for the
duration of project construction that will avoid and minimize the release of hazardous
materials into the environment. In the unlikely event that hazardous waste is encountered on
the project site during construction of the project, the following mitigation measure will be
incorporated into the project to ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

MM Hazards-1: If previously unknown hazardous wastes/materials are encountered in the
field during construction, ground disturbance activities in the vicinity of the discovery shall
cease until a qualified hazardous materials management specialist can assess the potentially
hazardous substances and, if necessary, develop appropriate management measures for the
treatment and disposal of the materials in accordance with applicable laws and regulation set
by the appropriate regulatory agencies.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The project area is located within the Corona-Norco Unified School District.
School facilities do not exist within % mile of the proposed project area. In addition, the
proposed project does not include any activities or uses that would pose a significant source
for hazardous materials. The District will comply or, in the case of its contractors, require
compliance with all Federal, State and local laws regulation the use, storage and transport of
hazardous materials.

Source: Project Design, Google Earth

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

Less than Significant Impact. A review of the Department of Toxic Substance Control's
Hazardous Waste and Substances List (Cortese List) indicates that the proposed project is not
located on any identified hazardous materials sites. In addition, a review of the State Water
Resources Control Board's Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Geotracker database
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Vlle)

VIIf)

Vllg)

VIIh)

indicates that the nearest LUST site is over %2 mile away from the project site. The proposed
underground storm drain facility is located within the street right of way and would not
expose the public or the environment to such hazards. There are no listed hazardous
materials site within the project area. However, in the unlikely event of the discovery of
previously unknown hazardous materials during construction, the following measure shall be
implemented. Refer to MM Hazards-1.

Source: DTSC, SWRCB, EPA

For a project located within an airport land use plan, or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public or public use airport (See Figures 2 and 4).

Source: Google Earth

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Source: Google Earth

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

Less than Significant Impact. Neither the construction nor subsequent maintenance of the
proposed project will impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Vehicular access will be maintained
or detours will be provided during project construction. It is also standard practice for the
District to notify public safety agencies prior to commencing project construction activity.

The Traffic Control Plan prepared for the project will ensure that temporary construction
impacts will not significantly interfere or impair traffic flow or emergency access through the
project area. Temporary traffic impacts associated with the proposed project are further
addressed in Section XV of this document.

Source: Project Design, RCIP

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where Wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection, the proposed project is not subject to wildland fire hazards. In addition, Figure S-
11 of the Riverside County General Plan shows that the project area is not subject to risk of
wildland fire hazards. The proposed storm drain system would not expose people or
structures to an increased risk of wildfire beyond current conditions.

Source: RCIP, California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
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VIII.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

Villa)

VIIIb)

VIIic)

VIIld)

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation
and maintenance of an underground storm drain system. The proposed project will not create
new sources of stormwater pollutants; however, it will collect, convey and discharge
stormwater runoff emanating from developed areas that may already produce pollutants.
During the construction phase, the potential for short-term discharges of sediment,
hydrocarbons or other pollutant associated with stormwater runoff from the construction site
may be increased. The District is also required to comply with the NPDES Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit issued by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality
Control Board (SARWQCB). Compliance with these established programs will ensure that
the project would not result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants.

Source: Project Design, NPDES, SARWQCB

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not result in substantial changes to
surface water quality including, but not limited to, temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, or
turbidity. Refer to Response VIIla) above.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation, and maintenance of
an underground storm drain system and does not involve the withdrawal of groundwater.
Groundwater removal during excavation is not expected. The proposed project will collect
and convey stormwater runoff within an underground storm drain system which will be
located under the existing paved streets of Rose Court, Spirit Knoll Court, and Temescal
Avenue. Given the existing conditions of the streets, percolation of stormwater runoff does
not occur on-site. Therefore, there would be no impacts to groundwater recharge.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not substantially alter a watercourse or wetland. The
proposed project lies within an area that is already developed and the project does not alter
the existing or proposed land-use within the project area, therefore, the project will not
increase the quantity of surface water runoff. Implementation of the proposed project will
result in the construction, operation and maintenance of an underground storm drain system
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VIlle)

VIIIf)

VIlIg)

VIIIh)

that will outlet into existing facilities with sufficient capacity to convey the runoff from the
proposed project site. The proposed project will not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on
or offsite.

Source: Project Design

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation,
and maintenance of an underground storm drain system located within existing road rights-
of-way. The proposed storm drain system will safely collect and convey stormwater runoff
through the project area and discharge it to the existing North Norco Channel. The project
will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a manner which
result in substantial flooding on or offsite. The proposed project will relieve local flooding
problems by providing needed drainage facilities in the area.

The proposed project will not change existing land use or create any new impervious
surfaces, therefore, the proposed project will not substantially increase the rate or the amount
of surface runoff in a manner which result in flooding on or offsite. See Response VIIId)
above.

Source: Project Design

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

Less than Significant Impact. As previously discussed, the proposed storm drain project
will not modify existing land-use or create any new impervious surfaces. The proposed storm
drain will outlet into the existing North Norco Channel which has capacity for the flows. The
project will not create or contribute additional runoff water to the existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems and therefore, the impact is less than significant.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area.
In addition, the proposed project is not within the 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map (FEMA Map No.
06065C0683G). The proposed project consists of the construction of an underground storm
drain system that will alleviate local flooding for nearby existing development and will
reduce the exposure of people and property to local flood hazards.

Source: Project Design

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

X.

VIIIi)

VIILj)

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map. In addition, the proposed facilities will reduce the exposure of people
and property to local nuisance flooding. See Response VIIIg).

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed underground storm drain system will not expose people or
structures to a significant risk involving flooding including failure of a levee or dam.
Conversely, the project will increase the existing level of flood protection for nearby
development.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is not subject to inundation by a seiche or tsunami. In
addition, the proposed project will not increase the potential for seiche, tsunami or mudflows.

Source: Project Design

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

IXa)

IXb)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction, operation, and maintenance of
an underground storm drain system road right of way. Thus, the proposed project would not
physically divide an established community.

Source: Project Design

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. The proposed project is located in Norco and is generally subject to the land use
policies of the City of Norco. According to the City of Norco's General Plan Land Use Map,
the land use designation within the project alignment(s) is Residential Agricultural (RA). The
zoning designation within the project alignment(s) is a low density (A-1-20) with a maximum
density of 20,000 square feet. Thus, the proposed project will not conflict with any land use
plans, policies or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.

Source: Project Design, NGP

MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
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Xa)

Xb)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. Sections 2761(a) and (b) and 2790 of the State's Surface Mining and
Reclamation Act (SMARA) provide for a mineral lands inventory process termed
classification-designation. The California Division of Mines and Geology, and the State
Mining and Geology Board are responsible for administering this process and have statutory
authority. Areas are classified on the basis of geologic factors, without regard to existing

land use and land ownership. The areas are categorized into four Mineral Resource Zones
(MRZs).

According to Figure OS-5 of the Riverside County General Plan, much of the project vicinity
is classified by the State of California as a MRZ-3. This classification denotes mineral
deposits are likely to exist; however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined.

The proposed project is an underground storm drain system located within street rights-of-
way and would not affect known mineral resources. Moreover, the proposed project would
not change any land uses within the project area that would affect known mineral resources.
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state.

Source: NGP, RCIP

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located within a delineated mineral resource
recovery area. Refer to Response Xa).

Source: RCIP

XI. NOISE. Would the project result in:

XIa)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project would
involve the temporary and intermittent use of construction equipment for various construction
and maintenance activities over the life of the project. Construction and maintenance
equipment may result in temporary increases above existing noise levels. Construction
equipment noise generally ranges from 70 to 95 dBA at 50 feet from the source. At about
500 feet from the source, intermittent levels from the loudest construction equipment would
be about 75 dBA. Maintenance activities would be infrequent and involve less equipment
than the initial construction of the proposed project. Residential areas are located adjacent to
the project site and could be temporarily affected by increased noise levels during
construction. The long-term operation and maintenance of the proposed project would not
cause a significant increase in noise levels. To ensure that potential short-term impacts are
less than significant, the proposed project will comply with the Riverside County Ordinance
Number 847 and incorporate the following measures:
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XIb)

MM Noise-1: Heavy equipment use that may impact adjacent residential structures shall be
limited from 7 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday, except under special circumstances
approved by the District's General Manager-Chief Engineer.

MM Noise-2: Each resident adjacent to the storm drain construction site shall be notified in
writing three days prior to operating heavy construction equipment near the residences. The
notice shall include the expected work schedule and the District's contact information. The
District shall alert the construction contractor of any noise complaints and incorporate any
feasible and practical techniques which minimize the noise impacts on adjacent residences.

Source: Project Design, RCIP, NGP

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would involve the temporary
intermittent use of construction equipment for various construction and maintenance
activities over the life of the project and may result in temporary ground-borne vibration
impacts in the project area.

The Riverside County Noise Ordinance does not include criteria for ground-borne vibration.
However, Caltrans' Transportation and Construction Induced Vibration Guidance Manual
(Manual) provides methods to estimate construction induced ground-bome vibration, and
provides criteria for acceptable levels of ground-borne vibration for human perception and
potential damage to buildings. Tables 3 and 4 list criteria for both human perception and
building damage resulting from construction induced vibration.

Table 3
Guidance Vibration Annoyance Potential Criteria
Maximum PPV (in/sec)
Transient Continuous/Frequent
Human Response Sources Intermittent Sources
Barely Perceptible 0.04 0.01
Distinctly Perceptible 0.25 0.04
Strongly Perceptible 0.90 0.10
Severe 2.00 0.40
Table 4
Guidance Vibration Damage Potential Threshold Criteria
Maximum PPV (in/sec)
Transient Continuous/Frequent
Structure and Condition Sources Intermittent Sources
Extremely fragile historic
buildings, ruins, ancient 0.12 0.08
monuments
Fragile buildings 0.20 0.10
Historic and some old buildings 0.50 0.25
Older residential structures 0.50 0.30
New residential structures 1.00 0.50
quc?m industrial/commercial 200 0.50
buildings
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XlIc)

XId)

XIe)

Ground-borne vibration resulting from construction of the proposed project would be similar
to a large bulldozer. Table 5 lists the estimated minimum and maximum construction induced
vibration impacts at various points in the proposed project area using methods described in
the Manual. Construction induced ground-borne vibration varies from 0.04 inches/second in
areas within street rights-of-way, and up 0.16 inches/second within easements in private

property.

Table §
Project Construction Induced Impacts (in/sec)
Estimated Construction
Induced Vibration Impacts Threshold Intermittent
(large bulldozer) Construction Induced Vibration
Minimum Maximum Human Perception Building
(at 50 feet) (at 15 feet) (""Distinctly Perceptible") Damage
0.04 0.16 0.04 0.50

The maximum estimated vibration is slightly above levels categorized as "Distinctly
Perceptible" and near levels categorized as "Strongly Perceptible". However, vibration levels
estimated using the Manual assumes worst-case situations and actual levels are typically
lower. The maximum estimated vibration is also well below the threshold for potentially
causing damage to buildings. Therefore, no damage to buildings because of construction
induced ground-borne vibration is expected. Implementation of MM Noise 1 and MM Noise
2 will ensure short-term construction impacts that expose people to ground-borne vibration or
noise levels to less than significant.

Source: Project Design, Caltrans’ Transportation and Construction Induced Vibration
Guidance Manual

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

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

Source: Project Design

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The operation and maintenance of
the proposed project will not result in a permanent substantial ambient noise increase.
Potential impacts will be limited to the temporary impacts during construction described
above. Refer to Response XIb).

Source: Project Design
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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XII.

XIIL.

XIf)

No Impact. There are no airports located within two miles of the proposed project site. The
proposed project will not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels.

Source: Project Design, Google Earth

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The project is not located within two miles of a private airstrip.

Source: Project Design, Google Earth

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

XIla)

XIIb)

XIlc)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure) resulting in substantial adverse physical impacts or
conflicts with the adopted general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or
regional plan?

No Impact. The proposed underground storm drain system will alleviate local flooding in an
area that, for the most part, is already developed. The purpose of the proposed project is to
alleviate local nuisance flooding within the existing roadway and nearby residences. The
proposed project does not include the construction of homes or businesses and is not expected
to result in any change to existing land use patterns or trigger substantial growth in the area.
Regardless, any development that may occur is subject to the policies of the City of Norco
General Plan and to further review by the Community.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not displace any existing housing. Refer to Response
Xlla).

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not displace people and, thus, will not necessitate the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Refer to Response XIla).

Source: Project Design

PUBLIC SERVICES

XIIla) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the

provision of mew or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
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significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the following public services:

Fire protection?
No Impact. The proposed project would not require new fire protection services.
Police protection?

No Impact. The proposed project would not require new police services.

Schools?
No Impact. The proposed project would not affect existing schools within the area.
Parks?

No Impact. Additional demands on existing public parks would not occur. New or improved
park facilities would not be necessary as a result of the proposed project.

Other public facilities?

No Impact. Local roads are the only public facilities that may be impacted by the proposed
project. Once constructed, the proposed project will reduce the potential for flood damage to
the public roads within the project area. Thus, the need to maintain and repair public roads
due to flood damage will be reduced. No additional public facilities will be impact by the
proposed project.

Source: Project Design

XIV. RECREATION

XIVa)

XIVb)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

No Impact. The proposed project would not impact or increase the use of existing
neighborhood parks, regional parks, or other recreational facilities.

Source: Project Design
Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the

environment?

No Impact. The proposed project does not include recreational facilities nor will it require the
construction or expansion of such facilities.

Source: Project Design
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XV,

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

XVa)

XVb)

XVo¢)

XVd)

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

No Impact. The project would generate a minor amount of daily construction-related trips
from trucks hauling soil and debris from the construction sites; trucks delivering equipment
and materials to and from the construction sites; and construction workers driving to and
from the construction sites. These localized increases in construction traffic would be
temporary. Permanent traffic associated with the infrequent operation and maintenance of the
project would occur primarily from vehicular trips by maintenance staff. However, operation
and maintenance of the project would not generate a significant volume of new vehicle trips.
Therefore, the project would not conflict with any applicable plans establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of a circulation system.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within a State Highway or Principal Arterial
designated within the Riverside County Transportation Commission's (RCTC) 2010
Congestion Management Program (CMP). Although the proposed project would generate a
minor amount of daily construction-related trips during construction, and fewer maintenance-
related trips, as discussed in Response XVa), these trips would not be substantial in relation
to the existing traffic load, capacity of intersections, street segments and freeways within the
project area. Therefore, the project will not conflict with the CMP.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project consists of underground storm drainage facilities that
would not increase hazard due to the design features or incompatible uses.

Source: Project Design
Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. Although the operation and maintenance
of the proposed project would not result in inadequate emergency access, the construction of
the proposed project is expected to result in temporary lane closures of local roads for
approximately 8 hours per day. A Traffic Control Plan (TCP) that will detail and coordinate
all traffic movement through the project area will be implemented throughout project
construction. The proposed project will also be closely coordinated with the City of Norco,
who will also review and approve the TCP. With the implementation of the TCP, combined
with the short-term nature of lane closures and the inclusion of the following measure,
impacts to emergency access will remain less than significant:
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MM Traffic-1: At all times during construction, emergency fire or medical vehicles shall
have access through the project site.

Source: Project Design

XVe) Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?
No Impact. The proposed project site will not affect any existing parking facilities. The
project site is expected to provide sufficient temporary parking areas for construction workers
and equipment. Temporary parking related to construction activities is typically on or
adjacent to the construction site. The project will not create long-term trip generation
requiring parking.
Source: Project Design

XVf) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle,
pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?
Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, pedestrian facilities, or other
alternate transportation or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities.

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

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

Electricity

No Impact. The proposed project does not require or result in the construction of new
electrical facilities or expansion of existing electrical facilities.

Natural Gas

No Impact. The proposed project does not require or result in the construction of new natural
gas facilities or expansion of existing natural gas facilities.

Communication System

No Impact. The proposed project does not require or result in the construction of new
communication system facilities or expansion of existing communication system facilities.

Street lighting

No Impact. The proposed project does not require or result in the construction of new street
lighting or expansion of existing street lighting.

Public facilities, including roads and bridges
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XVIb)

XVlIc)

XVId)

XVlIe)

XVIf)

No Impact. The proposed project would not require or result in the construction of new
public facilities or the expansion of existing public facilities including roads and bridges.

Source: Project Design

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

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction of new drainage facilities to
alleviate nuisance flooding within the proposed area. Other drainage facilities will not be
required as a result of the proposed project.

Source: Project Design

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not require new or expanded
water supplies. Construction of the proposed project will necessitate incidental short-term
water use: for example dust control during construction. Existing water sources/supplies will
be adequate. Impacts are less than significant.

Source: Project Design

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand
in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

No Impact. The proposed project would not generate wastewater or require wastewater
treatment services. No new wastewater facilities are required as a result of the proposed
project.

Source: Project Design

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would generate a limited amount of
solid waste during the construction phase. Construction waste will be limited to trash
generated by construction crews plus minimal debris created during the clearing phase. The
limited amount of solid waste generated by construction of the project would not be
substantial or interfere with the capacity of nearby landfills. See Response XVIf).

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

Less than Significant Impact. For District projects, all C&D materials become the property
of the Contractor for disposal. However, the District requires that construction waste be
disposed offsite in compliance with Federal, State and local statutes and regulations related to

solid waste. A long-term solid waste source would not be created.

Source: Project Design
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XVIil. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As demonstrated by this Initial Study, potential impacts to the
environment, wildlife species, plant community and cultural resources will not occur or will
be less than significant. Refer to Section IV.

XVIIb) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“'Cumulatively considerable' means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in this document, due to the relatively small area
of impact and the relatively short construction period, potential impacts would be temporary
and not be cumulatively considerable.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in this document, the proposed project would
result in very minimal environmental impacts such as air quality and noise. With the
incorporation of the mitigation measures as described in Sections III and XI, potential air
quality and noise impacts will be less than significant and would not cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings. In addition, other potential adverse impacts to human
beings are not expected to occur.
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

The following documents were referred to as information sources during preparation of this document.

They are

available for public review at the locations abbreviated after each listing and spelled out at the end of this section. Some
of these documents may also be available at the Riverside City and County Public Library, 3581 Seventh Street,
Riverside, CA 92502-0468, and or branches of the library.

Cited As:

Source:

AQMP

CARB

Conservation

CGS

CNNDB

CNUSD

DTSC

EIC

GIS

GE

MSHCP

NGP

RCIP

Section 12220
Section 51104
Section 53091

SCAQMD

URBEMIS

South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality Management Plan 2007, June 2007.
(Available at SCAQMD)

California Air Resources Board, Area Designation Maps / State and National, 2006. (Available at
http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm)

California Department of Conservation, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, Important
Farmland Map, Western Riverside County, 2004.
(ftp:/ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2006/riv06_west.pdf)

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey, Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zones. (Available at ftp:/ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/sp/Sp42.pdf)

California Natural Diversity Database, 2008. (Available at http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/)
Corona-Norco Unified School District, (Available at hitp://www.cnusd.k12.ca.us)

California Department of Toxic Substances Control, Hazardous Waste and Substance Site List
(Cortese List), website accessed January 7, 2011. (Available at
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/default.htm)

Eastern Information Center, Department of Anthropology, University of California Riverside (UCR),
letter dated January 24, 2011. (Available at University of California Riverside (UCR))

County of Riverside, Geographic Information System Database. (Available at
http://www3.tlma.co.riverside.ca.us/pa/rclis/index.htmt)

Google Earth 4.3, 2009. (Available at http://www.earth.google.com/)

Western Riverside County, Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, Final Version, Adopted June
17, 2003. (Available at Riverside County Planning and at http://www.rctlma.org/mshcp/index.html)

City of Norco General Plan Land Use and Zoning Maps, May 2, 2007. (Available at
http://www.ci.norco.ca.us/depts/planning/genral_plan_land_use_and_zoning_maps.asp)

Riverside County Integrated Project, County of Riverside General Plan, Final Version, Adopted
October 7, 2003. (Available at Riverside County Planning and at www.rctlma.org)

California Government Code Section 12220. (Available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html)
California Government Code Section 51104. (Available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html)
California Government Code Section 53091. (Available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html)

South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, April 1993, with
November 1993 Update. (Available at SCAQMD)

The Urban Emissions (URBEMIS) 2007 Model (Version 9.24), released February 2008. (Available on
the SCAQMD website at: www.URBEMIS.com)
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Appendix A

URBEMIS Summary Report
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Appendix B
Comment Letters

and
Responses
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P§5430°2001 18:41 FAL #18 637 3187 NAHC

Bovin0g

SLATROF CALIEGINI Sl B Aouin. & Bay dcos

HATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
73 CAMIOL MALL, ROOW 34
, ,

January 31, 2014

Kris Flanigan, Senior Civil Engineer
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT

1995 Market Strea!
Riverside. CA 92501

Sont by FAX to: 351-788-8085
Ne. Pages: 4

Re: Request for 3 Sacred Lands Fie Search and Nalive Amencan Contacts st for the:

“Norco MOP Lasteral N-1D, Stage 1 and Norco - Spriit Knch Court Storm Drain, Stge |
1, Project Noa. 2-0-00083-01 and 2-0-00004-01 Project:” located kn the Norco Arsa; i
Riwverside County; Calfornia

Dear Krig Flanigan:

The Native Amedcan Heritage Commission (NMAHC), the State of California
Trustee Agency' for the protection and preservation of Native Amerncan cultural resources, The
NAHC Sacred Lands Fils (SLF) search resulted in; Native American cultural resources were
not identified within % mile of the areas of potential effect (2.0 APE. There are, however,
Native Amencan cullurel resolrces in cloae proximily fo the APE.  Note that the NAHK “Sacred
Sites,” are dedfinad by the Native Amencan Heritage Commissicn snd the Californis Legislature
in California Public Resources Code §55007.94(a) and 5007.06 The absence of evidence of
archagological tems does not indicate that they do not exst at the subsurface and/or when
groundbreaking activity occurs.

This Istter includes stale and foderal statutes refating to Natve Amarican
histonc properties of religious and cultural significance to Amevican Indian tribes and interested
Natree Amesican individuals a6 ‘consulting parties' under bolh state and federal law. State law
also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression in Public Resources Code
§5087 9.

The California Environmaenial Ouality Act {CEQA - CA Public Resources Code
21000.21177, smendmante offective 371872010} reguires. that any project that causes a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes
#rchaeslogical esources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the praparation of an Erwironmental
Impact Report (E(R) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environmesnt
25 s substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affected by the proposied project, including ... objects of historic or sasthetic
significance.” in order to comply with this provision, live lead agency s maidred tb sesess
whethor the project wil have an adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of polential
sftect (APE). and if 80, to mitigate that effect.

Emwmmm&mnmmmmmmautmmm
unanlicipated discoveries once a projuct is underway. Culturally affiiated tribes and ingwiduals
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may have knowledge of the rafigious and cultural significance of the historic properties in the
project area (i.g. APE). Consultation with Native American commundios is also a matter of
environimental justice as defined by California Goverment Code §65040.12(e) We strongly
urge that you make contact with the st of Native Armencan Contacts on the attached ligt of
Nalve Apnerican contacts, (o aee if your proposed project might impact Native Amancan cultural
resources. Lead agencies should cansider gvaidance as defined in §15370 of the CEQA
Guidedines when significant cultural resources may be affacied by a proposed project.

Furthermore we suggest that you contact the Califomia Historic Resources Informalion
Syatem (CHRIS) for pertinant archasologicsl data within of near the APE, at (516) 445-7000 for
the mesrest Information Center.

Consyltation with tribes and interested Native Amencan consuling partes, on the NAHG
tist, should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of ledersf NEPA (42 US.C 4321-
43351) and Section 106 and 4(f) of federal NHPA (18 U.5.C. 470 e seq), 36 CFR Part 800.3 ()
(2) & .5, the President's Council on Environmentsl Qualily (CSQ, 42 U.5.C 4371 of s8q. and
NAGPRA (25 U.8.C. 3001-3013) as appropriate. The 1932 Secrefary of the infenors Standerds
for the Treatment of Histon: Properties wire revised so that they could be applied to all histaric
resource types included in the National Register of Historc Pisces and including cullural
landscapes. Also, fedend Executive Orders Nos. 11583 (praservation of cultural eswvironment),
13175 (coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, Supportive guides for
Section 106 consuitstion.

Also, Califorma Public Resouroes Code Sechion 5097.98, California Govamment Code
527491 and Heahh & Sefely Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally
discovered archeciogical resources during construction and mandate the processes to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remaing in a project location other
then & "dedicated cemaiery’,

Tebeeﬂawve msmwmmtpmmcpmmmuhemidmm
a8} Ngtiva A - BaR anencies project praponants and thei

mnmm mﬂweoplmn onhe NAHC Ragardmg |riba! ‘consuitation, & relationsip buil
around megular meetings and informal invoivement with jocal tribas will fead to more qualitative
congultation tibal nput on specific prolects. )

The response 1o s search for Native Amencan cultursl fesources is conducted in the
NAHC Sacred Lands Invenlory, established by the Cslifornia Legisiature (CA Public Rescurces
Code 5097 94(a) and iz exempt from the CA Public Records At (c.f. Calfornia Governmant
Coda §254.10) although Native Americans on the atiached contact list may wish 16 raveal the
rriture of identifiod cultyral resources/histonc propertes. Confidentiafity of “historic proporties of
religious and culiymal significance” may also be protecied under Section 304 of he NHA or at the
Secratary of the Interior distretion & nol eligible for Esting on the Mational Register of Historic
th.MMmeothWMMiMMMFMmMM 42
U.8.C., 1598) in Issuing a decislon on whethir or noft ko disciose ems of refigious andior
mmmmmunammm;mmmwmmmwmwwm

about tils response 1o your requast, please do not hesitate to

Aitmhmmt, Nahwemlcm(:muutlst
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p1-831-2011 18:4% FaXl 918 837 3380

Los Coyotes iand of Mseaon indians
Francine Kupsch, Spokesperson
P.O. Box 1689 Cahudila
Warner + CA 92085

oscoyotes @narthiink.net

{760} 782-0711

(760) 782-2701 - FAX

Pala Band of Mission Indians

Tribal Historio Preservation Office
35008 PalaTemscuta R, PMB | ulgeno
Fala » CAS2058 Cupeno
sgaughen @palatribe.com

{760) B91-3500

(780} 742-1411 Fax

echanga Band of Mission Indians
Paul Macarrg, Culural Resource Cernter

£.0. Box 1477 Luiseno
Temecula - CA 92503
{551) 770-8100

pmacamo@pechamyasnsn,
gov
{951} 506-9491 Fax

Ramona Band of Cahuilia Mission indians
Josaph Hamifton, Chairman

P.0, Box 301670 Cahuiia
Anza « CA 92539
agmm@ramonatibe.com

{951) 763-4105

{951) 783-4325 Fax

This {3 2uresnt ondy as of the Jete of this secument,

Phweribfon OF Mhin il doos. rnk retiove any porson of Shylisorny

oo 009

Native American Contacts
RAiverside County
February 1, 2011

Sarma Rosa Band of Mission indians
Mayme Estraga, Chairwoman

P.O. Box 809 Cahuilla
Hamal » CA 02548
srtribalofiice @ aol.com

{951) 658-5311

{951) 658-6733 Fax

Morongo Band of Mission indians
Michae! Contrerns, Cultural Heritage Prog.
12700 Pumarra Road Cahuillg
Bamning v CA 92220 Serrano
(851) 201-1866 - cedl
moonireras @ morongo-nsn.

gov
(951) 922-0105 Fax

Pechanga Band of Mission indians
Mark Macamo, Chalrparson
P.0. Box 1477
Temecuia . (A 92593
torowrn @ pechanga-Nsn.gov
{851) 770-5100
(451) 8O5-1778 Fax

Willie J. Pink

43310 Pachanga Road Luiseno
Termecula .+ CA 92592

wipink @hotmail.oom

(500} 836-1216

Prelers e-mail contact

b Gnedign P040.S of itve Hanith and

rwpenpihility oo definmg
mmmmwuahm mm-ﬂwmmﬁunom&mm Alan,
Mstoric

At (HEPA), Matinns)
rmk NAGPRA, nwsmmm

mmmwmmmmmmmmmmmm
Nomoo MO Latsrsl (10, Siags | amct Nonon - Bpiiva notl Gowrt Siorm D, Singi 1, Project Mes. 1 sha

Prossrystion Act, Sicchion 106 and ted

10 culturnd TEGGETCRS WnEeet by the propoaad
BOOONA-0T; rreded i i BOMG

arcn; Rverside Gounry, Datttonie fer which o Sacrod Lands File tmrch 300 Nefve Arsaricen Coniacty L3 wass recyusaied
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013172001 18:41 FAX 918 957 Rge RARG
Native American Contacls
Riverside County
February 1, 2011

Caiwma Bana of Indians

Salgado, &r., , Chairperson
PO Bax 391760 Cahuilla
Anza i CA 82539
tribalcouncil@ cahuila. net
515-783-5549

Anna Hoowr Cultural Analyst
Pechanga Cullural Resourcas Depanment
P.O. Box 2183 Luigefio
Temecula « CA 92563
ahoover@pachanga-nsn.gav
951-F70-8100

{951) 894-0446 - FAX

Ernast H. Siva ‘ .
Morongo Bang of Mission indians Tribal Eder
§570 Mias Canvon Road Barrano
Banning . CA92220 Cahulla
sive@dishmail.com

(551) Bag-4678

Omiver rce Department
SR NS b T s ource B

P.O. BOX 487 Luiseno
San Jacimo . CA 92581
jontivieros@soboba-man.gov

{951) 663-5279

{951) 654-5544, ext 4137

Thia tist §5 curree only sa of the dels of this Socumont.

mdmwmwmmmdmw B8 dafired in SReTm 70505 57 the Mealth amd
Salety Coon, ShiDen 5057.04 of he Public Resounts (086 ant Seckion wﬁnmmmm e,
msmmlm&mpmm:mnmm

mm Ard 35 CFRt Pt

Mluunlymh Gankasting locat Mirer Snuricres for sePtuliation purpcses with Mga sl (2 culturs! reouitos K Bect &y il proposed
HDW&imwrwm-mﬂllﬂmmmwt’wmmwﬁm fouercta i e Norco
aran: Riveraide Soumy, Calllorais for aduol & Secred Lands Flie SEarch ) Nadteh & rines COPRMCYE 5t wils SaquENted,
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Native American Heritage Commission
Response

District Response: As described in Section Vb) of the Initial Study, the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted in regards to the Sacred Lands Inventory to
determine whether any known cultural properties are present within or adjacent to the project
area. The NAHC responded that no Native American cultural resources are known to exist
within or adjacent to the project area. As recommended by the NAHC, the District has contacted
all the nearest Native American tribes and requested any information they have regarding Native
American cultural resources within the project area. Applicable recommendations from the
tribes will be incorporated into the final construction specifications. The recommended
mitigation measures in Section V of the Initial Study will provide a means to adequately protect
and evaluate any unknown cultural resources should they be accidentally uncovered during
construction. Potential adverse impacts to cultural resources will remain below a level of
significance.
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EASTERN INFORMATION CENTER

CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION SYSTEM
Department of Anthrapelogy, University of Caiifornia, Riverside, CA 92521-0418
(951) B27-5745 - Fax {951} B27-5409 - eickw®uce edu
Inyo, Mono, and Riverside Counties

January 24, 2011
EIC-RIV-5T-1274

Kris Flanigan

Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Ra: Cultural Resources Records Search for the Norco MDP Lateral N-1D, Stage 1
and Norco-Spirit Knel! Court Storm Drain, Stage 1 Project (Project Nos, 2-0-
QUOB3-01 and 2-000084-01)

Dear Mr. Flanigan,

We received your request on January 21, 2011, for a cultural resources records search
for the Norco MDP Lateral N-1D, Stage 1 and Norco-Spirit Knoli Court Storm Drain
praject, located in Sections § and §, T.35, R.6W, SBBM, In the Norco area In Riverside
County. We have reviewed our maps, records, and reports against the project area
defined on the map you provided.

Our information indicates that no cuitural resources properties have been recorded
within the boundaries of the project area, and that the project area has not been
exarnined for cultural resources.

Additional scurces of information consulted are identified below.

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): no listed properties are
located within the boundaries of the project area.

California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), Archaeological
Determinations of Eligibifity (ADOE): no listed sites are located within
the boundaries of the project area.

E}\{E CENW L]B
N oanzgom i

RVERSIDE COURTY FLOGD CONTRGL
Alel WATER CONSERVATIOR DISTRICT
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Kris Flanigan
January 24, 2011
Page 2

California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), Historic Prop erty
Directory (HPD): no listed properties are located within the boundaries
of the project area.

Mote: not aff properties in the California Historical Resources
Information System are listed in the OHP ADOE and HPD; the ADOE
and HPD comprise lists of properties submitted to the OHP for review,

The 1947 USGS Corona 15 topographic map does indicate the
presence of possible historics! structures or features within the
houndaries of the project area,

Based on the information reviewed, cultural resources may be present within the
boundaries of the project area. The property has never been surveyed for cultural
resources, therefore, it is recommended that the project area be surveyed
systematically by a cultural resources professional to identify all cultural resources and
provide recommendations regarding their significance and management prior to any
development of the property. A statewide list of cultural resources consultants can be
found online at http:/fchrisinfo.org,

Sincerely,

Michael P. Loyd

Information Officer

Enclosure
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Eastern Information Center
Response

District Response: The Eastern Information Center (EIC) cultural search indicated there are no
cultural resources records within the boundaries of the project area, the project area has not been
examined for cultural resources, and recommends that the project area be surveyed by a cultural
resources professional. As described in the Initial Study; the proposed project is located within
existing street right of way and consists of previously disturbed streets and existing underground
utilities. Therefore, the District believes a site survey is not necessary for the project area; and
the mitigation measures in Section V of the Initial Study will provide a means to adequately
protect and evaluate any unknown cultural resources should they be accidentally uncovered
during construction. Potential adverse impacts to cultural resources will remain below a level of
significance.
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P’\E A B’k”‘ii) f}F \!i%‘xiﬂ‘i INDEANS
, C P Prosseroodur 4 e e
AR Pala T&ﬁ’ékxiim }{i§ Pagis 445
Pala, A Y2034

February 22, 2001

koris Flampan

Riverside County Floosd Control and Water Conservation Distaic
PHS Market Streel

Bicersade, UA 4250

Pear Ms. Flanepan

The Pala Band o Mosion Indians Tobal Fhstorse Preservation (e has reconved vosn
notification of the project reterenced above. T his letter comanitutes our responss on behall
of Robert Sl Tribal Chawraan,

We hive eonawdted vur maps and determined that the project as deseribed s not within
the bowsdaries o the recopnised Pala Indian Reservavon. The project is also bevond the
bourdaries of the tensoey that the ribe considers ity Traditionat Lse Area (TLA)
Fhescfore we bunve po obpection W the continuabon of projeet achivities as curretitly
planmned and we deter e the washes of Tribes in cioser gosimnty 10 the project arcy

W appreciate vovolserment with vour imitaptive amd look forward o working with yan
future effomts 1 vou have guestions of nead addbora alt b N ps»e:s:ue e ot
o contact me by telephone o 7608913815 or by ool @ susophenapaleribe g

Sincerely,

S{‘ﬂu&\ LT A 4::‘1.&6—-——
ta O Uaughen, MA
Tr"s&% Historie Prosersation {Ofcer

Paby Barwd of Mission Induans

ATTENTION THE #ALA TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESEMVATION OFFICE IS RESPONSIRLE
FORALL REQUESTS POR CONSULTATION PLEARE ADDRESS CORRESPONDIENCE
TOSHASTA O GALGHES AT THE ABOYE ADDRESS 1T 15 N0OT RECESSARY T4
ALSOSEMDINOTHORS TO PALS TRIBAL CHAORMAN ROBERT SMUTH,

Consalialon letter
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Pala Band of Mission Indians
Response

District Response: Comment noted.
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Elhaddad, Hilal

From: Steven Esfrada [steven_1_estrada® yahoo.com)]
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2011 11:21 AM

To: Elhaddad, Hital

Ce: Joseph Ontiverns

Subject: Fe: Moreo MODP Lateral N1D & Spieit Kool

Good Marning Mr. Ethaddad,

The Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians would like to thank you for your consultation efforts in regards to the
above mentioned projects. The Band has reviewed your letter and it has been determined that the Band has
no specific concems in regards to cultural resources at this time. However, there may be potentis! for
unknown cultural resources to be found. With this said, the Santa Ross Band of Cahuilla Indians will defer
further consultation to the Schoba Band of Luiseno Indians and their Cultural Resources Department. If you
have any further questions please contact Mr. Joseph Ontiveros.

Thank you,
Steven

Steven Estrada

Tribal Councl

Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians
351.658.5311

Fromy: "Elhaddad, Hilal" <hasihaddad@rcfiood.org>
To: steven L estrada@yahoo.com

Sent: Thu, March 3, 2011 4:1B:48 PM

Subject: Norco MDP Lateral N-1D & Spirit Knoll

W, Estrada,

| received your information from Kris Flanigan. You wanted to send a response letter regarding the Norca N-1D
and Norco Spirit Knoll Project.
Please e-mail me your response letter and | will take care of it.

Regards,
A AL et &Fl’lll!t!&.i RN St
Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

1995 Markes Street. Riverside. California 92501
Phone: 951-955-8582 FAX: 951-0684-8400

Note: Tha Bustrict Friday.
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Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians
Response

District Response: Comment noted.
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Tim Armstrong
Tochnical Services-Biologist
Southern Cafifornia Ges

Southern
California
Gas Company

1981 W. Lugonia Ave. SC 8064
Redtands, CA 92374

Tek (309) 335-7752

Fax: (909) 336-3939

Mobile: {818) 305-1998
TArmstrong@semprautilifies.com

)
A g: Sermpra Energy utiity”

September 28, 2011

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Attn: Kris Flanigan, Environmental Regulatory Services I

1995 Market Street

Riverside, CA. 92501

Re: Comments to the Norco MDG Lateral N-1D and Norco — Spirit Knoll Court
Storm Drain Project, Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Dear Kris Flanigan:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the IS/MND prepared for the Norco MDG Lateral
N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain Project. As the largest provider of natural gas
in the southern California area, Southern California Gas Company (SCG) has a large
infrastructure of gas lines throughout the Norco area. As such, we look forward to working
with Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District to ensure existing SCG
infrastructure will not conflict with the project.

tn an effort to streamline and avoid duplication of environmental permits, we request Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District include SCG in the environmental
permitting process for the project, if the analysis requires relocation of SCG facilities within the
footprint of the project site. Analysis should include potential impacts upon environmental
laws (e.g., USACE, CDFG, RWQCB, and SWPPP) and allow for gas infrastructure to be permitted
within the scope of the proposed alignhment. SCG weicomes any preliminary drawings and
planning activities that will enable the streamlining of the project.

Sincerely,

<A Q@‘}\LMT “

Tim Armstrong
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Southern California Gas Company
Response

District Response: Southern California Gas Company has requested the District include the
environmental analysis for the relocation of the existing gas infrastructure in the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) and for copies of the preliminary drawings for
the proposed project. The environmental analysis for the IS/MND includes the relocation
activities for the existing gas utilities as part of the proposed project. The request for preliminary
plans has been forwarded to the District's Design and Construction Division.
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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

November 1, 2011

RIVERSIDE COUNTY RECORD

ATTN: LEGALS

P.O. Box 3187 FAX (951) 685-2951
RIVERSIDE, CA 92519 E-MAIL: recordsmde@aol.com

RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING: RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22 NORCO-SPIRIT KNOLL
COURT STORM DRAIN
To Whom It May Concern:

Attached is a copy for publication in your newspaper for TWO (2) TIMES on TWO THURSDAYS:
November 3 and 10, 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

11.2 of 10-25-11

[2=06-Jol/
[
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Gil, Cecilia

From: recordmde@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2011 8:08 AM

To: Gil, Cecilia

Subject: Re: FOR PUBLICATION: Res. No. F2011-22 Norco-Spirit Knoll
And,

| have also received this publication as well.
Thank Again Cecilia, Mike

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

To: recordmde <recordmde@aol.com>

Sent: Tue, Nov 1, 2011 3:55 am

Subject: FOR PUBLICATION: Res. No. F2011-22 Norco-Spirit Knoll

Good Morning! Attached is a Notice of Public Hearing, for publication on 2 Thursdays: Nov. 3 and 10, 2011. Please
confirm. THANK YOU!

Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant o the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464

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




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

RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22

SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D AND
NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within the city of Norco of Riverside
County, designated as Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain Project;
and

WHEREAS, the proposed project is located in Temescal Avenue between 6" Street, 7"
Street, Rose Court, and Spirit Knoll Court; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation and
maintenance of approximately 2,110 lineal feet of drainage facilities to alleviate flooding in the city of
Norco; and

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

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated February 2011, bearing the name and
showing the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file with the
Clerk of the Board; and

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

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

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

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of
Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in regular
session assembled on October 25, 2011 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the proposed project and the Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be held at 1:30 p.m. on December 6, 2011, at the meeting room of this Board, 1t
Floor, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California, at which time all
public comment shall be heard.

2. A copy of this resolution and copies of the above-listed documents shall be posted at
least 30 days before said hearing at the City of Norco, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, California 92860.

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

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



ROLL CALL:

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

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly adopted by said Board of Supervisors
on October 25, 2011.

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

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

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

Dated: November 1, 2011 Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
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SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND 601’
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:
October 25, 2011

SUBJECT: Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Project Nos. 2-0-00083 and 2-0-00084 -

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

1. Adopt Resolution No. F2011-22 which sets December 6, 2011 as the date for a public hearing
concerning the construction of the above referenced project in accordance with Section 18 of the
District Act and gives Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration in accordance with
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and

2. Direct the Clerk of the Board to advertise and post said notice of public hearing and intent to adopt a
Mitigated Negative Declaration in accordance with Section 18 of the District Act and CEQA.

Z,E BACKGROUND:

ﬁ See Page 2.
§ FINANCIAL:
o N/A
Z
: K
0 WARREN D. WILLIAMS
u General Manager-Chief Engineer
8 Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A In Current Year Budget: N/A
o F lNDAI:lTCi:AL Current F.Y. County Cost:  N/A Budget Adjustment: N/A
; Annual Net District Cost: N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A
o’ SOURCE OF FUNDS: Positions To Be .
o Deleted Per A-30
. Requires 4/5 Vote | [ ]
C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: AFPROVE
s oy PNt BShotl,
€| & County Executive Office Signature Michael R. ghgﬂ@f
oy gd '

MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

On motion of Supervisor Buster, seconded by Supervisor Stone and duly carried,
IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended, and is set for
public hearing on Tuesday, December 6, 2011, at 1:30 p.m.

[] Consent
[0 Consent

Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
Nays: None Kecia Harper-lhem
Absent. Tavaglione

Date; October 25,.2011
XC: ‘Flood; CpB v

Dep’t Recomm.:
Per Exec. Ofc

Prev. Agn. Ref.: |District: ond Agenda Number:

Form 11fld (Rev 06/2003)
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FLOOD CONTROL. AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD SUBMITTAL
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SUBJECT:  Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Project Nos. 2-0-00083 and 2-0-00084

SUBMITTAL DATE:  October 25, 2011
Page 2

Section 18 of the District's Enabling Act requires the Board to hold a Public Hearing for the purpose of
considering all comments regarding any proposed facilities before authorizing the construction of such
facilities.

In accordance with the State guidelines implementing the CEQA, the General Manager-Chief Engineer
of the District has found that the proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the
environment and has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration which will not be final until approved
and adopted by this Board.

Form 11fld (Rev 06/2003)
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
NORCO MDP LATERAL N-1D AND
NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within the city of Norco of
Riverside County, designated as Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll Court Storm
Drain Project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project is located in Temescal Avenue between 6™ Street, 7"
Street, Rose Court, and Spirit Knoll Court; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project consists of the construction and subsequent operation
and maintenance of approximately 2,1 10 lineal feet of drainage facilities to alleviate flooding in
the city of Norco; and

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

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated February 2011, bearing the name and
showing the general location and typical section of the proposed project which is also on file
with the Clerk of the Board; and

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

proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has prepared a

Mitigated Negative Declaration which will not become final until adopted by this Board; and

10.25.11 11.2
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WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the proposed project or the Mitigated
Negative Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the public hearing,
or may appear and be heard at the time and place noted below; and

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

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the
Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District in
regular session assembied on October 25, 2011 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the proposed project and the Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be held at 1:30 p.m. on December 6, 2011, at the meeting room of this Board, 1%
Floor, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California, at which time
all publick comment shall be heard.

2. A cépy of this resolution and copies of the above-listed documents shall be posted
at least 30 days before said hearing at the City of Norco, 2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, California
92860.

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

92507.
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4. The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this resolution to be published

twice, once at least 30 days before said hearing, and once 7 days following the initial publication,

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

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

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly

adopted by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein set forth.

KECIA

ER—IHEM, Clerk of said Board

AM

10.25.11

11.2




Norco MDP Lateral N-1D and Spirit Knoll Court
Project No. 2-0-0083, 2-0-0084

Engineer’s Statement

The proposed project is located within the City of Norco, Riverside County, California. The project is
an underground system to alleviate the flooding along Rose Court, Temescal Avenue and Spirit Knoll
Court. The proposed project consists of two laterals: Spirit Knoll Court lateral is approximately1160
linear feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and N-1D lateral is approximately 960 linear feet of
reinforced concrete box (RCB). The laterals will connect to the existing North Norco Channel. The
cost of the proposed project is approximately $1,400,000.
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The Riverside County Record Newspaper

D Western Riverside County’s Only Hometown Newspaper

- Since 1955

; -\mg,‘.g;:?ﬁs“‘ "R
Post Office Box 3187 ¢ Riverside, California 92519
%51685-6191 » FAX *51685-2961

e-mail: recorddhb@aol.com

INVOICE

November 3, 2011

Riverside County
Clerk of the Board
4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor
P.O.Box 1147
Riverside, CA 92502- 1147
Legal Advertising

Notice Public Hearing

Your: Resolution No. F2011-22
Norco Spirit Knoll Court Storm Drain
Our #0900
21.50 column inches x $8.94 =$192.21 x2=$38442

Publish two (2) week: November 3, 10, 2011

Amount Due: $384.42

Thank You,

#

\ | .
.
(n__ﬁf—x )LL X
Cathy Sypin-Bzmlcé

Adjudicated a legal newspaper in Riverside County Superior Gourt, June 16, 1956



Affidavit of Publication

(20155 C.C.P)
County of Riverside

State of California

Catherine Sypin-Barnes, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That at
all times hereinafter, mentioned that she was a citizen of the United States,
over the age of eighteen years, and a resident of said County, and was at

and during all said times the principal clerk of the printer and publisher of -

The Riverside County Record-News, a newspaper of general circulation,
adjudicated by court decree, printed and published weekly in said County
of Riverside, State of California, that said Riverside County Record-News
is and was at all times herein mentioned, a newspaper of general circulation
as that term is defined in section 4460 of the Political Code, and, as provided
by that section, is published for the dissemination of local and telegraphic
news and intelligence of a general character, having a bona fide subscription
list of paying subscribers, and is not devoted to nor published for the interest,
entertainment or instruction of a particular class, profession, trade, calling,
race of denominations; that at all said time said newspaper has been estab-
lished, printed and published in said County and State at regular intervals for
more than one year preceding the date of publication of the notice hereinafter
mentioned; that said notice was set in type not smaller than nonpareil and was
preceded with words printed in black face type not smaller than nonpareil
describing and expressing in general terms the purport and character of the
notice intended to be given; that the

RIVERSIDE COUNTY RECORD
NEWSPAPER

of which the annexed is a printed copy, published and printed
in said newspaper in at least 2 weekly issues, as follows:

November 3, 10,2011

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing

is true and correct. o
g ™
/ )
k /

/ . 3 B, copeamer
Signature TN—

Dated: November 10,2011 at
Riverside, California

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BEFORE THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF THE
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL AND WATER
CONSERVATION DISTRICT
RESOLUTION NO. F2011-22
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING
DATE FOR NORCO MDP LATERAL
N-1D AND NORCO - SPIRIT KNOLL
COURT STORM DRAIN PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT AMITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION THEREFOR IN
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18
OF THE DISTRICT ACT AND THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
WHEREAS, this Board intends
to undertake a project within the
city of Norco of Riverside County,
designated as Norco MDP Lat-
eral N-1D and Norco - Spirit Knoll
Court Storm Drain Project; and
WHEREAS, the proposed
project is located in Temescal
Avenue between 6th Street, 7th
Street, Rose Court, and Spirit
Knoll Court; and
WHEREAS, the proposed
project consists of the construc-
tion and subsequent operation
and maintenance of approxi-
mately 2,110 lineal feet of drain-
age facilities to alleviate flooding
in the city of Norco; and
WHEREAS, reference is made

to the engineering estimate of the

cost of the proposed project, en-
titled "Engineer's Statement" on
file with the Clerk of the Board;
and <3114 3

WHEREAS, reference is made
o a map dated February 2011,
bearing the name and showing.
the general location and typical
section of the proposed project’
which is also on file with the Clerk
of the Board; and

WHEREAS, the General
Manager-Chief Engineer of the
District has found that the pro-
posed project will not have a
significant adverse effect on the

environment and has prepared -

a Mitigated Negative Declaration

which will not become final until

adopted by this Board; and
WHEREAS, any person wish-
ing to comment on the proposed

project or the Mitigated Negative
Declaration may do so in writing'*

between the date of this notice
and the public hearing, or may
appear and be heard at the time’
and place noted below; and

WHEREAS, in a subsequent .

legal challenge any person may
be limited fo raising only those'
issues he, she or someone else
raised at the public hearing de-
scribed in this natice, or in written

comments delivered before or at

the public hearing; and

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

WHEREAS, the above-listed
documents can be inspected’
at the District office, 1995 Mar-
ket Street, Riverside, California
92501 and written comments
will be received at the above ad-
dress.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT
RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND
ORDERED by the Board of Su-
pervisors of the Riverside County
Flood Control and Water Conser-
vation District in regular session
assembled on October 25, 2011,
that:

1. A public hearing concern-'
ing the proposed project and
the Mitigated Negative Declara-
tion will be held at 1:30 p.m. on
December 6, 2011, at the meet-
ing room of this Board, 1st Floor,
County Administrative Center,
4080 Lemon Street, Riverside,
California, at which time all public
comment shall be heard.

2. A copy af this resolution and
copies of the above-listed docu-
ments shall be posted at least
30 days before said hearing at
the City of Norco, 2870 Clark Av-
enue, Norco, California 92860.

3. A copy of this resolution
shall be posted at least 30 days
before said hearing at the River-
side County Clerk and Recorder's
Office, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riv-
erside, California 92507.

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

ROLL CALL:

Ayes: Buster, Stone, Benoit and
Ashley

Nays: None

Absent: Tavaglione

The foregeing is certified to be a
true copy of a resolution duly ad-
opted by said Board of Supervi-
sors on October 25, 2011.

KECIA HARPER-IHEM, Clerk of
said Board

By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
Any person aflected by the above
matter(s) may submit written
comments to the Clerk of the
Board before the public hearing
or may appear and be heard in
support of or opposition to the
project at the time of the hearing.
If you challenge the above item(s)
in court, you may be limited to
raising only those issues you or
someorne else raised at the public
hearing described in this notics,
or in written correspondence, to
the Board of Supervisors at, or
prior to, the public hearing.
Please send all written ‘cor-
respondence to:  Clerk of .the
Board, 4080 Lemon Street, 1st
Floor, Post Office Box 1147, Riv-
erside, CA 82502-1147

Dated: November 1, 2011

Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the
Board

By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant
Pub: November 3, 10, 2011
RCR0900



