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SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND

upon the environment and is in compliance with the Western Riverside
Habitat Conservation Plan; and .
2. Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project based on the findings
study and the conclusion that the project will not have a significant effect on {
3. Approve and Authorize the District to proceed with the Project; and

filing within five (5) working days of this Board hearing.
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- WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD %

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA \965
FROM: - General Manager-Chief Engineer SUBMITTAL DATE:

L . November 27, 2012

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1

- Project No. 1-0-00109-01

District 2/District 2
RECOMMENDED MOTION:
1. Adopt Resolution No. F2012-22 which finds that the project will not have a gignificant adverse effect

County Multiple Species

incorporated in the initial
he environment; and

4. Direct the Clerk of the Board to deliver the Mitigated Negative Declarption and the Notice of
Determination to the office of the County Clerk and the State Office of Planning and Research for

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION:

[l Policy

] consent

Dep't Recomm.:

Form 11fid (Rev 06/2003)

1 Policy

[0 Consent

Per Exec. Ofc.:

County Executive Office Signature Michael R. Shetler

chpe ) 2 Stet 6

BACKGROUND:
See Page 2.
FINANCIAL: O
N/A ‘ ‘
éy) %L/ - W
WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer
Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A In Current Year Budget: N/A
FINANCIAL Current F.Y. County Cost: N/A Budget Adjustment: N/A
DATA Annual Net District Cost: N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A
- ISOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A Positions To Be [
} Deleted Per A-30 ,
Requires 4/5 Vote | [ |
APPROVE

| MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERV

~ On motion of Supervisor Tavaglione, seconded by Supervisor
carried by unanimous vote, IT WAS ORDERED that the above matts

recommended.
Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Stone, Benoit and Ashley
Nays: None
Absent. None
November 27, 2012

Date:

XC:  Flood, Recorder

[ATION DISTRICT

Buster and duly
or is approved as

Kecia Harper-lhem

Prev. Agn. Ref.: |District: 2nijond IAgenda Number:

11.1 of 1
°of ARNALMENTS FILED

WITH THE CLERK OF THE BOARD



FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD SUBMITTA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SUBJECT: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
Project No. 1-0-00109-01
District 2/District 2

SUBMITTAL DATE:
Page 2

November 27, 2012

BACKGROUND:
The public hearing is in accordance with the requirements for Section 18 of the Distric

The Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project (Project) entails the construction
maintenance of a 1,700-foot long underground storm drain system and the install
gutter and new pavement along Pyrite Street.

The District's concrete-lined Pyrite Channel ends at Pyrite Street where flows are
natural wash that runs through a residential community west of Pyrite Street. The
have encroached into the wash with their development and have experienced flood da
The proposed storm drain would intercept low flows in Pyrite Channel before thej
residential area and redirect them to the District's existing concrete-lined Jurupa

Channel would return the low flows to the natural wash after they have bypassed th
The curb and gutter would improve drainage along Pyrite Street.

In June 2011, the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside (RDA) prep,
study for a project entitled "Pyrite Street Improvement Project’ in accordance w

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Project was included in RDA's initial study.

ruling by the California Supreme Court to phase out economic development prg
decided not to construct their project or adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration based
the initial study. In order to alleviate flooding in the area, the District has decided to g
lead agency role for the portion of the "Pyrite Street Improvement Project" that includ
system and associated street improvements.

P8\147261

L

t Act.

and subsequent
ation of curb and

discharged into a
} property owners
image in the past.
vy run through the
Channel. Jurupa
P residential area.

ared a final initial
ith the California

With the recent
grams, RDA has
on the findings in
iIssume the CEQA
os the storm drain

A new MND and IS was prepared by the District to reflect the lead agency change, smaller scope of the

project, and changes in local jurisdiction (e.g., incorporation of the City of Jurupa V

All provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act and the District Rules to |
have been met and the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has found th
not have a significant adverse effect upon the environment and has completed a N
Declaration.

Form 11fid (Rev 06/2003)

(alley). However,
since the RDA’s IS analyzed most of the proposed Project impacts, applicable portions of the RDA’s IS

have been incorporated into the District’s IS.

mplement the Act
1at the Project will
fitigated Negative
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

P8\147262

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2012-22

WHEREAS, on September 25, 2012, the Board adopted Reso

pursuant to Section 18 of the District Act giving notice of its intention to

("Project") and giving further notice that the Project would be considered

November 27, 2012; and

as required by law, and all persons desiring to be heard on the matter were

to appear and present testimony, both oral and written; and

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) initial study that included tk
WHEREAS, with the recent ruling by the California Supreme

economic development programs, RDA has decided not to construct th

WHEREAS, in order to alleviate flooding in the area, the District h;
Lead Agency role for the proposed Project; and
WHEREAS, all provisions of the CEQA and the District Rules to

Negative Declaration; now, therefore,

the matter, both written and oral, that:

Mitigated Negative Declaration based on the findings in the initial study; and

APPROVING PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS, STAGE 1 PROJECT

lution No. F2012-21

construct a project in

Zone 1, within the city of Jurupa Valley, designated as Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project

at a public hearing on

WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was properly made by publication and posting

given the opportunity

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside (RDA) prepared a

1e Project; and
Court to phase out
eir project or adopt a

as assumed the CEQA

Implement the CEQA

have been met and the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District has| found that the Project

will not have a significant adverse effect upon the environment and has ¢ompleted a Mitigated

—

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 November 27, 2012 based upon the evidence and testimony presented on

11.27.12 H1.3
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2. The Project is consistent with the Riparian/Riverine Ar
requirements of the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP, R
are lands which contain habitat dominated by trees, shrubs, persistent en
mosses and lichens, which occur close to or which depend upon soil mg
freshwater source, or areas with freshwater flow during all or a portion of t
are seasonal wetlands that occur in depression areas that have wetland 1
parameters (soils, vegetation and hydrology) during the wetter portion of tl
has been determined that the Project area does not contain any Vernal Poo

Riparian/Riverine Areas as defined by the MSHCP. In addition, the |

alignment does not contain suitable habitat for least Bell's vireo, §
Flycatcher or Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo. Therefore, no further suf
measures are required.

3.  The Project is consistent with the Narrow Endemic Plant Sp

the MSHCP. Pursuant to Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, habitat assesst

Project is partially located within the survey areas for San Diego ambrosia,
San Miguel savory. A habitat assessment was conducted and it ‘was de
habitat for the above plant species does not occur on the Project site.
assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are required.

4.  The Project is consistent with the Urban-Wildlands Interfac

project in proximity to the MSHCP Conservation Area.

-

P8\147262

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

Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MS%HCP).

ca and Vernal Pool
iparian/Riverine areas
nergents, or emergent
visture from a nearby
he year. Vernal Pools
ndicators of all three
he growing season. It
Is, nor does it include
proposed storm drain
southwestern Willow

rveys or conservation

ecies requirements of

ments and/or focused

surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are required for properties within mapped

survey areas. The survey area maps included within the MSHCP have been reviewed and the

Brand's phacelia, and
termined that suitable

Therefore, no further

e requirements of the

MSHCP. Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP presents guidelines to minimize indirect effects of a
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
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P8\147262

Project does not occur within or adjacent to the Criteria Area orf MSHCP designated
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. Pursuant to Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, habitat assessments
and/or focused surveys for certain additional plant and animal species are required for properties
within mapped survey areas. The survey area maps have been reviewed and the Project is only
within a mapped survey area for the Burrowing Owl. A habitat assessment was conducted for
the Burrowing Owl pursuant to accepted protocol during October 2010 and a focused survey was
conducted during March 2011. No Burrowing Owls or Burrowing Owl] signs were observed
within the surveyed area in 2010 or 2011. In accordance with the MSHCP, a pre-construction
survey for Burrowing Owls will be conducted within 30 days prior to disturbance of the property
for construction purposes. The Project satisfies the plant, mammal, vamphibian, and bird
Additional Survey Needs and Procedures requirements of the MSHCP.
6. The Project is consistent with the Pubic/Quasi-Public Land provisions contained in
Section 3.2.1 of the MSHCP. Section 3.2.1 describes lands within the 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 fhat alters the land use
such that it would not contribute to Reserve Assembly, the Permittee shall locate and aéquire or
otherwise encumber replacement acreage at a minimum ratio of 1:1. The Permittec 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 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.

3-
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P8\147262

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, within five (5) working days oiF this Board meeting,
the Clerk of the Board is directed to deliver the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and the
Notice of Determination to the Office of the County Clerk and Recorder, who is thereby directed
to file same, and the Clerk of the Board is further directed to deliver the Notice of Determination

to the State Office of Planning and Research, all as required by law.

ROLL CALL:

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

Absent: None

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

KECIA BARPER-THEM, Cldrk of said Board

By:

Deputy

11.27.12 11.3




PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS, STAGE 1
PROJECT NO. 1-0-00109-01

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

The proposed project is located within the city of Jurupa Valley in Riverside County, California.
The Pyrite Channel Bypass Project entails the construction and subsequent majntenance of a
1,700-foot long underground storm drain system and the installation of curb and ggutter and new
pavement along Pyrite Street. Utility services to be relocated may include cable, telephone, gas,

water and sewer within the road rights-of-way.

The District's concrete-lined Pyrite Channel ends at Pyrite Street where flows are discharged into

a natural wash that runs through a residential community west of Pyrite Street.

The property

owners have encroached into the wash with their development and have experienced flood
damage in the past. The proposed storm drain would intercept low flows in Pyrite Channel

before they run through the residential area and redirect them to the District's exi

sting concrete-

lined Jurupa Channel. Jurupa Channel would return the low flows to the natural wash after they
have bypassed the residential area. The curb and gutter would improve drainage along Pyrite

Street.

The proposed project area may be found within Township 2 South, Range 6 We

5t, Sections 12

and 13 of the Fontana 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle map. The cost gf the proposed

project is approximately $940,000.

P8\147287
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

AUTHORIZATION TO BILL

TO BE FILLED OUT BY SUBMITTING AGENCY

BUSINESS

DATE: 711712012 UNIT/AGENCY: FLOOD CONTROL - FCARC
ACCOUNTING STRING:
ACCOUNT: 526410 FUND: 25110
DEPT ID: 947400 PROGRAM:
AMOUNT: $2,101.50

$___64.00 - Doc Handling Fee

$2,165.50
REF: FINAL CEQA POSTING FOR PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS,STAGE 1-0-00109-01

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

NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS INCLUDED: 7
AUTHORIZED BY: Lisa McFarland q)/fh
PRESENTED BY: Art Diaz

.. ..Lisa McFarland (951) 955-8454

CONTACT:

TO BE FILLED OUT BY COUNTY CLERK

ACCEPTED BY:

DATE:

DOCUMENT NO(S)INVOICE NO(S):

O:ACCOUNTWFORMS\PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS STG1




Notice of Determination

P8\147263

To:  Office of Planning and Research From:

1995 Market Street
For U.S. Mail: Street Address: Riverside, CA 92501
P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth Street Contact: Art Diaz

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone: 951.955.1233

County Clerk

County of Riverside
2724 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92507

Lead Agency (if differ

SUBJECT:

Riverside County Flood Control

rent from above):

~4inn/Notice of

io County

b

Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21!

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2012091027

Project Title: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1

Project Location (include county)
The proposed project is generally located along Pyrite Street from Lone Trail to approximately 60 feet so
the city of Jurupa Valley in Riverside County, California. The proposed project area may be found wit
Range 6 West, Sections 12 and 13 of the Fontana 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle map.

Project Description

The Pyrite Channel Bypass Project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of a 1,700-foot lo
drain system and the installation of curb and gutter and new pavement along Pyrite Street. Utility service
include cable, telephone, gas, water and sewer within the road rights-of-way.

The District's concrete-lined Pyrite Channel ends at Pyrite Street where flows are discharged into a n
through a residential community west of Pyrite Street. The property owners have encroached into
development and have experienced flood damage in the past. The proposed storm drain would intercep
Channel before they run through the residential area and redirect them to the District's existing concrete-
Jurupa Channel would return the low flows to the natural wash after they have bypassed the residential area.
would improve drainage along Pyrite Street.

This is to advise that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (Lead Agen
above described project on November 27, 2012 and has made the following determinations regarding
project:

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 CEQj
Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project.
A Mitigation Monitoring Program 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.

Sk W=

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

Vo s

ouperigf ode.

uth of Jurupa Road in
hfn Township 2 South,

ng underground storm

s to be relocated may

tural wash that runs
the wash with their
t low flows in Pyrite
ined Jurupa Channel.

The curb and gutter

cy) has approved the
the above described

ce of the Clerk of the

saant”

Signatlire (Public Agzﬁ}/) Title

///29//7/

Date

Date received for filing at OPR:

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

Nov 272012 [ D

Revised 2004




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

State Clearinghouse Number: Contact Person: Telephone Number: Email:
2012091027 Art Diaz ‘ 951.955.1233 aadiaz@rcfl

ood.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:

Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 — The proposed project entails the construction and subsequen’

underground storm drain system and associated street improvements. The proposed storm drain

maintenance of an
project consists of

approximately 1700 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) that will convey minor flows from the District's existing

concrete lined trapezoidal Pyrite Channel and discharge them to the District's existing concrete line
Channel. Street improvements along Pyrite Street between Jurupa Road and Lone Trail will ensure
system functions properly. Utility services to be relocated may include cable, telephone, gas, water i
road rights-of-way. Refer to the attached exhibits for additional information.

d rectangular Jurupa
that the storm drain
and sewer within the

Project Location:
The proposed project is generally located along Pyrite Street from Lone Trail to approximately 60
Road in the city of Jurupa Valley in Riverside County, California. The proposed project area nf

feet south of Jurupa
1ay be found within

Township 2 South, Range 6 West, Sections 12 and 13 of the Fontana 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle map.

The General Manager-Chief Engineer of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservatiol District has made a

finding that the proposed Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 project will not have a significant aq
environment. An Initial Study supporting this finding is attached. This finding will become final u
Mitigated Negative Declaration by the Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood
Conservation District. Mitigation measures are as follows:

@)mmitmymn Monitoring Program Table
T -~ 74 . Dated: /7 /7, 2

Refer to attached Envir

Signature:

lverse effect on the
pon adoption of this
Control and Water

WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer

The Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
session on November 27, 2012, has determined that the Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 project will 1
adverse effect on the environment and has adopted this Mitigated Negative Declaration.

1ssembled in regular
ot have a significant

Signature: W/M/}W / Dated: __| / / L?// |2
KECIA HARPER-] ! !
Clerk of the Board
Attachment
Copiesto: 1) County Clerk
2) Flood Control
JDS:bjp:mcv
P8\150086

BIYS? O™ Ama2m ] } /?‘A



CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

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

l, __AAL ﬂ7 Ann /)/\’Z"-/(//Q ~ , do hereby certify that | am
not
(NAME AND TITLE) , ,
a party to the within action or proceeding; that on / o- / / l— [dlposted a
(DATE)

copy of the following document:

RESOLUTION NO. F2012-21 SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR PYRITE CHANNEL
BYPASS, STAGE 1 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 Riverside County Clerk and Recorder's Office, 2724 Gateway Drive, Riverside¢, California
92507.

Date: /D»/'/Z’/

IV ) )

’ i (Sigry/




CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

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

} @JUK\\,H/\ Costaneden , do hereby certify that | am
not
(NAME AND TITLE) '
a party to the within action or proceeding; that on 0 /1/12 Ilposted a
"(DATE)

copy of the following document;

RESOLUTION NO. F2012-21 SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR PYRITE CHAN

NEL

BYPASS, STAGE 1 PROJECT AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED

NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREFOR IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF TH
DISTRICT ACT AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

by posting at City of Jurupa Valley City Hall, 8304 Limonite Avenue, Suite “M", Jur

upa Valley,

California 92509.

Date: \© /I /12.

'

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

FROM: General Manager-Chief Engineer . \\ @ SUBMITTAL DATE:
\ ' §3eptember 25, 2012

SUBJECT: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
Project No. 1-0-00109-01
District 2/District 2

RECOMMENDED MOTION: ' : '

1. Adopt Resolution No. F2012-21 which sets November 27, 2012 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 Declanation 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.

BACKGROUND:
-|See Page 2.
FINANCIAL.: ,
N/A
/ D) h
e Ve
bt Lo
WARREN D. WILLIAMS
General Manager-Chief Engineer
Current F.Y. District Cost: N/A In Current Year Bllldget: N/A
FINANCIAL = ¢, ontFy. County Cost:  N/A Budget Adjustment: N/A
_ DATA Annual Net District Cost: N/A For Fiscal Year: N/A
SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A Positions To Be 0
Deleted Per A-30
. L Requires 4/5 Vote | [ ]
C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE

BY%A'// £ %

Michael R. Shetler

X

County Executive Office Signature

] Policy
] Policy

MINUTES OF THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

On motion of Supervisor Tavaglione, seconded by Supervisor Benoit and duly
carried by unanimous vote, IT WAS ORDERED that the above matter js approved as
recommended, and is set for public hearing on Tuesday, November 27, 2012, at 11:00
a.m.

] Consent
[ consent

Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Stone, Benoit and Ashley

Nays: None Kecia Harper-lhem
€| g Absent: None Clenk of r
§ o Date:  September 25, 2012 By;
< | 2 XC: Flood Oow , Depu
g8
4 4 4
Prev. Agn. Ref.: lDistrict: 2"/2"  |Agenda Number: ‘L o N

Enrm 11¥d (Rav QRN



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

SUBJECT: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
Project No. 1-0-00109-01

District 2/District 2

SUBMITTAL DATE:  September 25, 2012
Page 2

BACKGROUND:

Section 18 of the District's Enabling Act requires the Board to hold a Public Hearing ¢
considering all comments regarding any proposed facilities before authorizing the con

facilities.

The Pyrite Channel Bypass Project (Project) entails the construction and subsequen

an underground storm drain system and associated street improvements. The propg

project consists of approximately 1,700 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP

minor flows from the District's existing concrete lined trapezoidal Pyrite Channel and d

the District's existing concrete lined rectangular Jurupa Channel. Street improveme
Street between Jurupa Road and Lone Trail will ensure that the storm drain system fun

In June 2011, the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside (RDA) prep3
study for a project entitled "Pyrite Street Improvement Project" in accordance wi

P8\147258

or the purpose of
struction of such

I maintenance of
psed storm drain
that will convey
ischarge them to
ents along Pyrite
ctions properly.

red a final initial
h the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project (Project) was included
in RDA's initial study. With the recent ruling by the California Supreme Court to phase out economic

development programs, RDA has decided not to construct their project or adopt a M
Declaration based on the findings in the initial study. In order to alleviate flooding
District has decided to assume the CEQA lead agency role for the portion of ti
Improvement Project” that includes the storm drain system and associated street imprg

A new MND and IS was prepared by the District to reflect the lead agency change, sm
project, and changes in local jurisdiction (e.g., incorporation of the City of Jurupa V
since the RDA’s IS analyzed the proposed Project impacts, applicable portions of th
been incorporated into the District’s IS.

In accordance with the State guidelines implementing the CEQA, the General Managg

of the District has found that the proposed project will not have a significant adve

environment and has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration which will not be fir

and adopted by this Board.

tigated Negative
in the area, the
ne "Pyrite Street
vements.

aller scope of the -
alley). However,
e RDA’s IS have

2r-Chief Engineer
rse effect on the
1al until approved
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

P8\147259

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. F2012-21
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR

designated as Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project ["Proposed Project"];

Trail to approximately 60 feet south of Jurupa Road; and

improvements; and

the general location and typical section of the Proposed Project which is
Clerk of the Board; and
WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency (RDA) for the County of

and
WHEREAS, with the recent ruling by the California Supreme

economic development programs, RDA has decided not to construct the

Lead Agency role for the Proposed Project; and

-1-

PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS, STAGE 1 PROJECT
AND GIVING NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION THEREKOR
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 18 OF THE DISTRICT ACT
AND THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

Mitigated Negative Declaration based on the findings in the initial study; and

WHEREAS, this Board intends to undertake a project within the dity of Jurupa Valley,

and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Project is generally located along Pyrite Street from Lone

WHEREAS, the Proposed Project consists of the construction and [subsequent operation

and maintenance of approximately 1,700 lineal feet of underground storm drain system and street

WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering cost estimate for the Proposed Project,
included in the "Engineer's Statement" on file with the Clerk of the Board; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated June 2012, bearing the name and showing

also on file with the

Riverside prepared a

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) initial study that included the Proposed Project;

Court to phase out

ir project or adopt a

WHEREAS, in order to alleviate flooding in the area, the District has assumed the CEQA

09.25.12

11.1
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WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer of the District

P8\147259

has found that the

Proposed Project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environm%nt and has prepared

a Mitigated Negative Declaration which will not become final until adopted

WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the Proposed Proj

by this Board; and

ect 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
written comments delivered before or at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, prior to making a decision on the Proposed Proje

in this notice, or in

ct 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
Market Street, Riverside, California 92501 and written comments will be 1
address.

~NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND
Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Co
regular session assembled on September 25, 2012 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the intent to approve the Propos
the Mitigated Negative Declaration will be held at 11:00 a.m. on Novenj
meeting room of this Board, 1* Floor, County Administrative Center,
Riverside, California 92501, at which time all public comment shall be hear

2. A copy of this resolution and copies of the above listed docur
at least thirty (30) days before said hearing at the City of Jurupa Valley City
Avenue, Suite "M", Jurupa Valley, California 92509.

3. A copy of this resolution shall be posted at least thirty (30) day
at the Riverside County Clerk and Recorder's Office, 2724 Gateway Drive,
92507. |

2-

District office, 1995

eceived at the above

ORDERED by the

hservation District in

ed Project and adopt
ber 27, 2012, at the
4080 Lemon Street,
i
nents shall be posted

Hall, 8304 Limonite

s before said hearing

Riverside, California
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4. The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this reso
twice, once at least thirty (30) days before said hearing, and once seven (7

initial publication in a newspaper of general circulation in accordance w

District Act and CEQA.

ROLL CALL:

Ayes: Buster, Tavaglione, Stone, Benoit, and Ashley

Nays: None

Absent: None

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a res

adopted by said Board of Supervisors on the date therein s
KECI PER—IHEM,‘Cl
By:

09.25.12

P8\147259

ution to be published
/) days following the

th Section 18 of the

olution duly
et forth.

erk of said Board

11.1




PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS, STAGE 1
PROJECT NO. 1-0-00109-01

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

The proposed project is located within the city of Jurupa Valley in Riverside County, California.

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of an

underground

storm drain system and associated street improvements. The proposed storm drain project
consists of approximately 1,700 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) that| will convey
minor flows from the District's existing concrete lined trapezoidal Pyrite Channel and discharge
them to the District's existing concrete lined rectangular Jurupa Channel. Street improvements

along Pyrite Street between Jurupa Road and Lone Trail will ensure that the storm

drain system

functions properly. Utility services to be relocated may include cable, telephone, gas, water and

sewer within the road rights-of-way. When completed, this storm drain system
flood protection for neighboring residential areas.

The proposed project area may be found within Township 2 South, Range 6 West,
and 13 of the Fontana 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle map. The cost of
project is approximately $940,000.

will provide

Sections 12
the proposed
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OFFICE OF
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

' PHONE: (951) 955-1060 KIMBE|

October 22, 2012

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

RLY A. RECTOR

FAX: (951) 855-1071 ; Assistant Clerk of the Board

RIVERSIDE COUNTY RECORD

ATTN: LEGALS v

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

RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING: RESOLUTION NO. F2012-21 PYRITE CHANNEL

BYPASS, STAGE 1

To Whom It May Concern:

Attached is a copy for publication in your newspaper for TWO (2) TIMES on TWQO THURSDAYS:

October 25 and November 1, 2012.

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

Your invoice must be submitted to this office in duplicate, WITH TWO CLIPRPINGS OF THE

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

Sincerely,

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

FORMAT.

11.1 of 09-25-12
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Gil, Cecilia

From: Michael Evans <recordmde@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, October 22, 2012 8:36 AM

To: Gil, Cecilia

Subject: Re: FOR PUBLICATION: Res. No. F2012-21 Pyrite Channel Bypass Stag

Good Morning Cecilia,/
| have received the notice for publication.

Thank you and have a nice day.

----- Original Message-—--

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

To: recordmde <recordmde@aol.com>

Sent: Mon, Oct 22, 2012 8:23 am

Subject: FOR PUBLICATION: Res. No. F2012-21 Pyrite Channel Bypass Stage 1

é&bd morning! Attached is a Notice of Public hearing, for publication on 2 Thursdays, Oct. 25 and Ng
confirm. THANK YOU!

Cecilia Gil

Board Assistant to the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
951-955-8464

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

je 1

v. 1, 2012. Please

E.




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

RESOLUTION NO. F2012-21
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING DATE FOR
PYRITE CHANNEL BYPASS, STAGE 1 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 @
designated as Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project ["Proposed Project"]; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Project is generally located along Pyrite Street f
approximately 60 feet south of Jurupa Road; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Project consists of the construction and subsequs
maintenance of approximately 1,700 lineal feet of underground storm drain sy
improvements; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to the engineering cost estimate for the R
included in the "Engineer's Statement" on file with the Clerk of the Board; and

WHEREAS, reference is made to a map dated June 2012, bearing the name
general location and typical section of the Proposed Project which is also on file wit
Board; and

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency (RDA) for the County of River
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) initial study that included the Proposed

WHEREAS, with the recent ruling by the California Supreme Court to ph3
development programs, RDA has decided not to construct their project or adopt a M
Declaration based on the findings in the initial study; and

WHEREAS, in order to alleviate flooding in the area, the District has assume
Agency role for the Proposed Project; and

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

WHEREAS, any person wishing to comment on the Proposed Project
Negative Declaration may do so in writing between the date of this notice and the
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 ¢

E RIVERSIDE

f Jurupa Valley,
rom Lone Trail to

ent operation and
stem and street

roposed Project,

and showing the
h the Clerk of the

side prepared a
Project; and

se out economic
itigated Negative

tl the CEQA Lead

hat the Proposed
pared a Mitigated

or the Mitigated
bublic hearing, or

aising onIy 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
Declaration, this Board will consider all written and oral comments; and

itigated Negative

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
assembled on September 25, 2012 that:

1. A public hearing concerning the intent to approve the Proposed Proje
Mitigated Negative Declaration will be held at 11:00 a.m. on November 27, 2012, at
of this Board, 1% Floor, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riv
92501, at which time all public comment shall be heard.

2.
least thirty (30) days before said hearing at the City of Jurupa Valley City Hall, 8304
Suite "M", Jurupa Valley, California 92509.

n regular session

ct and adopt the
the meeting room
erside, California

A copy of this resolution and copies of the above Ilsted documents shall be posted at

Limonite Avenue,




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

4. The Clerk of this Board is directed to cause a copy of this resolution
twice, once at least thirty (30) days before said hearing, and once seven (7) days fq

to be published
llowing the initial

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

CEQA.

ROLL CALL:

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

Absent: None

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy of a resolution duly adopted by said Board
on September 25, 2012.

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

of Supervisors

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, [Ist Floor, Post

Office Box 1147, Riverside, CA 92502-1147

Dated: October 22, 2012 Kecia Harper-lhem, Clerk of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant




Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District

Riverside, California

FINAL
CEQA INITIAL STUDY
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INTRODUCTION

In June 2011, the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside (RDA) prepared a final
a project entitled "Pyrite Street Improvement Project" in accordance with the California Environ

nitial study for

imental Quality

Act (CEQA). The Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1 Project (Project) was included in RDA's initial study and

circulated in May 2007 (SCH No. 2011041091). With the recent ruling by the California Suj
phase out economic development programs, RDA has decided not to construct their proj
Mitigated Negative Declaration based on the findings in the initial study. In order to alleviate
area, the District has decided to assume the CEQA lead agency role for the portion of the
Improvement Project” that includes the storm drain system and associated street improvements
the District's Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Initial Study (IS).

A new MND and IS has been prepared by the District to reflect the lead agency change, small
project, and changes in local jurisdiction (e.g., incorporation of the City of Jurupa Valley). T
completed additional design work in regards to the connection between the proposed Project 4
concrete lined Pyrite and Jurupa Channels. Since the RDA's IS analyzed most of the pr
impacts; applicable portions of the RDA's IS have been incorporated into the District's IS.

preme Court to
ect or adopt a

flooding in the
"Pyrite Street
as described in

er scope of the

he District also

nd the existing

oposed Project




€Jo 1 93eq

"uoseas

Bunsau ayj SuLmp
soejd saxe) jeaoural
2an j1 sp1iq Sunsou

‘paimbai aq

[1eys sAaains Sunsau ou (¢ Arenuef
y3noyp | 10quaydag) uosess Sunsou
a3 apisino aoe[d Suie) sapiAnoe
100fo1d 10 *(SISeq 9sBI-£q-058O B

uo 1s130]01q payjijenb e £q pautioep
2q 03) sp1q3uos Jo 129) 00€ O3

001 pue A21d-Jo spiiq Jo 1297 (S 1589]
1o uryum 2oeld axe; [[eys Juswidimbo
Aa®ay Jo asn 1o Fuipeid ou ‘payeoo]
2Ie S1SOU ANOR J] "OUOZ UOHONISUOD
oy ur juasaid axe 9po)) Swies) pur
ysL eruIofife) 10 (v LEIN) 10V Ajeal]
pag A1oreISiA oy Aq paroajoxd
sa102ds JO S1SOU SAIOR JI SUITUISIOP

0} P23ONpuod 3q [jeys ASAIMS PJoYY
Ananoe-axd € © (¢ Isn8ny ysnoryy

'spaiq Sunsou qimsip

(uotsiaig A1ore[ngoy) 10§ AaaIns pay | ] Areniqag) uoseas Sunsau oup SuLnp 0} fenusiod st 2104) $90IN0S9Y
‘[eAouIal 301} O} JOLIJ SMASN DIad aomzOIdd Kanoe-axd v jonpuo)) | 9oeid saxel [eaowal 920 31 1 - o1 ‘aoponnsuod Furm(g 1eo18ojotg ‘Al
‘s1000301d pue souljaping ASAINS
dDHSIA JUSLIND YA 20UBPIOIOR
ul pajonpuod aq freys “yussaid
J1 ‘s[mo0 Suimoling JO UoT)eoo[ol
Kue pue KoAIns UonONISUCo-aId
‘KA. *KaAIns [mo Supmorng sy "Aanoe Suiginsip punois 1o
Suiqingsip punoss aouasqe/aoussard | SuiperS oy 1oud sAep (¢ uey) atow ou | Mo Suimormq gImsIp
10 Fuipei3 o1 Joud (uoisialg A101en3Y) UONONIISUOD | PIjonpuod aq [{BYS S|M0 JUIMOLINg 10§ 01 Tenusod Si 2191 S90IN0SYY

sAep (¢ uet) 210w oN

AOM®O4DY

-01d Aep (¢ B 10NpUO)

Kaarns nononnsuoo-aid v :[-]WIA oid

‘uononIsu0o Suring

Jeo18ojo1g "Al

AT4VEL NVEDOdd DNIRIOLINOIW
NOILVOILLIN % SINFINLINIWOD TVINHNANOUIANA

] 33e1g ‘ssedAg pPuuey) ALY

LORILSIA NOLLVAYASNOD HALVA ANV
TOUYINOD AOOTH ALNNOD HAISHIATE




€Jo gz odeqd

SONIATIOE
uoneAeoxa Sunm(g

JuoN

(UOISIAL{ UOTIONISUO))
pue ugisa(q)
AOM®I4Dd

*S20INOSAI At} 9)eN]BAd
0} paurelal aq Jim
1s11e10ads $30In0sax
[eo130101u091ed
payienb

V PoIoIUNOdUDd

9Ie S30IN0SAI
eo18ojoyuosred
[enuajod J1 9se00 [IM
SOINAIOR UOTIRABOXY

‘sjuSRIINbaI

yuoweSeuew [eoidojouosred
PIEPUEIS )M DIUBPIOOOR

ui pajrodal pue pajos[[oo g [eys
‘UOIJRIOPISUOS WISI-SUO] JLISW Jey)
sao1nosal [eo15ojojuoajed paIoACISIp
Auy “pury o) d1enjeas [[im Isyjeidads
$901M0sa1 [eo13ojojuoafed payijenb

© pue ‘0sea0 [[eys pulj oY) Jo eaIe
oy Ul JIom [Je ‘donjonnsuod joafoid
FuLInp paIoA0ISIP 1B $I0INOSHI
eo18ojotuoated Aue J1 :z-DA UND

*S90INOSAI

JeIno paLIng
umomwyun joedun

01 Tenusyod st 2197
‘uononisuod Juung

$90IN0S9Y
[Ny A

SONIANOR
UuonBABOXS JurLm(y

901JJO UOTIBAISSAI]
JLI0ISIH 21818

(UoISIAL(J UOONASUO))
pue udisa(q)
AOM%EO4IDN

"S90IN0SII JY) SeN]eAd
0} pauIe)ox 9q [Jim
1s11e190ds $30.1N0Sa1
[eouI01s1y payijenb

V "PRISIUNoOoud d1e
SOOINOSAI [BOLIOISIY

Jo TeorSojoseyore
Tenuajod J1 9590 [IIM
SOIIATIOB UOTIBABOXH

*SIUBWRIINDOL

JuswaSeuew feo180]09eYdIR

PIEPUE)S [}1M SOUBPIOOOE UI SOOINOSII
asay 110dax pue 9jIND 403[]00

03 pap1aoid aq [[Im TOLISI(T oY}

£q pauruua1ap se ‘Surpuny ayenbape
‘UOTIBIBPISUOD WLIR)-SUO] JLIOW
$90IN0SAI [BILIOISIY 10 [BII50[02BYOIR
PRI12A00SIP Aue J] "puij oY) 21eS1ISOAUL
11eys 1sidojoaeyore payrenb e

puE ‘95832 [[BYS PUl o) JO BAIE Y] Ul
YoM [[e ‘Uononnsuod 303foid SuLmp
PRI2A0OSIP SFR SIOINOSAI [BOLIOISTY
Io [eo13ojoaeydIe Aue I :[-DF IND

‘uononIIsuod Jurmcg

"S90INOSAI

[eIy[nd patmg
umoujun joedunt
03 [enusyod st o191

SQ2INOSAY
[eImyny ‘A




€ 30 ¢ 98eq

*SaINSBIW
9A10R1I00 J[qISES]

pue syurejdwos Kue Jo

IOJORIJUIOD :Dm._ ANNSUOD |

Y3 WLIOJUL
PUE S1IS UOTONISTHOD
UrRIp ULO0)S

ay3 01 Judoefpe JULpPISSI

*SO0USPISaI Juddelpe uo spordurl as10u )
SZTUIuIW Yo1yM sanbruyosy jeonsesd pue
o1qisesy Aue ayerodioour pue syurejduiod
9S10U AUE JO J0J0BIUO0DO UOONISUOD

1 1 1 EhD.mﬁm
10BIUOO SOLUSL(T OY) PUE S[NPAYOS
oM poroadxa oy opnjoul j[eys 010U
QU] "soouspisal 9y Jeau juewdmba

uonoNNsuoo AALY Jo uonerado

"SBaIE [BNUIPISIL
AqIeau urgym

S[9AQ] 2SI0U 95BAIOUL
Aqurerodurey Aewr

(uorsiaiqg
e yoes 03 popraosd 01 Joud sAep 9a11) SunuMm Ul poljHoOU uononNsuod 1o9ford
pue uSisa(]) 21 SE0IIOU PAQUIOSOP | 2q [[BYS 931 UOLONISUOD UIRIp WIOIS d) Suump juswdinbs
uononnNsuod Sulmn(g SUON apmM®OADd oy3 ey} amsuyg 0} Judde[pe Juapisal yorg 7-IIAl 9SION Aaeoy Jo asn oy 3SION 'TX
“1eouiSuy Jo1g)-1o5euei [RIOUSD) "SBaIR [RIUAPISAL
s osi(g oYy £q pasoxdde saouBISWINDID Aqieau uniim
[e1oads Jopun 1d2oxs ‘Aepil S[OAQ] OSIOU ISBIIOUL
(uoIs1AL(] ySnonp Aepuoy urd ¢ 01 ‘wre £ woy Aqpresodwgy Kew
UoLONISU0) ‘wrd ¢ pue ‘wre / PalI] 34 [[BYS SOINJONI]S [RIUIPISII uononYsu0od 303foxd
pue uSisaq) uam1aq o1 uswdinba ywooelpe joedun Aew yey) justudmbe Suumnp juswdmbo
uononnsuod Surm(g SUON agm®dIdd Aaeoy jo asn iy Kaeay jo uoneidd( :1-IIA 9SION Aawoy Jo asnay] 3sION TX
'86°L60S S90IN0sAY d1[qnd 03 yuensmd
P2990xd 1M SUTBUISI UBUNY UROLIOW Y
JATIRN 21} JO JUSUIIEST) ‘POUIULISISP
SI JUSPURISAP AJ9X1] 1SOW 33 90U
“BOIE STY} 10J JUSPUS0Sap AJoy1 IS0 I}
SUIULIS)SP 0 SINOY 7 UTYIIM POIOBIUOD
ag 1snw (DHVN) uolssturuo)) o8ejoy
UBOLISULY SAIEN 9U) ‘JUS0SOp UBOLISWY
9ATJEN] JO 9I® SUTRWIAI O} 1B} SOUIULIDIAP
I9u010) Auno)) oyl J1 *A19A0SIp
“Jud0Sp a1} JO SINOY {7 ULPIA PAIIIOU 3q IsSniU
UBOLIDWIY 9ANEN | J1ou0Io) AJUno)) SpISIdARY Yl '86°L60S
JO aIe SuTeWIOl UBWINY UOo1I03S 9p0)) SA0INOSTY ongnd
JrA9sisse 01 DHVN PUE G050, 9p0D K19§eS pue yI[esH
19BIUC)) "9}ISUO PUNoJ o1 juensind urS110 119Y) JO UOHBUIULIND
sulewal wewny Aue € OpEW Sy JOUO0JO)) AJUNC)) SPISISATY
(uorsialg Jo uoneoyynuapi sodoxd 33 [UN INOD0 [[BYS SOUBGINISIP IOYINJ | “SUTeUaI UewIny paLng
UONONIISUOD) J0J 20113 §,J0U0I0) OU ‘HONONNSU0d ULIMP PaIoIunodUs oIe UMOUUN JOJUNOOUD
seuIAnde | DHVN pue Jauolo)) pue udisa(q) Kuno)) ay) AJnou SUFBtIal UBWNY J1 ‘G°0S(.L UONIIS 9po) o} [enuoiod s1 a2y} SO0IOSY
Ajuno) apisIsARy aAOM®DIDT Ajoyeg pue qESH d1elS 1o €-OF InD ‘uoponnsuod FuLm(q eIy "A

uoneAeoxs Suung

PUE UONONISUOD J[eH




RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Initial Study

Project title:
Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1

Lead agency name and address:

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Attention: Environmental/Regulatory Services

1995 Market Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Contact person email address and phone number:
Art Diaz

aadiaz@rcflood.org

951.955.1233

Project location:

The proposed project is generally located along Pyrite Street from Lone Trail to af
feet south of Jurupa Road in the city of Jurupa Valley in Riverside County, Californi;
project area may be found within Township 2 South, Range 6 West, Sections 1]

Fontana 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle map.

Project sponsor's name and address:
None

General plan designation:

pproximately 60
2. The proposed
) and 13 of the

The proposed project site is located within the City of Jurupa Valley which currently uses the

Riverside County General Plan. The proposed project is located within the Jurupa |

Riverside County General Plan. Land uses adjacent to the proposed project include:
LDR: Low Density Residential.

HDR: High Density Residential.

LDR-RC: Rural Community — Low Density Residential.

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

The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of an un
drain system and associated street improvements.

The proposed storm drain prg

Area Plan of the

d to later phases
implementation.

derground storm
ject consists of

approximately 1700 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) that will convey minor flows from

the District's existing concrete lined trapezoidal Pyrite Channel and discharge them|
existing concrete lined rectangular Jurupa Channel. Street improvements along Pyrit

Jurupa Road and Lone Trail will ensure that the storm drain system functions p

services to be relocated may include cable, telephone, gas, water and sewer within th

way. Refer to the attached exhibits for additional information.

to the District's
e Street between
roperly. Ultility
e road rights-of-




8.

10.

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

The majority of the storm drain alignment and street improvements are located within existing paved

roads. However, a portion of the storm drain alignment between Jurupa Road and

Jurupa Channel

crosses a highly disturbed roadside and railroad. The street improvements will also be located in

highly disturbed dirt road shoulders. The outlet and inlet areas are located with
existing concrete lined Jurupa and Pyrite Channels.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required: (e.g., permits, financi
participation agreement)

Federal Agencies (not "public agencies” as defined by CEQA)
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

State Agencies
California Department of Fish and Game
Regional Water Quality Control Board — Santa Ana Region

City/County Agencies
City of Jurupa Valley

Earlier Analysis Used:
Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pyrite Street Improvement
for the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside, July 2011 (SCH No. 201 ]

in the District's

hg approval, or

Project prepared
041091).
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:

L.

Aesthetics Mineral Resources
Agriculture Resources Noise
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Populiation/Housing

Emissions

Biological Resources Public Services

Doo0x oo
oooon Oxo

Cultural Resources Recreation
Geology/Soils Transportation/Traffic
Hazards & Hazardous Materials Utilities/Service Systems
Hydrology/Water Quality Mandatory Findings of
Significance
[J Land Use/Planning

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that a
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following

e adequately
ch 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
rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on pr
factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as w
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 3
impacts.

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

"Negative Declaration: No Impact or Less Than Significant" applies when the propose
not have a significant effect on the environment, does not require the incorporation

measures, and does not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Repot
agency must briefly describe the reasons that a proposed project will not have signifig
the environment and does not require the preparation of an environmental impact repor

"Mitigated Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorpor
where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced any effect from "Potentiall
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact”.
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant lev
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 C}
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declarati
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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 checkligt 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 bas¢d 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.




IL

111

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

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

) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site

and its surroundings?

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

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
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
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
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
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
use? :

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
plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing

or projected air quality violation?
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Iv.

c)

d)

g)

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

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that

may have a significant impact on the environment?

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

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

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

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

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

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

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

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
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VL.

VIL

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

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

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

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

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

e)

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.

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

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

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

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

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

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a)

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

b)

¢)

d)

g)

h)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

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

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

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)?
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Signiificant
Potential  Unlgss Less than
& o PO P No
¥ ! : Impact Incayporated Impact Impact

d)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, [ | N X O
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, ] E:] X ]
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?

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

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on Federal [] [:] O K
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 [] n O X
impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death [ ] il O K
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 ] 1 ] =
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? O 1 0 KX

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an [ N O X
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 [ ] I X U
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource [ | [ 1 X
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?
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XL

XIIL.

XIII.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

a)

b)

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?

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) 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?

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

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

PUBLIC SERVICES.

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts

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

Fire protection?

Police protection?
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XIV.

XV,

XVI.

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

RECREATION

a)

b)

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?

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?

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

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?

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?

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

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?

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?

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

Natural Gas
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Street lighting
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Public facilities, including roads and bridges
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b) Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

O
H
[
X

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

d) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which Il [ ] 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 [ ] M X
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

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

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the [] O X O
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.)

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial [ ] il X O
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Ll

X

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,

and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

1 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 significa
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standard

nt effects
s, and (b)

have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation

measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

Signature Date

w

ARREN D. WILLIAMS, General Manager-Chief Engineer
Printed Name and Title
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Discussion of Potential Environmental Impacts

L AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a)

b)

)

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. According to the Riverside County General Plan, the Project alignment is not
located within a scenic corridor. The nearest identified scenic highway, inchiding County

Eligible, State Designated or State Eligible status, is La Sierra Avenue, appr
miles south of the Project alignment. Therefore, with regards to a substantial
scenic highway corridor, no impact will occur.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. According to the Riverside County General Plan Multipurpose

pximately 10
effect upon a

trees, rock

Open Space

Element, in general terms, scenic resources include areas that are visible t¢ the general

public and considered visually attractive. In addition to scenic corridors,

as discussed

above, scenic resources include natural landmarks and prominent or unusual features of the
landscape. Scenic backdrops include hillsides and ridges that rise above urban or rural

areas, or highways.
provide a view of the countryside.

As discussed in the response to item 1.a), the Project alignment is not located v
to a scenic corridor. Additionally, the Project alignment does not contain
resources as described in the General Plan, such as natural landmarks or

Scenic vistas are points, accessible to the general public, which

vithin or near
other scenic
prominent or

unusual features of the landscape. The Project does not propose any substaptive vertical

structures that would potentially block the view of any scenic backdrop, such
surrounding hills. Furthermore, the Project alignment does not contain any
points that could be compromised. Thus, with regard to Project's potential to|

as that of the
scenic vista
substantially

damage scenic resources, obstruct any prominent scenic vista or result in the ¢reation of an

aesthetically offensive site open to public view, no impact will occur.
Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
surroundings?

Less Than Significant Impact. The visual character of the Project
surroundings could be affected in the short-term by construction activities.
related activities such as excavating, stockpiling, and material and equipment
result in temporary impacts to the visual character of the site. These visual dig
short-term and would cease once construction is completed. Therefore, the Pi
significantly degrade the long-term visual character of the site and surrounding

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

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

AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES.

No Impact. There are no Project components that contain new sources of substantial light
or that could result in any substantial glare. Additionally, the Project area is currently

developed, including lighted buildings and parking areas.
implementation will not adversely affect day or nighttime views and will not

Therefpre,

Project
create a new

source of substantial light or glare. Therefore, impacts will be less than significant.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

In determining whether

agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) pre
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a)

b)

)

impacts to
refer to the
ared by the

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricult

No Impact. The Project alignment is primarily located within the existing
right-of-way. Some right-of-way acquisition of Pyrite Street will be required;

apping and
ral use?

Pyrite Street
however, the

Project alignment and surrounding area, including land to be acquired for right-of-way, are
located on land identified as Urban-Built Up Land in the General Plan. Additionally, the

proposed street improvements will not indirectly contribute to the conversion
because the proposed improvements will not generate additional vehic
otherwise induce growth in the area. Therefore, with regard to the potential f

of Farmland
lar trips or
r the Project

to convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-

agricultural use, there will be no impact.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; GIS; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. The Project alignment is primarily located within existing roadyay right-of-

way. Some additional right-of-way land acquisition outside of the existing

right-of-way

will be required; however, the Project alignment and surrounding area, including land to be

acquired for right-of-way, are located on land identified as Urban-Built Up)
General Plan. Additionally, the existing and future right-of-way is nq
agricultural preserve contract. Therefore, with regard to the Project con
existing agricultural uses or with land subject to a Williamson Act contract ol
preserve, no impact will occur.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; GIS; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. In general terms, the majority of the proposed storm drain is w|
road right of way and the roadway improvements fall within the General B
designation. Some land acquisition for right-of-way will occur as a resu
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1.

d)

implementation. None of the property to be acquired for right-of-way

s Farmland.

Furthermore, because the Project is not changing land uses or inducing growth the Project

implementation will not have any indirect effects that could result in the ¢
Farmland to non-agricultural use; thus, no impact will occur.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; GIS; RDA's IS

onversion of

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
Government Code section 51104(g))?

defined by

No Impact. The Project alignment is located within existing or immediately adjacent to
Pyrite Street. There are a few vacant parcels located along the Project alignment; however,
there is no forest land or timberland on any of these parcels. The Project alignment and
surrounding area does not contain forest land or timberland, nor is it zoned for forest land

or timberland. For these reasons Project implementation would not conflict
zoning or cause rezoning of forest land or timberland. No impact will occur.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; PRC; RDA's IS
Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest u

No Impact. The majority of the Project alignment is located within existing
of Pyrite Street. Additionally, the proposed Project will not induce growth

with existing

se?

right-of-way
or otherwise

indirectly result in the loss or conversion of forest land elsewhere in the County, for these
reasons with regard to the conversion of forest land to non-forest land, ng impact will

occur.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; PRC; RDA's IS

AIR QUALITY & GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Where available, the
criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollu
district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Weuld the project:

a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality pla

significance
tion control

9

No Impact. The 2007 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for the South Coast Air
Basin (Basin) sets forth a comprehensive program that will lead the Basin intp compliance

with all Federal and State air quality standards. The AQMP control measur
emission reduction estimates are based upon emissions projections

and related
r a future

development scenario derived from land use, population and employment characteristics

defined in consultation with local governments. Accordingly, conforma
AQMP for development projects is determined by demonstrating compliang
land use plans and/or population projections.

Since the proposed Project will not result in any changes to the existing land u
the Project area and do not generate significant amounts of criteria air p
Project does not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP. 1]
impacts would occur in this regard.
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b)

¢)

d)

Source: AQMP; AQ Analysis; RDA's IS

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

Less than Significant Impact.

or projected

The Project consists of construction and subsequent

maintenance of an underground storm drain system and associated street improvements.
Air quality impacts can be described in a short-term and long-term perspective. Short-term
impacts will occur during project construction and consist of fugitive dust and other
particulate matter, as well as exhaust emissions generated by construction-related vehicles.

Long-term air quality impacts will occur once the project is in operation.

Operational

emissions would be from the infrequent visits by vehicles driven by maintenarce personnel

and would be negligible; therefore, only short-term impacts were evaluated.

The short-term construction emissions of criteria pollutants from this Project were modeled
using URBEMIS 2007, Version 9.2.4 for Windows computer program (Appendix A).

Maximum daily emissions are estimated to be 6.75 pounds per day (lbs/day
organic compounds (VOC), 37.12 Ibs/day for oxides of nitrogen (NO>), 22.3
carbon monoxide (CO), 0.02 Ibs/day for sulfur dioxide (SO,), 21.95 lbs/day f¢
matter less than 10 microns (PM-10), and 6.30 lbs/day for particulate matter

) for volatile
2 lbs/day for
pr particulate
less than 2.5

microns (PM-2.5), which do not exceed the regional thresholds set by the South Coast Air

Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The short-term emissions do
SCAQMD's localized significance thresholds either, as contained in supportin
Appendix A. Therefore, the impacts to air quality from construction and ope
Project will be less than significant.

Source: AQMP; AQ Analysis; RDA's IS

not exceed
g analysis in
ration of this

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient

air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

quantitative

Less than Significant Impact. The South Coast Air Basin within which the Project is

located is designated as a non-attainment area for NO, under State standards a
PM-10, and PM-2.5 under both State and Federal standards.

Since the proposed Project does not conflict with any land uses, it is in confq
the AQMP, and the Project's short-term and long-term emissions do no
SCAQMD established thresholds of significance; the Project's net increag
pollutant emissions for which the Project region is non-attainment is not
considerable and impacts are considered less than significant.

Source: AQMP; AQ Analysis; RDA's IS
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Less than Significant Impact. As described in Appendix A, the closest sensif

are the existing residences adjacent to Pyrite Street. To ensure a worst-case
nearest sensitive receptor position of 85 feet (25 meters) was used.
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Short-term emissions will be generated in the Project area during construction of the

Project and have been found to be less than significant (Appendix A). In
operational emissions were also found to be less than significant, as indicated

addition, the
above; hence

the Project will not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and
the impact is less than significant.

Source: AQMP; AQ Analysis; RDA's IS
e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project presents the potential for generation of
objectionable odors in the form of diesel exhaust during construction in the immediate
vicinity of the Project site. Recognizing the short-term duration and quantity of emissions
in the Project area, the Project will result in less than significant impact relating to
objectionable odors.

Seurce: AQMP; AQ Analysis; RDA's IS

1] Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
significant impact on the environment?

may have a

Less than Significant Impact. As described in Appendix A, the proposed Prdject does not
fit into the categories provided (industrial, commercial, and residential) in either the draft
thresholds from the California Air Resources Board (CARB) or SCAQMD (both of which
are accepted by Riverside County). However, the total greenhouse gas (GH(G) emissions
from Project construction is estimated at 238 metric tons of carbon dioxid¢ equivalents
(MTCO,E) which is below the lowest SCAQMD recommended screening lgvel of 3,000
MTCO,E/year for residential/commercial/mixed use projects currently recommended by
SCAQMD and accepted by Riverside County. Due to the estimated amount of emissions
from Project construction and infrequent operational emissions from maintenance vehicles,
the proposed Project will not generate a significant amount of GHG emissions and the
impact is considered less than significant.

Source: AQ Analysis; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. As discussed above, the Project's GHG emissions are below the recommended
draft thresholds. Therefore, the Project will not conflict any plan, policy pr regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. No impacts are anticipated.

Iv. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) 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 the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project area is
located within Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Consgrvation Plan
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(MSHCP) habitat assessment and/or survey areas for narrow endemic plant
burrowing owl.

The Project is partially located within the MSHCP narrow endemic plant sp

areas for San Diego ambrosia, Brand's phacelia and San Miguel savory,
assessment for these species was conducted and it was determined that suitab
the above plant species does not occur on the Project site. Therefore
assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are required.

species and

ecies survey

A habitat
e habitat for
, no further

A focused burrowing owl survey was conducted per Riverside County guidelines whereby

all suitable habitats on and within the Zone of Influence of a Projeq
systematically surveyed at least four times on different days/nights between N

August 31%. Specifically, the Survey was conducted on March 4, 5, 6 and

total of 17 burrows capable of supporting the burrowing owl were identifie

survey area as well as 12 burrow complexes, each containing numerous sui
openings. It appeared that all burrows within the survey area were created

t site were
farch 1% and
11, 2011. A
d within the
table burrow
by common

ground squirrels, however, there were two pipes along the Pyrite Channel that were suitable
cover sites for owls. In the southern portion of the survey area were some refyse piles that

could be used as refuge for owls. The 2011 Survey concluded no presence

owls or their sign (pellets, feathers, tracks, scat, excrement, prey remains or ng

being found onsite or within the Zone of Influence. The quality of habitat d
burrowing owl is considered moderate-high for nesting and foraging despite t
absent. Reasons for the Project site not supporting extant owl pairs could ing
prey, distance to nearest known populations, natal dispersal tendencies, past
and abundance of both mammalian and avian predators.

As the probability remains high for the presence of burrowing owls on the Prq
following mitigation measure shall be implemented to reduce potential i

burrowing owl to a less than significant level:

Bio MM-1: A pre-construction survey for burrowing owls shall be conducted 1

f burrowing
st materials)
nsite for the
he owl being
clude lack of
disturbances,

hject site, the
pacts to the

no more than

30 days prior to grading or ground disturbing activity. The pre-construction survey and any

relocation of burrowing owls, if present, shall be conducted in accordance
MSHCP survey guidelines and protocols.

One tree may need to be removed to install the inlet connection at Pyrite C
Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Department of Fis
(CDFQG) Code Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3800 prohibit the take, possession @
of any birds, their nests or eggs. Although the potential removal of the tree |
less than significant, the District will comply with the MBTA and CDFG Cod
implementation of the following environmental commitment:

Bio EC- 1: If tree removal takes place during the nesting season (Februan
August 31%), a pre-activity field survey shall be conducted to determine if ag
species protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) or California Fi:

with current

hannel. The
h and Game
r destruction
s considered
e through the

y 1 through
tive nests of
sh and Game

Code are present in the construction zone. If active nests are located, no grading or use of

heavy equipment shall take place within at least 500 feet of birds of-prey an
feet of songbirds (to be determined by a qualified biologist on a case-by-casg
Project activities taking place outside the nesting season (September 1% thrg
31%), no nesting surveys shall be required.
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b)

)

For these reasons, the proposed Project will have a less than significant fmpact, with
mitigation measures implemented, with respect to incurring a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat modifications on any species identified as fa candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
CDFG or USFWS.

Source: MSHCP Report; Burrowing Owl; RDA's IS

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensiti

Less Than Significant Impact. A Jurisdictional Delineation/Resources |and Impact
Analysis (JD) was prepared for the proposed Project by Regulatory Permitting Specialists
in November 2010, to determine the potential for wetlands; permanent, infermittent or
ephemeral drainages; and the resources and Project impacts associated with [the wetland,
riparian, or streambed resources onsite. A subsequent field investigation was conducted
prior to the JD on October 15, 2010. The JD's Summary of Findings concluded that the
proposed Project would not result in impacts to riparian vegetation or fish jand wildlife
resources. Furthermore, no other sensitive natural communities are located within the
Project. The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
regulations, or by the CDFG or USFWS. Therefore, impacts in this regard would be less

than significant.
Source: JD; RDA's IS

Have a substantial adverse effect on biological resources involve
jurisdictional water feature as defined by federal, state or local regu

within a
tions (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, ete.)

through direct removal, filing, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in response to item IVb), a JD

analysis was

prepared to determine the potential for wetlands, permanent, intermittent gr ephemeral

drainages. The analysis determined whether "waters of the United States," wh

ch are under

the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ("ACOE") per Section 4(1-404 of the

Clean Water Act, and/or "streambeds," which are under the jurisdiction o
Sections 1600-1603 of the CDFG Code, are present on the Project site.

f CDFG per
The analysis

determined that the proposed Project will result in impacts to approximately §.002 acre of
the Pyrite Creek Channel due to the installation of a channel inlet structure measuring

approximately 8 feet by 10 feet. In addition, the proposed project will result

n impacts to

approximately 0.001 acre of the Jurupa Channel due to the installation of a| storm drain
outlet structure measuring approximately 7 feet by 8 feet. The Project components will

impact a total of approximately 0.003 acre of California Department of Fis
jurisdictional streambed and "waters of the United States”. As such, the prop

h and Game
osed impacts

to the Pyrite Creek Channel and Jurupa Channel may require a Section 404 Permit from the
ACOE and a Section 401 Certification from the California Regional Water Quality Control

Board. The JD analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result
riparian vegetation or fish and wildlife resources. The proposed impacts to the
and Jurupa Channels may require notification to the CDFG's Streambe
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d)

e)

Program. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts to
riparian vegetation or fish and wildlife resources.

Source: JD; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. According to Figure 3-2 of the MSHCP, the project will not interfere 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.

Source: MSHCP

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

No Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not conflict with any local
policies protecting biological resources identified in the Jurupa Area Plan of the Riverside
County General Plan or ordinances protecting biological resources. Thereforg, no impacts
are anticipated.

Source: RCIP

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

Less Than Significant 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 and California Department of Fish and
Game 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
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) s a MSHCP
permittee and the proposed project must fulfill all applicable MSHCP requir¢ments. The
following addresses consistency of the proposed project with the Distrigt's MSHCP
requirements:

Section 3.2.1, P/QP Lands and Criteria Cells — The proposed project is not located
within areas designated as Criteria Areas or Public/Quasi-Public (P/QP) Lands by the
MSHCP.

Section 6.1.2, Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and
Vernal Pools — The proposed project area 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, np analysis or
survey is required.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

Section 6.1.3, Protection of Narrow Endemic Species — Habitat assessments and/or
focused surveys for certain narrow endemic plant species are required for projects within
MSHCP mapped survey areas. The survey area maps included within the MSHCP have
been reviewed and the Project is partially located within the survey areas for San Diego
ambrosia, Brand's phacelia, and San Miguel savory. A habitat assessment was conducted

and it was determined that suitable habitat for the above plant species does not

occur on the

Project site. Therefore, no further assessments and/or surveys or conservation fneasures are

required.

Section 6.1.4, Urban/Wildlands interface requirements — Section 6.1.4 of
provides guidelines to minimize indirect effects of a project in proximity t
conservation area.

the MSHCP
p a MSHCP

The proposed project is not located within the Critgria Area or

Public/Quasi Public Lands as designated in the MSHCP, and is therefore not subject to
further analysis or implementation of any conservation measures as shown in the

guidelines.

Section 6.3.2, Additional Survey Needs and Procedures - Habitat assessthents and/or

focused surveys for certain additional plant and animal species are required

for projects

within MSHCP mapped survey areas. The survey area maps have been revigwed and the
Project is only within a mapped survey area for the Burrowing Owl. A habitat assessment
was conducted for the Burrowing Owl pursuant to accepted protocol during Qctober 2010

and a focused survey was conducted during March 2011. No Burrowi

ng Owls or

Burrowing Owl signs were observed within the surveyed area in 2010 gr 2011. In
accordance with the MSHCP, a pre-construction survey for Burrowing Qwls will be

conducted within 30 days prior to disturbance of the property for constructi

DN purposes.

The Project satisfies the plant, mammal, amphibian and bird Additional Survey Needs and

Procedures requirements of the MSHCP.

The District will consider and implement all appropriate Standard Best
Practices as listed in Appendix C of the MSHCP. Additionally, the District
MSHCP mitigation fee in accordance with Section 13.4 Provision B of
Implementing Agreement.

Management
will pay the
the MSHCP

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

Source: MSHCP; JD; MSHCP Report; Burrowing Owl; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. Based on a record search of prehistoric and historic cultur

resource as

al resources

conducted for the Project, there are no known cultural resources within or adjacent to the

Project area. The Project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the sij
a historical resource. The majority of the Project alignment is located within
Pyrite Street and District rights of way. There are no known historic resourg
within the Project area. Therefore, there will be no impact.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS; EIC
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b)

<)

d)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Based on a record search of prehistoric jand historic
cultural resources conducted for the Project, there are no known cultural resources within
or adjacent to the Project area. The Project alignment has experienced substantial prior
ground disturbance as a result of grading performed for the existing Ryrite Street
improvements and from adjacent developed properties. Existing water, sewer, gas, and
communication utilities have been installed and subsequent associated work performed on
underground or aboveground lines within or adjacent to the Project alignment;| therefore, it
is unlikely that there are any intact archaeological sites present on the Project alignment.
However, in the event of an accidental discovery of a cultural and/or an archaeological
resource, implementation of the following environmental commitment wpould ensure
potential impacts to archaeological resources will be less than significant.

Cult EC-1: If any archaeological or historical resources are discovered during project
construction, all work in the area of the find shall cease, and a qualified archagologist shall
investigate the find. If any discovered archaeological or historical resources merit long-
term consideration, adequate funding, as determined by the District, will be|provided to
collect, curate and report these resources in accordance with standard archaeological
management requirements.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS; EIC

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontelogical resource or sits
geologic feature?

or unique

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project alignment is located within an arga designated
in the Riverside County General Plan as having a high paleontological potential/sensitivity;
however, there are no unique geologic features located within the Proje¢t alignment

boundaries. Although the Project alignment and area are designated as hg
potential for an occurrence of paleontological resource discovery, the Project al
the majority of its adjacent properties have undergone substantial ground
related to development and infrastructure construction activities. Because of]
disturbing activities, Project construction is not anticipated to destroy
paleontological resource or site, or geologic feature and impacts are consides
significant. However, in the event of an accidental discovery of paleontologid
implementation of the following environmental commitment would ensy
impacts to paleontological resources will be less than significant.

ving a high
ignment and
disturbance
past ground
any unique
red less than
al resources,
re potential

Cult EC-2: If any paleontological resources are discovered during project construction, all

work in the area of the find shall cease, and a qualified paleontological resoury
will evaluate the find. Any discovered paleontological resources that me
consideration, shall be collected and reported in accordance with standard pa
management requirements.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

tes specialist
it long-term
eontological

Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside of formal cemeteries?
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VI.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project alignment is not located on or

adjacent to a

known formal or informal cemetery. No impacts to human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries are anticipated. In the unlikely event that human
remains are encountered on the project site, the implementation of the following

environmental commitment will ensure that potential impacts remain less than

Cult EC-3: Per State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, if human

significant:

remains are

encountered during construction, no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside
County Coroner has made a determination of their origin pursuant to Health and Safety
Code 7050.5 and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The Riverside County Coroner
must be notified within 24 hours of the discovery. If the County Coroner determines that

the remains are of Native American descent, the Native American Heritage
(NAHC) must be contacted within 24 hours to determine the most likely desce

Commission
dent for this

area. Once the most likely descendent is determined, treatment of the Natiye American

human remains will proceed pursuant to Public Resources 5097.98.

Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a)

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk

of less, 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
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

for the area
the Division

No Impact. The State of California Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was

passed in 1972 to mitigate the hazard of surface rupture along earthquak

e faults. The

main purpose of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act is tq prevent the

construction of buildings used for human occupancy along fault lines.

In general,

Southern California as a whole is a seismically active region that cantains many

earthquake faults. The Project area is not within an Alquist-Priolo
County Hazard fault zone.
approximately 14 miles northeast and 20 miles west of the two nearest

ault zone or

At its closest point, the Project alignment is located

lquist-Priolo

earthquake fault zones. In general terms the Project proposes improvements to Pyrite
Street and improvements to existing storm drainage infrastructure. The¢ Project is a
non-residential, infrastructure improvement that does not propose habitable structures

that could subject people to such an event. Therefore, there will be no i
Source: GIS; RCIP; RDA's IS
ii.  Strong seismic groundshaking?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project area, like all of Southern
located in a seismically active region. However, the Riverside County
indicates that the Project alignment is not located in an area that is s
earthquake-induced slope instability. The Jurupa Area Plan indicates th
alignment is not in an area with steep slopes or within an area that expe

pact.

California is
General Plan
usceptible to
at the Project
riences slope

instability. The proposed Project does not include the creation of manufactured
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b)

iii.

iv.

slopes. Furthermore, the Project does not propose any substantive
habitable structures that could be put at risk due to strong seismic grof
Because the Project will be constructed in accordance with the recomm

vertical or
ind shaking.
endations of

the Geotechnical Investigation Report, potential impacts with regard to strong

seismic ground shaking would be less than significant.
Source: Project Design; RCIP; RDA's IS

Seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project alignment is located in an area identified

as having a "moderate" to "high" susceptibility for liquefaction. In ger
effects of liquefaction to be manifested at the surface, groundwater lej
within 50 feet of the ground surface and the soils within the saturated z
susceptible to liquefaction. Geotechnical borings up to 30 feet in
conducted during the Project's design phase and no free groun
encountered. The Geotechnical Investigation Report identifies a
recommendations relative to grading, site preparation, fill, trenchiny

reral, for the
vels must be
one must be
depth were
dwater was
number of
>, pavement

design and construction observation. The Project will be constructed in accordance

with the recommendations of the geotechnical report. Therefore, impa
less than significant.

Source: GeoTech; RCIP; GIS; RDA's IS
Landslides or mudflows?

No Impact. According to Figure 12 of the Jurupa Area Plan of the Rive
General Plan, the Project alignment is not located in an area subj

cts would be

rside County
ect to slope

instability. The proposed Project will not result in a change in topography as the site

is relatively flat and has previously been graded. Mudflows are typical
with steep slopes; however, the Project alignment does not contain n)
slopes conducive for a mudflow to occur.

Source: RCIP; RDA's IS

y associated
or 1s it near

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 excavation operation will be conducted i
with the Division of Occupational Safety and Health (CAL/OSHA) standards t
unstable soil conditions do not occur. The backfill operation will be d
accordance with the applicable recommendations of the Geotechnical Report.
construction phase, appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be
by the construction contractor to minimize erosion. The proposed project finij
also match existing conditions. Therefore, potential impacts will be reduced
significant.

Source: Project Design; GeoTech; RDA
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d)

e)

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 lands
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

ide, lateral

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project alignment is generally flat with
slopes of less than three percent. Seismically-induced landslides and other sjope failures
are common occurrences in areas with significant ground slopes; especially during or

immediately after earthquake events. The Project alignment is relatively flat
contribute to on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, collapse, or liquefaction

and will not

The Riverside County Land Information System identifies the Project alignment and

surrounding area as susceptible to subsidence. Subsidence is compaction of s

pil and other

surface material with little or no horizontal motion. Causes of subsidgnce include
earthquake and changes in groundwater tables. According to the Geotechnical
Investigation Report, the soils along the Project alignment do not appear to be subject to
significant settlement or hydroconsolidation. The proposed Project will be constructed in
accordance with the requirements of geotechnical report. Therefore, potential impacts with

respect to ground subsidence would be less than significant.

Source: RCIP; GeoTech; GIS; RDA's IS

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in table 18-1-B of the Uniform Bllilding Code

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. Expansive soils are generally considered a threat because

of the pressure that may be induced upon structures. In general, these types of
characteristics that may result in expansion or contraction when exposed to
extent of contraction (shrink) or expansion (swell) may be influenced by the
type of clay in the soil. According to the Geotechnical Investigation Report,
occur in the Project area are granular and are considered to be non-criticall
Therefore, the potential risks to life or property associated with expansi
anticipated to be less than significant.

Source: GeoTech; RDA's IS

soils include
water. The
amount and
he soils that
y expansive.
ve soils are

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures, fill or other

improvements associated with the project?

Less than Significant Impact. The Geotechnical Investigation did not

identify any

support issues with existing soils. The proposed project will follow the recomendations
of the Geotechnical Investigation Report to ensure that the soils are capable df adequately

supporting the storm drain system.

Source: GeoTech; Project Design; RDA's IS

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a)

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

d)

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 and maintenance activities. The construction phase may| include the
transport of gasoline and diesel fuel to the project site and onsite storage for the sole
purpose of fueling construction equipment. BMPs stipulating proper storage of hazardous
materials and vehicle fueling will be implemented during construction. All transport,
handling, use and 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. Therefore,
impacts related to creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials will be less than significant.

Source: Project Design
Create a significant hazard to the public or the envirenment through|reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. Since the proposed project will comply with measures
including construction BMPs, transport and handling laws regulating the management and

use of hazardous materials, potential impacts will be less than significant. See response

VIla.
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?

Less Than Significant Impact. Two elementary schools: Glen Avon Elementary School
and Glen Avon Elementary School South are both located adjacent to the east side of Pyrite

Street between Stonewood Lane and Lone Trail. As discussed in respons
Project will not create significant hazards to the public or the environment.

Seurce: Project Design; RDA's IS
Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials sit
pursuant to Government{ Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would

significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project alignment is not identified as co
hazardous materials sites.

e VIla), the

es compiled
it create a

ntaining any

Wells to monitor the plume from the Stringfellow Superfund site are located along the
Project alignment. Implementation of the Project will require the top of these existing
monitoring wells to be adjusted to match the new street grade. All adjustments to the

Stringfellow monitoring wells will be performed by the contractor. Other th
the wells to grade, implementation of the Project will not affect the wells or
monitoring and testing.
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h)

For the reasons identified above, potential impacts related to the Project being
site included on a list of hazardous materials sites will be less than significant.

Source: EnviroStor; RDA's IS

located on a

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 alignment is located within approximately three mil}f

of Flabob Airport and approximately three and one-half mile north of t
Municipal Airport. The Project alignment is not located within an Airport M

s northwest
e Riverside
aster Plan or

an airport land use plan. The Project area is not within the Airport Influence Area or Safety

Area of Flabob Airport or the Riverside Municipal Airport. The Project does

not propose

any habitable structures or any substantive vertical structures that would confli¢t with either

of the aforementioned airport uses. Therefore, with regard to the Project re

sulting in an

Airport Master Plan inconsistency, needed review by the Airport Land Use Commission, or

a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area, no impact wi
Source: RCIP; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. See response Vlle). No impacts are anticipated.

Source: RCIP; RDA's IS

Il occur.

result in a

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 maint¢nance of the
proposed project is expected to impair implementation of or physically interfere with the

County's Emergency Operation Plan and Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazar
Plan. Vehicular access will be maintained and/or detours will be provided d

d Mitigation
iring project

construction. It is also standard practice for the District to notify public safety agencies

prior to commencing project construction activity.
Source: Project Design
Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or dea

wildland fires, including where Wildlands are adjacent to urbanized are
residences are intermixed with Wildlands?

th involving
as or where

No Impact. The Project alignment is located in an area designated as having no wildfire
susceptibility in the County of Riverside General Plan Jurupa Area Plan. Therefore, in this

regard the Project will have no impact.

Source: RCIP; RDA's IS
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VIIL

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

requirements?

Less than Significant Impact. The District is required to comply with

the NPDES

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit issued by the Santa Ana Regional
Water Quality Control Board (SARWQCB). The Project would not create ngw sources of

stormwater pollutants and, therefore, would be in compliance with the MS4 pe
Source: Project Design; NPDES

Result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants (e.g., se

rmit.

iment 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 i
discharges of typical stormwater pollutants. See response VIIla.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g. the production rate of

n substantial

substantially with

volume or a
pre-existing

nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or

planned use for which permits have been granted)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project will not have a need for water|
operational. Relatively minor amounts of water will be used during the
process; however, this water is typically trucked in to the construction site.
any water used during the construction process will not be substantial in quant|
risk depleting groundwater supplies.
groundwater supplies or interfering substantially with groundwater recharge,
be less than significant.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, inclug

supply once
construction
Additionally,
ity enough to

Therefore, with regard to substantially depleting

impacts will

Jing through

the alteration of a watercourse or wetland, in a manner which would result in

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The Pyrite Channel conveys flows southwsg
Pyrite Street. East of Pyrite Street, the Pyrite Channel is a concrete lined d
concrete portion of this channel ends at the westerly side of Pyrite Street §
continue to be conveyed southwesterly through an existing natural channel u
reach the confluence with the Jurupa Channel near the Agate Street/
intersection. During large storm events, flows through the natural portion
Channel flood backyards and disturbs objects placed in the normally dry
adjacent property owners. The Project proposes to collect up to 200 cfs and t

southerly in a more direct manner to be discharged in to the Jurupa Channel.

Channel Bypass Storm Drain is not an ultimate capacity facility; it is only
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g

h)

convey a portion of the ultimate flow so as to alleviate drainage problems and relieve the

residents of downstream homes of flows during marginal storm events.

Surface flows from the paved areas of Pyrite Street will not be altered in that the street

improvements will continue to direct flows into the same catches. Therefore,
to the Project substantially altering the existing drainage pattern of the site

with regards
or area, in a

manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation off site, impacts will be less than

significant.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

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 increas¢ the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The areas surrounding the Project area along
west of Pyrite Street experience flooding during rain events. The County

Pyrite Creek,
of Riverside

General Plan indicates the Project alignment is transected by a 100-Year Flood Zone which

is the Pyrite Channel. The Project itself is an infrastructure improvement
includes improvements to the Pyrite Channel. Implementation of the Project
Pyrite Channel. However, these improvements will improve and upgrade

project that
will alter the
the existing

facilities and will have a beneficial impact with regards to drainage and eliminating

problematic flooding issues downstream.
Seurce: Project Design; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. The proposed project will not create or contribute runoff water

f existing or

which would

exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. Runoff from the

project area will not exceed the current condition.
Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

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

No Impact. The County of Riverside General Plan indicates the Project
transected by a 100-Year Flood Zone which is the Pyrite Channel. Howeve
does not include any housing component and does not propose any structu
hazard area that would impede or redirect flows. Therefore, in this regard, n
occur.

Source: Project Design, RCIP; RDA's IS

*deral Flood
delineation

alignment is
r, the Project
re within the
0 impact will

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

redirect flood flows?
No Impact. See response to VIIlg.
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IX.

X.

i)

)

Seurce: Project Design, RCIP; RDA's IS

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 a dam?

No Impact. The Project does not involve levees or dams. The proposed

underground

storm drain system will not expose people or structures to a significant risk af loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or a dam.
Conversely, the proposed project will increase the level of flood protection for local

residents.
Source: Project Design

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

involving by

No Impact. The proposed project area is not subject to inundation by a seiche or tsunami.

The proposed flood control facility will not increase the potential for mudflows.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of an underground storm drain
would not physically divide an established community.

Source: Project Design

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general p
plan, local coastal program, or zening ordinance) adopted for the purpos¢
or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. The proposed project will not conflict with any land use de
policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
proposed project is subject to compliance with the Western Riverside Cou
Based on the discussion in IV.f. the project is consistent with the MSHCP ¢
the RCIP,

Source: Project Design; MSHCP

MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project.

a)

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

Less than Significant Impact. According to the Riverside County General I
the project vicinity is classified by the State of California as a Mineral Res
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b)

XI.

a)

b)

(MRZ-3). This classification denotes mineral deposits are likely to exist;

significance of the deposit is undetermined. The proposed project includes gxcavation to

install the storm drain system; however, due to previous disturbances and
small impact area, the project will have a less than significant impact.

Source: RCIP; RDA's IS

<;‘}\‘owever, the
e relatively

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 is not located within a delineated mingral resource

recovery site.

Source: RCIP

NOISE. Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards

in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standar
agencies?

established
ds of other

No Impact. Riverside County Ordinance 847 Section 2 (b) states that capital improvement

projects of a governmental agency are exempt from noise regulations. T

herefore, the

proposed project will not exceed standards established in the local general plan or noise

ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies.

Seurce: RCIP

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibratioT or ground-

borne noise levels?

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

Caltrans' Transportation and Construction Induced Vibration Guidance Man
provides methods to estimate construction induced ground-borne vibration,
criteria for acceptable levels of ground-borne vibration for human perception
damage to buildings. Tables 1 and 2 list criteria for both human perception
damage resulting from construction induced vibration.
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Table 1: 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 2: Guidance Vibration Damage Potential Threshold Criterig

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
M(_)dt?rn industrial/commercial 2.00 0.50
buildings

Ground-borne vibration resulting from construction of the proposed projg
similar to a large bulldozer. Table 3 lists the estimated minimum ap
construction induced vibration impacts at various points in the proposed proje
methods described in the Manual. Construction induced ground-borne vib
from 0.03 inch/second to 0.07 inch/second within the proposed project area.

Table 3: Project Construction Induced Impacts (in/sec)

ct would be
d maximum
ct area using
ration varies

Estimated Construction
Induced Vibration Impacts Threshold Intermittent
(large bulldozer) Construction Induced Vibration
Minimum Maximum Human Perception Building
(at 50 feet) | (at 25 feet) ("Distinctly Perceptible') Damage
0.03 0.07 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
threshold for
potentially causing damage to buildings. Therefore, no damage to buildings because of

typically lower. The maximum estimated vibration is also well below the

construction induced ground-borne vibration is expected.
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)

d)

e)

Source: Project Design; Caltrans

A substantial permanent increase in ambient neise levels in the preject vicinity above

levels existing without the project?

No Impact. The construction, operation or maintenance of a flood control fadility will not
result in a permanent substantial ambient noise increase. Potential noise impacts will be

limited to the temporary impacts.
Seource: Project Design

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

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed p
involve the temporary intermittent use of construction equipment for various
and maintenance activities over the life of the project. Construction and
equipment may result in temporary increases above existing noise levels.

the project

foj ect would
construction
maintenance
Construction

equipment noise generally ranges from 70 to 95 dBA at 50 feet from the sourge. 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 projgct would not

cause a significant increase in noise levels. To ensure that potential short-te
less than significant, the proposed project will incorporate the followin
measures:

impacts are
mitigation

Noise MM-1: Operation of heavy equipment that may impact adjacent residential

structures shall be limited from 7 am. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday,

except under

special circumstances approved by the District's General Manager-Chief Enginger.

Noise MM-2: Each resident adjacent to the storm drain construction site shall

he notified in

writing three days prior to operation of heavy construction equipment near the residences.

The notice shall include the expected work schedule and the District's contact
The District shall alert the construction contractor of any noise complaints an
any feasible and practical techniques which minimize the noise impacts
residences.

Source: Project Design, RCIP

information.
1 incorporate
on adjacent

For a project located within an airpert land use plan or, where such a plan has not

been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airpor|

t, would the

project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Project alignment is not located within an airport land use plan, or within
two miles of a public airport, public use airport or private airstrip. The two nearest airports

are Flabob Airport and Riverside Municipal Airport located at approximate
two and three-quarter and three and one-half miles from the Project alignment
Additionally, the Project does not propose any housing component and
temporary construction work, does not propose any component that would en
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XII.

XIII.

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a)

b)

¢)

PUBLIC SERVICES

a)

onsite workers. Therefore, with regard to exposing people to excessive
sourced from airports, no impact will occur.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

noise levels

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or weorking in the project area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. See response Xle). No impacts are anticipated.

Source: Project Design

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
roads or other infrastructure) resulting in substantial adverse physical

example, by
extension of
impacts or

conflicts with the adopted general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or

regional plan?

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction of any n
businesses and is not expected to result in any change to existing land us
trigger substantial growth in the area. Portions of the project area are curren
residential uses and are already developed. Any development that may occur
the policies of the Riverside County General Plan and to further review by
Jurupa Valley.

Source: Project Design

ew homes or
e patterns or
tly zoned for
is subject to
the City of

Displace substantial number of existing housing, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. The proposed project will not displace any existing housing.
Source: Project Design

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

No Impact.
necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.

Source: Project Design

replacement

The proposed project will not displace people, and therefore, will not

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

provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
physically altered government facilities, the construction of which
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable ser
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X1V. RECREATION

a)

b)

response times or other performance objectives for any of the following public

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

ii.  Police protection?

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

fii. ~Schools?

services.

No Impact. The proposed project would not affect existing schools or| require new

schools within the area.

iv. 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.

v.  Other public facilities?

No Impact. Public roads and flood control facilities are the only public

facilities that

may be impacted by the proposed project. Once completed, the proposed project will

reduce the potential for flood damages to public roads and reduce the n
control facilities located in the vicinity of the project area. Thus, the nee

eed for flood
d to maintain

and repair public facilities due to flood associated damage will be rednced. Other

public facilities will not be impacted by the proposed project.

Source: Project Design; RDA's IS

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and region

other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration o
would occur or be accelerated?

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

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

environment?

No Impact.
recreational facilities.

Source: Project Design

-41 -

1al parks or
f the facility

recreational

truction or

effect on the

The proposed project does not require the construction or expansion of




XV.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)

b)

Conflict with an adopted plan, ordinance or policy establishing

easures 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 net limited to imtersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Less than Significant Impact. The adopted Congestion Management

Plan (CMP)

includes a Travel Demand Management (TDM) element, which consists of grograms and

strategies that are intended to reduce and reshape use of the transportation

promoting alternative modes of transportation, increasing vehicle occupancy
the efficient use of parking, reducing travel distances, and easing peak-hou
these strategies and programs help to increase the efficiency and effectiv
transportation system.

systems. By
maximizing
¢ congestion,
eness of the

Examples of TDM programs include rideshare, bus rapid transit, and the development of

a system of pedestrian and bike paths. The TDM also includes the Weste
County Non-Motorized Transportation Plan (WROCG-NMTP) which provid
network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities. While the TDM does not provi
measure of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, whi
account various alternative modes of transportation, disruption of TDM px
conflict with the TDM goal of increasing the effectiveness of the transportati

Evaluations of potential impacts to various alternative modes of transport
near the Project are listed below:

e The Project is not located near existing or proposed bike routes desi
WROCG-NMTP network (exhibit 5.0.1 and in Corridor 1 Santa An
Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Network). Therefore, the Prg
conflict with the WROCG-NMTP.

¢ Transit routes near the Project include the Riverside Transit Agenc
routes. An RTA route is not located within Pyrite Street/J
Therefore, the Project will not conflict with the WROCG-NMTP.

Any potential traffic impacts will be limited to the construction phase. Lonj
impacts will not occur, as the Project would not create uses that would
generation to the site. The Project will include the implementation of a T
Plan (TCP). Temporary street and lane closures during construction wi
minimum and will be coordinated with the City of Jurupa Valley to ensurg
impacts to traffic flow remain less than significant.

Since impacts to TDM elements will not occur, and the Project will minimij

rn Riverside
es a regional
de a specific
ch takes into
ograms may
on system.

ation located

enated in the
a River Trail
ject will not

y (RTA) bus
irupa  Road.

>-term traffic
increase trip
affic Control
1 be kept at
that adverse

e temporary

impacts with the implementation of a TCP, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Source: Project Design, CMP

Conflict with an adopted congestion management program, including, bu
to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or othe
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d)

established by the appropriate congestion management agency for desig

ated roads

or highways?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project is not located within a St

ate Highway

or Principal Arterial designated within the RCTC 2010 CMP. Although the proposed

project would generate a minor amount of daily construction-related
construction, and fewer maintenance-related trips, as discussed in Response
trips would not be substantial in relation to the existing traffic load,

trips  during
XVa), these
capacity of

intersections, street segments and freeways within the project area. Thereforg, the project

is not expected to conflict with the CMP.

Source: CMP, 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.
Infrequent maintenance traffic would be compatible with the road use in its
condition.

Source: Project Design

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant Impact. Although the operation and maintenance of
project would not result in inadequate emergency access, the construction of

The proposed project does not change the existing design of the roads.

post-project

he proposed
he proposed

project is expected to result in temporary lane closures of local roads for approximately

eight (8) hours per day. The Traffic Control Plan (TCP) will detail and ¢

pordinate all

traffic movement through the project area and will be implemented throughout project

construction. The TCP will also ensure that private property and emergency a
maintained at all times. Methods to maintain access may include, but are ng
temporary bridge crossings (i.e., steel plates or structural design bridges); for

ccess will be
ot limited to:
all driveway

entrances to be closed to vehicular access for any period exceeding four (4) hours; use of

construction signs, barricades and delineators; and the use of flaggers during
With the implementation of the TCP, combined with the short-term nature
closures, impacts to emergency access will be less than significant.

Source: Project Design

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

No Impact. The proposed project site will not affect any existing parking faj
project site is expected to provide sufficient temporary parking areas for
workers and equipment. Temporary parking related to construction activitie
on or adjacent to the construction site. The project will not create long-term tr

requiring parking.

Seurce: Project Design
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XVL

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a)

b)

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public tra

sit, bicycle,

pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or otherwise decrease the

performance or safety of such facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in response XV.a. potential impdcts to public

transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities are considered to be less than significant.

Source: Project Design, CMP

Impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
significant environmental effects?

Electricity?

No Impact.
facilities.

Natural Gas?

No Impact.
facilities.

The construction of the project would not require additional

Communication System?

could cause

The construction of the project would not require additional electrical

natural gas

No Impact. The construction of the project would not require additional communication

systems facilities.
Street lighting?

No Impact. The construction of the project would not require additional st
facilities.

Public facilities, including roads and bridges?
No Impact. The construction of the project would not require additional publi
Seurce: Project Design

Require or result in the construction of nmew stormwater drainage
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause

environmental effects?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction of a new storm

reet lighting

> facilities.

facilities or
significant

drain facility

and street improvements to alleviate flooding within the project area. Additignal drainage

facilities will not be required as a result of the proposed project.

Source: Project Design
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d)

€)

XVIL. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing ¢ntitlements

and resources, or are new expanded entitlements needed?

No Impact. The proposed project will not require the long-term use of water supplies.
The proposed project will only require the temporary use of water during ¢onstruction.

Existing water supplies are expected to be adequate.

Source: Project Design

Result in determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may

serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project'
demands in addition te the provider's existing commitments?

5 prejected

No Impact. The proposed project would not generate wastewater or requirjhwastewater

treatment services. No new wastewater facilities are required as a result of
project.

Source: Project Design

e proposed

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 may generate a limite
solid waste during construction.
occasional trash and debris removal from the facility. However, the limiteq
solid waste generated during construction and subsequent maintenance of the p
not be substantial or interfere with the capacity of nearby existing solid w4
facilities.

Seurce: Project Design

d amount of

In addition, subsequent maintenance may involve

d amount of
roject would
iste disposal

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

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

Source: Project Design

maintenance

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the e
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fis

vironment,
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 indicated in this Initial Study, the projett's potential

impacts to the environment, wildlife species, plant or animal community
resources will not occur, will be less than significant or will be mitigated belg
significance.
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b)

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"” means that incremental d¢ffects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of p
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future proj

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in this document, potential advq
are temporary and will cease upon construction completion. Further, due to
relatively small area of impact and short construction duration, potential impac
be cumulatively considerable.

st projects,
ects)?

srse impacts
the project's
s would not

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse

effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed previously in this document, the
of the proposed project will temporarily increase noise levels to those persong
near the existing channel. With the incorporation of the mitigation measures
Section XI, potential noise impacts will be less than significant. Other poten
impacts to human beings are not expected to occur.
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The following documents were referred to as information sources during preparation of this doc

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

uulient. 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 $treet, Riverside
CA 92502-0468, and/or branches of the library.

Cited As:

Source:

AQ Analysis

AQMP

Burrowing Owl

Caltrans

CMP

EIC
EnviroStor

GeoTech

GIS

D

MSHCP

MSHCP Report

NPDES

PRC

RCIP

RDA's IS

Pyrite Street Improvement Project Air Quality Supporting Information. (Webb, March

b, 2011)

South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality Management Plan 2007, June 2007.

(Available at: SCAQMD)

Focused Burrowing Owl Surveys for the proposed "Pyrite Road Widening" Project. (Kidd Biological,

Inc. March 15, 2011)

Jones & Stokes, 2004, Transportation and construction induced vibration guidance mﬁual, June (J&S

02-039). Sacramento, CA. Prepared for California Department of Transportation, Noi
Hazardous Waste Management Office, Sacramento, CA

, Vibration and

Riverside County Transportation Commission, 2010 Riverside County Congestign Management

Program, March 10, 2010

Cultural Resources Review for Project No. 1-0-00109. (Eastern Information Center, August 22, 2012)

EnviroStor Online Database, (Available at http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/)

Geotechnical Investigation Proposed Street and Storm Drain Improvements Pyrite St
Area, Riverside County, California. (CHJ Incorporated, August 27, 2010)

County of Riverside, Geographic Information
http://www3.tlma.co.riverside.ca.us/pa/rclis/index.html)

System  Database.

Jurisdictional Delineation/Resources and Impact Analysis, Pyrite Street Improvement P,

reet, Glen Avon

Available  at:

roject, Riverside

County Redevelopment Agency, Community of Glen Avon, Riverside County, California. (Regulatory

Permitting Specialist, November 15, 2010)

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/mshc

MSHCP Consistency Analysis and Focused Burrowing Owl Habitat Assessment fi
"Pyrite Road Widening" Project. (Kidd Biological, Inc., November 22, 2010)

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System compliance documentation.
http://rcflood.org/NPDES/)

Public Resources Code. (Available at: http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html)

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

Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pyrite Street Improvement

for the Redevelopment Agency for the County of Riverside, by Webb Associates, July
2011041091)
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Pyrite Street Improvement Project

Air Quality Supporting Information
March 9, 2011

Regional Significance Threshold Analysis

The thresholds contained in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD
1993) are considered regional thresholds and are shown in the table below] These
regional thresholds were developed based on the SCAQMD’s treatment of a major
stationary source.

SCAQMD CEQA Daily Regional Significance Thresholds

Emission .
Threshold | CMits | YOC | NOx | CO | SOx | PM-10 | PM-2.5
Construction | lbs/day 75 100 550 150 150 55

Air quality impacts can be described in a short-term and long-term perspective| Short-
term impacts will occur during project construction and consist of fugitive dust and other
particulate matter, as well as exhaust emissions generated by construction-related
vehicles. Long-term air quality impacts will occur once the project is in operation. The
project consists of street improvements. Operational emissions would be fiom the
infrequent visits by vehicles driven by maintenance personnel and would be negligible;
therefore, only short-term impacts were evaluated.

The project will be required to comply with existing SCAQMD rules for the redugction of
fugitive dust emissions. SCAQMD Rule 403 establishes these procedures. Compliance
with this rule is achieved through application of standard best management pragtices in
construction and operation activities, such as application of water or chemical stabilizers
to disturbed soils, managing haul road dust by application of water, covering haul
vehicles, restricting vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph, sweeping loose dirt from
paved site access roadways, cessation of construction activity when winds exceed 25 mph
and establishing a permanent, stabilizing ground cover on finished sites. In addition,
projects that disturb 50 acres or more of soil or move 5,000 cubic yards of matetials per
day are required to submit a Fugitive Dust Control Plan or a Large Operation Notification
Form to SCAQMD. Based on the size of the project area (approximately eight acres) a
Fugitive Dust Control Plan or Large Operation Notification would not be required|

The proposed project would improve approximately 3,400 lineal feet of roadway
including grinding and overlay of existing pavement; replacement of existing payvement;
construction of curb, gutters, and sidewalks; replacement of deficient handicapped access
ramps; replacement of damaged cross gutters; and installation of 50 feet of raised|median
in front of the school.

ALBERT A. WEBB associates 1




Short-term emissions were evaluated using the URBEMIS 2007 version 9.2.4 for
Windows computer program. The construction period for the proposed project is
approximately five months, beginning no sooner than July 2011. The default parameters
within URBEMIS were used and these default values reflect a worst-case scenarig, which
means that project emissions are expected to be equal to or less than the estimated
construction emissions. In addition to the default values used, several assumptions
relevant to model inputs for short-term construction emission estimates used are:

The project will begin July 2011 and be completed in December 2011.

Approximately two acres could be disturbed in one day. Roadway construction
will not overlap with paving activities.

To evaluate project compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 for fugitive dust
control, the project utilized the mitigation option of watering the project site three
times daily which achieves a control efficiency of 61 percent for PM-10 and PM-

2.5 emissions.

e The estimated construction equipment list sis provided in the modeling output.

The results of this analysis are summarized below.

Estimated Daily Construction Emissions

Activity/Year Peak Daily Emissions (Ib/day)
vVOC NOx CO SO, PM-10 | PM-2.5
SCAQMD Daily

Construction 75 100 550 150 150 55
Thresholds

Site Grading 5.07 37.12 22.32 0.00 21.95 6.30

Paving 6.75 28.64 15.97 0.02 2.02 1.82
Maximum 6.75 37.12 22.32 0.02 21.95 6.30
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No No

As shown in the table above, the emissions from the construction of the project ar|
the SCAQMD Daily Construction Thresholds for all of the criteria pollutants; th
the impact is less than significant.

Localized Significance Threshold Analysis

Background

e below
erefore,

Recently, as part of the SCAQMD’s environmental justice program, attention has been

focused on localized effects of air quality. Staff at SCAQMD has developed I¢
significance threshold (LST) methodology that can be used by public ager
determine whether or not a project may generate significant adverse localized air
impacts (both short-term and long-term). LSTs represent the maximum emissiong
project that will not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent ap;
federal or state ambient air quality standard, and are developed based on the

ncalized
1cies to
quality
from a
plicable
ambient
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concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area (SRA). The prpject is

located within SRA 23.

Short-Term Analysis

According to the LST methodology, only on-site emissions need to be analyzed.
SCAQMD has provided LST lookup tables and sample construction scenarios (ayailable

on the internet at http://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/LST/LST.html) to allow

lisers to

readily determine if the daily emissions for proposed construction or opefational

activities could result in significant localized air quality impacts for projects five

ACIes or

smaller. A maximum of two acres could be disturbed per day, so the 2-acre LST|lookup

table was utilized to estimate the construction emissions.

The LST thresholds are estimated using the maximum daily disturbed area (in acfes) and

the distance of the project to the nearest sensitive receptors (in meters). The

closest

sensitive receptors are the existing residences adjacent to Pyrite Road. To ensure a worst-
case analysis, the nearest sensitive receptor position of 25 meters was used. The results

are summarized below.

LST Results for Daily Construction Emissions

Pollutant (uﬁg’;y) CO (Ibs/day) (111’)1:%:13) (ﬁ)?/;fa's)
Site Grading 40.9 21.5 3.7 26
Paving 29.7 16.5 2.1 1.9
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No

Emissions from construction of the project will be below the LST established by

SCAQMD for the project; therefore, the impact is considered less than significant

Long-Term Analysis

This project involves the construction of roadway improvements. The long-term

emissions, as discussed previously, from the operation of the facility are in the

form of

mobile source emissions, without any stationary sources present. According to SCAQMD
LST methodology, LSTs would apply to the operational phase of a project, if the project

includes stationary sources, or attracts mobile sources that may spend long

periods

queuing and idling at the site; such as warehouse/transfer facilities. The proposed project

does not include such uses. Therefore; due to the lack of stationary source emiss
long-term localized significance threshold analysis is needed.

Greenhouse Gas Analysis

fons, no
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significance thresholds for use in CEQA documents. The California Air Resources Board
(CARB) released in 2008 draft, GHG thresholds for industrial and residential and
commercial projects. These draft GHG thresholds from CARB have yet to identify a
performance standard for construction-related emissions for industrial or residential and
commercial projects.

Similarly, the SCAQMD has been working on GHG thresholds for development projects
as well. In December 2008, the SCAQMD adopted a threshold of 10,000 metri¢ tonnes
per year of CO, equivalents (MTCO,E) for stationary sources project for which
SCAQMD was the lead agency. Since December of 2008, the SCAQMD cantinued
hosting the working group meetings and revised the draft threshold proposal|several
times although it did not officially provide these proposals in a subsequent dogument.
The most recent working group meeting on September 28, 2010' proposed two|options
lead agencies can select from for screening thresholds of significance for GHG emissions
in residential and commercial projects proposes to expand the industrial threshold to
other lead agency industrial projects. Option 1 proposes a threshold of 3,000
MTCO;E/year for all residential and commercial projects; Option 2 proposes a threshold
value by land use type where the numeric threshold is 3,500 MTCO,E/year for residential
projects; 1,400 MTCO,E/year for commercial projects; and 3,000 MTCO,E/year for

years.

any, on global climate change in accordance with CEQA. Current County requi
include the use of the screening thresholds recommended by SCAQMD and indi¢ate that
an industrial project will have a less than significant impact on GHG and climate change
if it emits no more than 10,000 MTCOse per year and a residential, commercial, or mixed
use project will have a less than significant impact on GHG and climate change if/ it emits
no more than 3,000 MTCO,e per year?. This analysis is utilizes the Riverside| County
SOP recommendations.

! http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/GHG/nov19mtg/mov19.html

2 The Riverside County Planning Department’s Draft SOP calls for an industrial project screening|
threshold of 7,000 MTCO,e per year and does not indicate a numeric threshold for residential or
commercial projects (draft CARB thresholds). Per phone conversation on 11-4-10 with Cindy Thielman-
Braun at RCTLMA, the Department would also accept the use of the SCAQMD standards, that is,|an

aserT A. WEBB Associates 4




The following analysis estimates the project’s GHG emissions primarily thrqugh the

quantification of carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions.

The recently updated URBEMIS model calculates carbon dioxide emissions fi
usage by construction equipment and construction-related activities, like worker
the project in tons per year (one ton equals 2,000 pounds).

om fuel
rips, for

The following table summarizes the output results and presents the emissions estimates in

metric tonnes (MT) of CO, (one metric tonne equals approximately 2,205 pounds

Project Construction Equipment CO; Emissions

2011 Activity Total Tons CO;' Total MTCO,/year

Site Grading 208.71 189.34
Paving 11.84 10.74
Total 220.55 200.08

! calculations based on URBEMIS output.

Evaluation of the table above indicates that an estimated 200 MTCO; will ocg
project construction equipment over the course of the estimated construction p

).

sur from
eriod of

five months. CO, emissions accounted for approximately 84 percent of the state’s total
GHG emissions in 2004.3 Methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (NO,) accounted for 5.7 and
6.8 percent, respectively. Therefore, while not intended to be an all-inclusive inventory of

overall GHG emissions from the project; the estimation of CO, from the most i
construction and operation related sources is illustrative of much of the

portant
roject’s

contribution to GHG. However, the 2004 statewide percentages for CHy, N,O and high
global warming potential (GWP) emissions can be used to extrapolate an estimate of the

emissions of total GHG emissions related to the project. The project’s tot
emissions are 238.19 MTCO;E (200.08 MTCO,/84% CO,).

al GHG

The proposed project does not fit into the categories provided (industrial, commercial,

and residential) in the draft thresholds from CARB or SCAQMD (either are acc
Riverside County). However, the total GHG emissions from project construction
the lowest SCAQMD recommended screening level of 3,000 MTCO,EA
residential/commercial/mixed use projects. Due to the estimated amount of e

epted by
is below
year for
missions

from project construction and infrequent operational emissions from maintenance

vehicles, the proposed project will not generate a significant amount of GHG ¢
and the impact is considered less than significant.

missions

industrial threshold of 10,000 MTCO,e per year and a residential/commercial threshold of 3,000 MTCO.¢

per year.

3 California Energy Commission, Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990 to 2044,

Publication CEC-600-2006-013-SF, December 2006. (Available at http://www.energy.ca. gov/2006nubhcat1gns/CEC-

600-2006-013/CEC-600-2006-013-SF.PDF)
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3/9/2011 03:05:10 PM
Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year|
File Name: G:\2010\10-0153\Environmental\Initial Study\Technical Studies\Air\project.urb924
Project Name: Pyrite Street Improvement Project
Project Location: Riverside County
On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:
'CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

coz
2011 TOTALS (tons/year unmitigated) 220.55
2011 TOTALS (tons/year mitigated) 220.55
Percent Reduction 0.00

Construction Unmitigated Detafl Report: -

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

co2
2011 220.55
Fine Grading 07/01/2011- 208.71
11/30/2011
Fine Grading Dust 0.00
Fine Grading Off Road Diesel 196.85
Fine Grading On Road Diesel 0.00
Fine Grading Worker Trips 11.86
Asphait 12/01/2011-12/09/2011 11.84
Paving Off-Gas 0.00
Paving Off Road Diesel 4.88
Paving On Road Diesel 6.09
Paving Worker Trips 0.87

Phase Assumptions
Phase: Fine Grading 7/1/2011 - 11/30/2011 - Default Fine Site Grading/Excavation Description
Total Acres Disturbed: 8
Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 2
Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Low
Onsite Cut/Fill: 150 cubic yards/day; Offsite Cut/Fill: 0 cubic yards/day




3/9/2011 03:05:10 PM

On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 0

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Crushing/Processing Equip (142 hp) operating at a 0.78 load factor for 8 hours per day
1 Excavators (168 hp) operating at a 0.57 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load factor for 8 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day
1 Trenchers (63 hp) operating at a 0.75 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 12/1/2011 - 12/9/2011 - Default Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 8

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 8 hours per day
1 Pavers (100 hp) operating at a 0.62 load factor for 8 hours per day

2 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rollers (95 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 8 hours per day

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Mitigated

€02
2011 220.55
Fine Grading 07/01/2011- 208.71
11/30/2011
Fine Grading Dust 0.00
Fine Grading Off Road Diesel 196.85
Fine Grading On Road Diesel 0.00
Fine Grading Worker Trips 11.86
Asphalit 12/01/2011-12/09/2011 11.84
Paving Off-Gas 0.00
Paving Off Road Diesel 4.88
Paving On Road Diesel 6.09
Paving Worker Trips 0.87

Construction Related Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures apply to Phase: Fine Grading 7/1/2011 - 11/30/2011 - Default Fine Site Grading/Excavation Description
For Soil Stablizing Measures, the Water exposed surfaces 3x daily watering mitigation reduces emissions by:
PM10: 61% PM25: 61%




Appendix B

Written Comments and Replies




EDMUND G. BROWN JR.

GOVERNOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT

Qctober 15,2012

Arturo Diaz ger

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
1995 Market Street RIVERS
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DIRECTOR
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18 2012

Riverside, CA 92501 AND WA"&-’ER C?;NSERV%%%T

Subject: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
SCH#: 2012091027

Dear Arturo Diaz:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration tp selected state

‘agencies for review. The review period closed on October 12, 2012, and no state agengies submitted

comments by that date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse

review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Eny
Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regardi

ironmental Quality

ng the

environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, jplease refer to the

ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 . Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.0opr.ca.gov




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2012091027
Project Title  Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
Lead Agency Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration
Description  The proposed project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of an underground storm

drain system and associated street improvements. The proposed storm drain| project consists of
approximately 1700 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe that will convey minor flows from the
District's existing concrete lined rectangular Jurupa Channel. Street improvements along Pyrite Street
between Jurupa Road and Lone Trail wili ensure that the storm drain system functions properly. Utility
services to be relocated may include cable, telephone, gas, water and sewer within the road
rights-of-way. '

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address
City

Arturo Diaz
Riverside County Flood Contral and Water Conservation
951-955-1200 Fax

1995 Market Street
Riverside State CA Zip 92501

Project Location

County Riverside
City Jurupa Vailey
Region
Lat/Long 34°0'16"N/117°27'44"W
Cross Streets Galena Street and Pyrite Street
Parcel No.
Township 2S Range 6W Section 1213 Base SBB&M
Proximity to:
Highways Hwy 60
Airports
Railways UPRR
Waterways Pyrite Channel; Jurupa Channel
Schools Jurupa Unified
Land Use Residential
Project Issues  Noise; Biological Resources
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6; Department of Parks and Recreation;
Agencies Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District|8; State Water

Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights; Regional Water Quality Gontrol Board, Region 9;
Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; State Lahds Commission

Date Received

09/13/2012 Start of Review 09/13/2012 End of Review 10/12/2012




STATE OF CALIFOBNIA.
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

815 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
[@ ECEIV
September 26, 2012

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5300

Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov
da_nahc@pacbell.net

OCT 01 2012
Mr. Arturo Diaz, Project Planner RIVERSIDE CounTy FLOOD
' CONTROL
Riverside County Flood Control & AND WATER CONSERVATION DigTRiCT
Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Re: SCH#2012091025; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration; for the “Pyrite Channel Bypass Stage 1 Project;” located in the City of
Jurupa Valley; Riverside County, California

Dear Mr. Diaz

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the State of California
‘Trustee Agency’ for the protection and preservation of Native American cultural resqurces
pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21070 and affirmed by the Third Appellate Court
in the case of EPIC v. Johnson (1985: 170 Cal App. 3™ 604).

This letter includes state and federal statutes relating to Native American
historic properties or resources of religious and cultural significance to American Incﬂan tribes
and interested Native American individuals as ‘consulting parties’ under both state and federal
law. State law also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression|in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA — CA Public Resources C
21000-21177, amendments effective 3/18/2010) requires that any project that causés a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that include
archaeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on-the environment
as ‘a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic
significance.” In order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is required to a
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential
effect (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. The NAHC recommends that the lead jlagency
request that the NAHC do a Sacred Lands File search as part of the careful planning for the
proposed project.

The NAHC “Sacred Sites,’ as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and
the California Legislature in California Public Resources Code §§5097.94(a) and 5097.96.
items in the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory are confidential and exempt from the Public
Records Act pursuant to California Government Code §6254 (r). E D

SCAN




Early consultation with Native American tribes in your area is the best way to|avoid
unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources or burial sites once a project is underway.
Culturally affiliated tribes and individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We strongly urge that you
make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native;American
contacts, to see if your proposed project might impact Native American cultural resolirces and to
obtain their recommendations concerning the proposed project. Pursuant to CA Public
Resources Code § 5097.95, the NAHC requests cooperation from other public agencies in order
that the Native American consulting parties be provided pertinent project information
Consuitation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e). Pursuant to CA Public Resources Code
§5097.95, the NAHC requests that pertinent project information be provided consulting tribal
parties, including archaeological studies. The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined by
CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) to pursuing a project that would damage or destroy Native
American cultural resources and California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2
(Archaeological Resources) that requires documentation, data recovery of cultural resources,
construction to avoid sites and the possible use of covenant easements to protect sites.

Furthermore, the NAHC if the proposed project is under the jurisdiction of the statutes
and regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act (e.g. NEPA; 42 U.S.C. 4321-43351).
Consultation with tribes and interested Native American consulting parties, on the NAHC list,
should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA and Sectjon 106 and
4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 ef seq), 36 CFR Part 800.3 (f) (2) & .5, the President's
Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 et seq. and NAGPRA (25 U|S.C. 3001-
3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource|types
included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Also,
federal Executive Orders Nos. 11593 (preservation of cultural environment), 13175
(coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for
Section 106 consultation. The aforementioned Secretary of the Interior's Standards | include
recommendations for all ‘lead agencies’ to consider the historic context of proposed projects
and to “research” the cultural landscape that might include the ‘area of potential effect.’

Confidentiality of “historic properties of religious and cultural significance” shquld also be
considered as protected by California Government Code §6254( r) and may also be protected
under Section 304 of he NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior discretion if not eligjble for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may aiso be advis
federal Indian Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C., 1996) in issuing a decision on
not to disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APEs and
possibility threatened by proposed project activity.

Furthermore, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, California Government Code
§27491 and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for inadvertent
discovery of human remains mandate the processes to be followed in the event of a|discovery
of human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated cemetery’.

To be effective, consultation on specific projects must be the result of an ongping
relationship between Native American tribes and lead agencies, project proponents and their
contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding tribal consulitation, a relationship built
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will lead to more qualitative
consultation tribal input on specific projects.




Finally, when Native American cultural sites and/or Native American burial sges are
prevalent within the project site, the NAHC recommends ‘avoidance’ of the site as referenced by
CEQA Guidelines Section 15370(a).

If you have any :r estions about this response to your request, please do not hesitate to




Native American Contacts
Riverside County
September 26, 2012

Pala Band of Mission Indians
Historic Preservation Office/Shasta Gaughen

§_§99§_Pala Temecula Road, Luiseno
Pala » CA 92059  Cupeno
PMB 50

(760) 891-3515
sgaughen@palatribe.com
(760) 742-3189 Fax

Pauma & Yuima Reservation
Randall Majel, Chairperson

P.O. Box 369

Pauma Valley CA 92061
paumareservation@aol.com
(760) 742-1289

(760) 742-3422 Fax

Luiseno

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians
Paul Macarro, Cultural Resources Manager

P.O. Box 1477 Luiseno
Temecula , CA 92593

(951) 770-8100
pmacarro@pechanga-nsn.

gov

(951) 506-9491 Fax

Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians
Joseph Hamilton, Chairman

P.O. Box 391670
Anza » CA 92539
admin@ramonatribe.com

(951) 763-4105
(951) 763-4325 Fax

Cahuilla

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Rincon Band of Mission Indians

Vincent Whipple, Tribal Historic Preationv. Officer

P.O. Box 68 Luis
Valley Center, CA 92082
twolfe @rincontribe.org

(760) 297-2635
(760) 297-2639 Fax

Gabrieleno/Tonava San Gabriel
Anthony Morales, Chairperson

PO Box 693 Ga
San Gabriel , CA 91778
GTTribalcouncii@ aol.com

(626) 286-1632

(626) 286-1758 - Home

(626) 286-1262 -FAX

Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indi
John Marcus, Chairman

P.O. Box 391820 Cal
Anza » CA 92539

(951) 659-2700

(951) 659-2228 Fax

Gabrielino Tongva Nation
Sam Dunlap, Cultural Resources

P.O. Box 86908 Ga
Los Angeles » CA 90086

samdunlap@earthlink.net

(909) 262-9351 - cell

5eno

Band of Mission

brielino Tongva

ans

huilla

Director
brielino Tongva

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.6 of the Heaith and Safety Code,

Section §097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to culturai resources for the proposed

SSCH#2012091027; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pyrite Channel Bypass Sstage 1 Project;

located in the Jurupa Valley; Riverside County, California.




Native American Contacts
Riverside County
September 26, 2012

Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Michael Contreras, Cultural Heritage Prog.

12700 Pumarra Road Cahuilla
Banning » CA 92220 Serrano
(951) 201-1866 - cell
mcontreras@morongo-nsn.

gov

(951) 922-0105 Fax

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Ann Brierty, Policy/Cultural Resources Departmen

26569 Community Center. Drive  Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(909) 864-8933, Ext 3250
abrierty @sanmanuel-nsn.
gov

(909) 862-5152 Fax

Rincon Band of Mission indians
Bo Mazzetti, Chairperson

P.O. Box 68
Valley Center, CA 92082
bomazzetti@aol.com

(760) 749-1051
(760) 749-8901 Fax

Luiseno

Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
Judy Stapp, Director of Cultural Affairs

84-245 Indio Springs Cahuilla
Indio »  CA 92203-3499

markwardt@cabazonindia

(760) 342-2593
(760) 347-7880 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed

Pechanga Band of Mission India
Mark Macarro, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1477
Temecula , CA 92593

tbrown@pechanga-nsn.gov
(951) 770-6100
(951) 695-1778 Fax

Lu

William J. Pink
48310 Pechanga Road
Temecula  CA 92592

wjpink@hotmail.com

(909) 936-1216
Prefers e-mail contact

Lu

Cahuilla Band of Indians
Uther Salgado, Chairperson

PO Box 391760
Anza s CA 92539

tribalcouncil@cahuilla.net
915-763-5549

Pechanga Cultural Resources D
Anna Hoover, Cultural Analyst

P.O. Box 2183 Lu
Temecula  CA 92593

ahoover@pechanga-nsn.gov
951-770-8104
(951) 694-0446 - FAX

seno

seno

Cahuilla

spartment

sefio

Health and Safety Code,

$SSCH#2012091027; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pyrite Channel Bypass Sstage 1 Project;

located in the Jurupa Valley; Riverside County, California.




Native American Contacts
Riverside County
September 26, 2012

Ernest H. Siva
Morongo Band of Mission Indians Tribal Elder

9570 Mias Canyon Road Serrano
Banning » CA 92220 Cahuilla
siva@dishmail.net

(951) 849-4676

SOBOBA BAND OF LUISENO INDIANS
Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resource Department

P.O. BOX 487 Luiseno
San Jacinto » CA 92581
jontiveros@soboba-nsn.gov

(951) 663-5279
(951) 654-5544, ext 4137

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SSCH#2012091027; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pyrite Channel Bypass Sstage 1 Project;
located in the Jurupa Valley; Riverside County, California.




WARREN D. WILLIAMS 1995 MARKET STREET
General Manager-Chief Engineer RIVERSIDE, CA 92501
951.955.1200
FAX 951.788.9965
www.reflood.org

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

October 31, 2012
Mr, Dave Singleton
Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Mr. Singleton: Re:  Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1

Project No. 1-0-00109-01

Thank you for your letter dated October 24, 2012 commenting on the District's Byrite Channel
Bypass, Stage 1 project (Project). As requested in your letter, the District had a Sacred Lands File
Search conducted for the Project area. The results of the search concluded that Native American
cultural resource sites were not identified within one-half mile of the Project site.

Based on a record search of prehistoric and historic cultural resources conducted for the Project, there
are no known cultural resources within or adjacent to the Project area. The Project [alignment has
experienced substantial prior ground disturbance as a result of grading performed for the existing
Pyrite Street improvements and from adjacent developed properties. Existing water, sewer, gas and
communication utilities have been installed within or adjacent to the Project alignment,) therefore, it is
unlikely that there are any intact archaeological sites present on the Project alignment, However, in
the event of an accidental discovery of a cultural and/or an archaeological resource, implementation
of the following environmental commitments would ensure potential impacts to
resources will be less than significant:

Cult EC-1: If any archaeological or historical resources are discovered during project
construction, all work in the area of the find shall cease, and a qualified arc
investigate the find. If any discovered archaeological or historical resources
consideration, adequate funding, as determined by the District, will be provided to collect,
curate and report these resources in accordance with standard archaeological management
requirements.

Cult EC-3: Per State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, if human remains are
encountered during construction, no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside County
Coroner has made a determination of their origin pursuant to State Health and Safety Code
Section 7050.5 and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The Riverside County Coroner
must be notified within 24-hours of the discovery. If the County Coroner determines that the
remains are of Native American descent, the Native American Heritage Commission must be
contacted within 24-hours to determine the most likely descendent for this area. Once the
most likely descendent is determined, treatment of the Native American human remains will
proceed pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.




Mr. Dave Singleton -2- o
Re: Pyrite Channel Bypass, Stage 1
Project No. 1-0-00109-01

The proposed Project and Mitigated Negative Declaration are tentatively scheduled to
the District's Board on November 27, 2012. Should you have any further questions, p
Swenson at 951.955.8082 or me at 951.955.1233.

Very truly yours,

ARTURO DIAZ
Senior Civil Engineer

ec: Stuart McKibbin
Bob Culien
Mekbib Degaga

JDS:mcv
P8\150048

ctober 31, 2012

be approved by
ease call Jason




