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This is consistent with, and inm:
the Project does not conflict
effectiveness for the perform« -

ments the General Plan Circulation Element requirements. Therefore,
7 an applicable plan, ordinance or policy astablishing a measure of
: of the circulation system

The Riverside Transit Agency
study area. The Project propos««

UTA) Routes 23, 61, 79, 208, and 217 currenily provide services the
no changes to this routing.

In addition, the developer wiii -
(DIF) and the regional Trar
cumulative traffic impacts geor
conflict with an applicable pi:
perfoermance of the circulatior: -
transit and non-motorized tra.:
limited to intersections, street:
With the payment of TUMF ar

= raquired to pay the County of Riverside’s Development Impact Fee
ion Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) {o address the direct and
d by new development projects. Therefore, the Project will not
inance or policy establishing a measura of effectiveness for the
m taking into account all modes of transportation, including mass
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not

ys and freeways, padestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit.
, any impacts are CDﬂ.:zinb ad less than sign nificant.

b) The congestion managem«~
Transportation Commission’s
nearest identified CMP facility i«
site. However, due to the relz
100 two-way peak hour trips |
CMP, including, but not limit:
standards established by the ¢
Therefore, the project would -

crogram (CMP) applicable to the Project area is the Riverside County
') 2011 Riverside County Congestion Management Program. The
e Project site is dighway 79, which is localed adjacent to the Project
y limited scope of the proposed Project, thare would be fewer than
nway 79. Due to this it is unlikely that a conflict wo u!d arise with the
level of service standards and {ravel demand measures, or other
-congestion mai waqerrm*si agency for designated mads or hlghways

ass than significant impact.

X

c-d) The nearest airport to the -
0.53 miles southwest of the :
covering French Valley Airport. [
(ALUC) Development Review |

oizct site is the Franch Valiey Airport, which is located approximately

<t site. The Preject site is located within va ai rpm land use plan
fing a meeting or August 13, 2015, the Airport Land Use Commission
i the proposed Froj eci to n@ inconsistent with the 2007 French Valley
Airport Land Use Compatibilit: 7 due o single-acre intensities in excess of the maximum permitted
intensity for areas within Airpo  cmpatibility Zone B1. However, the Project has no potential to result
in impacts due to changes i = traffic patterns, nor would the Project aiter any airborne traffic.
Accordingly, no impact would o1

The Project site is not adjacerwi o< near a natural water bom/ or near active raliroad tracks. Accordingly,
no impact to waterborne traffic o r2il traffic would occur with implementatiors of the F“o;ect Therefore,
there would be no impact.

e) The Project proposes or
improvement as a result of the
Additionally, the Project area ¢

development of commercial-retall uses Any potential roadway
oosed Project would not result in a hazard dt ;cz to a design feature.
=ins existing commercial and industrial uses. As such, the Project's
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Less than Less No

Significant Than Impact
with Significant
Mitigation Impact

incorporated

mpatible within the surrounding
. Accordingly, impacts would be

proposed commercial uses have no potential to result in uses that i
area and that could result in significant impacts to circulation and trz
less than significant.

f) The Project proposes on-site development of commercial retail us=: No new or altered maintenance
of roads is being proposed. Therefore, any impact would be less the: - ignificant.

circulation during the Project’s
affect the operation of the
:ct. The Project will be required

g) It is not anticipated that there would be a substantial effect upe:
construction. Construction of the proposed Project may tempe
immediate circulation network during the construction phase of the ¢
to obtain an encroachment permit prior to commencing any construciion within the public right-of-way.
This will also include the submittal and approval of a traffic control ian (TCP) which is designed to
mitigate any construction circulation impacts. Therefore, there would ¢ a less than significant impact.

h) The Project site is nct identified as an emergency access route idler any local or regional plans.
Any potential Project effccts to the surrounding circulation system wo ' be minimal during construction,
and access routes would remain available to ensure the adequate provision of emergency services to
the area during Project construction. Thus, during construction of the  posed Project, there would be

a less than significant impact.

i) According to the Southiwest Area Plan Figure 8, Southwest Ares - iis and Bikeway System, there
are no regional trails planned in the immediate vicinity of the Projec: = iic. Accordingly, there would be
no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No menitoring is required.

44. Cuiltural Rasources o 7
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse = L] | O

change in the significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a

site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,

sacred place, or objecl with cultural value to a California

Native American Tribe, and that is:

O Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1 (k), or

O A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision ©
of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In Applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c). of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1 for the purpose of this
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paragraph, the lead a consider the

significance to a California

vy  shall
ve {ribe.

Source. Native American Consuliation

Findings of fact: In complianca with Assembly Bill 52 (AB52), notices reqarding this project were
mailed to four requesting tribes on July 14, 2015. Consultations were reques’ed by the Pechanga Band
of Luiseno Mission Indians and i« Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians. Consutiation was conducted with
Soboba on August 19, 2015. Soh:oba did not suggest that Tribal Cultural Rescirces were present within
the project. Soboba did express ihe concern for subsurface resources to be identified during ground
disturbing activities and requestes to have a Soboba monitor present during ¢rading. Consultation was
held with Pechanga on October 14, 2015. The final conditions of approval for ine project were provided
to both Pechanga and Soboba on May 24, 2016. Neither Pechanga nor Soboba had any further
comments and consultation was concluded on June 07, 2016,

During consultation, Pechanga si
cultural landscape. Based on tt
the Pechanga believe this cuitur
not received any evidence, from
and scope of any cultural landss
evidence to support a finding tha!
Resources Code section 21074(5),
landscape is a “tribal cultural re
does not meet the definition of ¢ ¢
21074, the Project will have a less

¢

Fechanga or from any other source, geographically defining the size

Mitigation: No mitigation measure

Monitoring: No monitoring meast

ated that the Project may fall within a villzge site and a traditional

known village name and the Pechanga's xperience with the area,
ndscape to be a tribal cultural resource. However, the County has

ape in the Project area. Because the County has no substantial

the potential cultural landscape meets the requirements of Public
the County is precluded from determinine that the potential cultural
rce.” Because any potential cultural lancscape at the Project site
bal cultural v s defined in Public Resources Code section:
than significant on tribal cultural resources in this regard.

[ TR O~
DU LD a

& are required.

ras are required

45. Bike Traiis

Source: Riverside County Gane;:

Findings of Fact: According io the
System, there are no bike trails pin
would be no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is requirad.

Monitoring: No monitoring is rec.:

i Plan

southwest Area Plan Figure 8, Southwes! Area Trails and Bikeway
nned in the imniediate vicinity of the Proje:i site. Accordingly, there

red.

UTILITY AND SERVICE 5570
46. Water
a) Require or result in the

treatment facilities or expansics

construction of which would cauze

effects?

(]
construction of new water . X u
of existing facilities, the
significant environmental
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Significant Than Impact

with Significant
Mitigation Impact
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b) water supplies available to serve N ] 5 n

the project from existi

and resources, or are
nNew or expandead ¢ ¥

G

entitlerments

Source: Eastern Municinal Water District

Findings of Fact:

a) The Project will receive potable water sarvice from Eastern Municips! Water District. Any connections
from the Project site o cxisting water lines are considered to be parl of 1 Project’s construction phase
and are evaluated throuyhout this environmental assessment accerdingly. However, the Project would
not result in the const fon of new waler treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental effects. Accordingly, there would be a less
than significant impact.

b) The Project sitz is (o
2010 Urban Water Man
for potable water resou

d within the Eastern Municipal Water Distric' (- MWD) service area. EMWD’s
Jement Plan (UWIVP) identifies the water cisiric!’s anticipated future demands
and the plans for meeting those dema::ds. The UWMP demonstrates that
the EMWD has suffici upplies to meets its existing and projected “iemand through 2035. Thus, the
Project’s demand for domastic water service would not require rnew or expanded entitlements and
impacts would be iess than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoriis is required.

47. Sewer ) | A o o M ] 0

a) Require or result in the consiruction of new
wastewater treatment fucilities, including septic systems, or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
would cause significant environmental effects?

b) Resuit in a determination by the wastewater ] 5 ]
treatment provider that serves or may service the project that ’
it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

Source: Eastern Municinal Water District

Findings of Fact:

a) The Project will receive sewer service from Eastern Municipal Water District. Any connections from
the Project site to existing sewer (ines are considered to be part of tha “roject’s construction phase and
are evaluated throughout this environmental assessment accordingly. However, the Project would not
result in the constructicr: of new water treatment facilities or expension of existing facilities, the
construction of which wouid cause significant environmental effects. Accordingly, there would be a less
than significant irmpact.
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Jith Significant
gation Impact

norated

b) All sanitary sewer flows from 1= Project site would be conveyed to the Temecula Valley Regional

Water Reclamation Facility (TR
southwest of the Project site a
primary, secondary, and tertiary
is currently undergoing an expar
28 mgd. With completion of the
capacity to treat wastewater fi
proposed Project would not req:
including septic systems, or ex;::nsion of existing facilities, the constructi
significant environmental effects . 'mpacts are less than significant sind no mitic

atment for a rated capacity of 18 million ons
n that would increase the capacity of the

ansion of the existing facility, there wouid be m

Mitigation: No mitigation is required,

Monitoring: No monitoring is recired.

/RF) for treatment. The TVRWRF is located approximately 6.44 miles
42565 Avenida Alvarado, Temecula, CA. The TVRWRF provides

per day (mgd) and

/RWRF from 18 mgd to

ore than adequate

5 generated by the Project. Accordingly. implementation of the
or result in the construction of new wastawater treatment facilities,
of which would cause

48. Solid Waste B 7

a) Is the project served “
permitted capacity to accomma:
disposal needs?

b) Does the project corni v with federal, state, and . o
local statutes and regulatior: related to solid wastes - o
including the CIWMP (County iiiegrated Waste Manags-
ment Plan)?

ation is required.
, i <
oy a landfill with sufficient - = [
= the project’s solid waste
[ X O

Source: Riverside County Gen=: ! Plan, Riverside County Waste Managei=nt District

Findings of Fact:

a) Construction and operation ¢ ne proposed Project would resuit in the conerat
requiring disposal at a landfill. Tii» Riverside County Waste Managzment O

landfills that serve Riverside Couivy residents. During the first quarter of 2014 /
31), waste collected from unincor crated portions of western Riverside Cot
of four facilities: Badlands Lar Siythe Landfill, &1 Sohrante Landfill, and L.
to the Project’s location, it is ar ated that solid waste generated during ¢
operation would be disposed of idlands Landfill, El Sobrante Landfill, anc
These landfills have a permit caily disposal capacily of between 3,001
Therefore, the proposed Proj: ould be served by landfills with adequate
the Project’s solid waste needs « ing both construction and long-term ope

nua
Jere

i 16
apacit

contribute to the ullimate need for lapdtll ~xpan
iverside County, such polential landfill e
{. Furthermore, any environmental i
determined at this time, as the enviros
Aodocument prepared in support of futu
s inat may result from future fandiil expansic

Although the Project would likei
accommodate future growth v
direct result of the proposed
such landfill expansions canio!
evaluated as part of a future
Accordingly, environmental impa:
as speculative in nature.

‘o tha
wmntal
andfili
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ion of solid waste,

sartment operates six (6)

ry 1 through March
disposed of at one

b Canyon Landfill. Due
struction -and long-term
Lamb Canyon Landfill.

,054 tons per day.
y to accommodate

sion as heeded to

sansion would not be the

{ could result from
impacts would be
expansion efforts.

ns are herein evaluated
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incorporated

b) The California integra!
established an integrat

ed Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill (8} 939), signed into law in 1989,
- waste management system that focusto on source reduction, recycling,
composting, and land disposal of waste. (n addition, the bill esi blished a 50% waste reduction
requirement for cities a1 counties by the year 2000, alohg with 0cess to ensure environmentally
safe disposal of waste inat could not be diverted. Per the requirements of the Integrated Waste
Management Act, the "iverside County Board of Supervisors zcopted the Riverside Countywide
Integrated Waste Mans;:ment Plan (CIWMP)(adopted January 1897), which outlines the goals,
policies, and programs the: County and its cities will implement to cresie an integrated and cost effective
waste management sysicm that complies with the provisions of AR 39 and its diversion mandates.

In order to assist the County of Riverside in achieving the mandaiod goals of the Integrated Waste
Management Act, the Projzct Applicant would be required to work wiils future refuse haulers to develop
and implement feasiblc waste reduction programs, including scurce reduction, recycling, and
composting. Additionally, in accordance with the California Solid v ste Reuse and Recycling Act of
1991, the Project would provide adsquate areas for collecting and ‘wuding recyclable materials where
solid waste is coilected. (i1e coliection areas are required to be shown on construction drawings and
be in place before building permit final inspection. The implement=tion of these requirements would
reduce the amount of soiid waste generated by the Project, which i~ urn would aid in the extension of
the life of affected disposal sites. As such, the Project would comply with mandates of applicable solid
waste statutes and regu =tions and impacts would be less than significant,

Mitigation: No mitigation s requires.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required,

49, Utilities

Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resultis
or the expansion of existing facilitios; the construction of which ¢
effects?

in the construction of new facilities
#d cause significant environmental

a) Electricity? - B
_b) Naturai gas? _} [ ]
¢) Communications sysiams?
d) Storm water drainag e’
e) Street lighting?
f) Maintenance of pub!

EEEEN

cilities, including roads?

vices?

_g) Other governmental sa

Source: General Plan, i";oject Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a-g) Implementation of tii¢ proposed Project would require the conztuction of numerous facilities as
necessary to provide services to the site, including electrical facilities . natural gas lines, communication
systems (telephone/cabis), storm water drainage facilities, and stre ! lighting. In addition, the Project
would introduce new public roads on-site that would require mainter:ice by Riverside County. Impacts
associated with the provision of utility service to the site are discuss<< below for each utility.

Electricity, Natural Gas, 11 Communications Systems
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Lignificant Than Impact

Electrical service is currently avaiis

Edison (SCE), natural gas wouild
systems would be provided by Ve

gas, or communication systems
implementing improvement plan=.

north, east, and south of the site.

area. Any necessary connections
within off-site improved rights-«

facilities are evaluated throu q”
measures have been identified |

impacts due to the construction i
as necessary to serve the Projec!

Street Lighting

In accordance with Riverside Co:

planned for improvement by the
been evaluated in association

throughout this environmental z: -~

less than significant.

Storm Water Drainage

All proposed improvements wou

the Project boundary. Areas st
water drainage facilities as necd
environmental assessment. Wk

identified impacts to a level below
related storm drainage facilities = -

Public Facilities Maintenance
There would be no impacts to

the water quality basin. Accordin

Other Governmental Services
There are no other governmenta!
is evaluated and disclosed a

s environmeant resulting from ro mainte

ible in the Project area and would be provici:d by Southern California
@ provided by Southern California Gas Cornpany, and communication
zon. Although PP25793 does not depict proposea electricity, natural
facilities, as these would be identified in the future as part of
due to the presence of existing commercial and industrial uses to the

L canreasonably be concluded that these facilities exist in the Project

fo these existing points of connection wot/d occur either on-site, or
way. Physical impacis associated with the construction of such
Ut this environmental assessment. Where necossary, mitigation
reduce identified impacts to a leva! below significance. Accordingly,
2w electrical facilities, natural gas lines, ant! communication systems
~ould be less than significant.

1y requirements, streetl lights wouid be provided siong all roadways
eoi Impacts associated with the construction of street lights have
1 the physical ir tof on- and off-gite roadway construction
:vssment. Any impacta due to construction of sireet lights would be

coeur entirely within
ot to physical impac

Pk ~
o serve the poro

he Project baun ‘*‘g‘. ry o immediately adjacent to
st in association with e construction of storm

o Project have *  analyzed throughout this
o Necessary, rni'rigm.ﬂ measures have bizen identified to reduce
significance. Accordingly, impacts due to 1o construction of Project-
iess than significant ,,mo no mitigation is raguired.

oy
&2

S

rance of public roads or

. No impact would ooour and no mitigation 1s required.

civices or utilities nesdad to serve the propos .'7‘?'~“”ﬁot beyond what
= and throughout the remaining sections of (his Initial Study.

Accordingly, no impact would oo

Mitigation: No mitigation me=si.

Monitoring: No monitoring mies:.

50. Energy Conservation
a) Would the project ¢
conservation plans?

5 are required,

(a8 are required.

Source: Project Implementation

1aterials
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Findings of Fact: Pro.oo
existing, undevelcped
use transition would i
increase consumption o .
of miscellaneous cquip o ont &

timplerientation would result in the corwrsion of the subject site from its
Hon te a commercial retail site that wou ature two restaurants. This land

the site’s demand for energy. Speciically, the proposed Project would
“or space and walter heating, air conditioning, lighting, and operation
P oopliances.

Planning efforts by enc
term availability of =nc
would develop the site |
the property; thus, ene:

resource providers take into account pie
resources necessary to service anticip
manner consistent with the County’s Geeral Plan land use designations for
- demands associaled with the proposed ' uiect are addressed through long-
range planning by sne ws and can be accommodated s they occur. Therefore, Project
implementation is 1ot o result in the need for the coi iruction or expansion of existing
energy generation faciii cs, the construction of which could cause siuniticant environmental effects.

9]

ned land uses to ensure the long-
2d growth. The proposed Project

2]

-alifornia regulates energy consumption - 7i-ter Title 24 of the California Code
- 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standarcds were developed by the CEC and
ing, cooling, ventilation, water heing, and lighting in new residential
and non-residential bu’ Adlierence to these efficiency standards would result in a “maximum
feasible” reduction in urwsessary energy consumption. As such, the development and operation of the
proposed Project woulc ot conflict with applicable energy conserv«ion plans, and impacts would be
less than significant.

Furthermore, the State o
of Regulations. The T
apply to energy consun - for heat

Mitigation: No mitigatic: is required.

Monitoring: Nc monitor g is requirad.

MANDATORY FINDING S OF SIGNIFICANCE

51. Does the project have the potential to substantially ) N ] ]
degrade the que'y of the environment, substantially o
reduce the habits: of a fish o wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife por uiation to Jrop below self- sustaining
levels, threatern v elimicate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examplies of the major periods of California

history or prehistory?

Source: Staff review, F: oiect Appication Malerials

Findings of Fact: As indicated i the discussion and analysis of fiological Resources (Section 7),
Cultural Resources (Section 8), Archaeological Resources (Section ¢}, and Paleontological Resources
(Section 10), implementation of the proposed project would not sub: antially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantia!'v reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife popu-
lations to drop below sel taining levels, threaten to eliminate a p/=nt or animal community, or reduce

range of a rare or endangered plant = animal, or eliminate important

the number or restrict
examples of the major porads of California history or prehistory. Imp:cts would be less than significant.

Page 51 of 53 EA No. 42788




Potentially iy

o5g than Less No

Sigrificant  Significant Than Impact
Impact with Significant
Liigation Impact
Inoorpors
52. Does the project have ir acts which are individually B O X []

limited, but cumulatively «-nsiderable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" means tha! ine incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of pas! pi.acts, other current projects
and probable future proje-5)?

Source: Staff review, Project A: vlication Materials

Findings of Fact: Implement.on of the proposed Project would result
cumulative effects associated v inconsistency with the ALUC Compatibi
‘significant effect has been evalu= =d and disclosed in Section 23 (Airports). A:
although the Project has the pot
have been imposed to reduce ai' ~irect and cumulative impacts to below a e
are no other cumulatively consi . =rable impacts associated with the propo
already evaluated and disclosed ‘' roughout this environmental assessment.

alto resultin cumulatively considerable eff:cts, miligation measures

in potentially - significant
1ty Plan. This potentially
- indicated in this section,

vel of significance. There
sed Project that are not

5§3. Does the project have e/ ronmental effects that will a
cause substantial adver:: =ffects on human beings,
either directly or indirecii”

] X 0O

Source: Staff review, project ar:cation

Findings of Fact: The Projeci’s - olential to result in subsiantial adverse effe-!
Jronmental assessment. There are no ¢o
that could result in substantial - arse effects on hurman beings that are o

been evaluated throughout this =

disclosed throughout this envirc:2ntal assessment. Accordingly, no additios

VL. EARLIER ANALYSES

Earlier analyses may be used wh
effect has been adequately anai
Regulations, Section 15063 (¢) (*

2, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or
d in an earlier EIR or negative declaration
(D). In this case, a brief discussion shoule

Earlier Analyses Used, if any:
Location Where Earlier Analyses. 7 used, are available for review:

Location: County of i - verside Planning Department
4080 Lemo Street, 12th Floor
Riverside, 74 92505

VIl.  AUTHORITIES CITED

Authorities cited: Public Resoui es Code Sections 21083 and 21083.05;

Government Code Section 8508 Public Rescurces Code Sections 210

21082.1, 21083, 21083.05, 3, 21083, 21094, 21095 and 21151
Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal App i 296; Leonoff v. Monterey Board of

Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizer: ‘or Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal App.4th 357;

Page 52 of 53

identify the following:
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already evaluated and
il impacts would oceur.
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Protect the Histo:
Franciscans Upho

656.

o Amiedor Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (&
lding (e Downlown Plan v. City and County of St/
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Legal Advertising Representative, The Press-Enterprise

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
PO BOX 1147

RIVERSIDE, CA 92502

Ad Number: 0011043203-01

P.O. Number:

Ad Copy:

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY ON A FAST
TRACK PLO PLAN IN THE RANCHO CALIFORNIA -
SOUTHWE REA, THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT
aﬁ? NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLA-

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a public hearing af which all inter-
ested persons will be heard, will be held before the Board of Supervi-
sors of Riverside County, California, on the 1st Fioor Board Cham-
bers, County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, on
Tuesday, December 12, 2017 af 10:30 A.M. or us soon as possible
thereafter, to consider the application submitied by DMSD Property -
Senergy, on Fast Trock Ploi Plan No. 25793, which proposes to
overrule the Airport Land Use Commissions inconsistency defermi-
nation and approve Plot Plan No. 25793 allowing the construction and
operation of o 4,565 square foot Denny’s restauront, and o 2,680
square foof EI Pollo Loco restaurant featuring a drive through, 77
parking stalls, and all other required improvements on a 2.06 acre
site (“the project”). The project is located southeasterly of Highway
79, southwesterly of Benton Road, northwesterly of Magdas
gol?ru?qs Street and northerly of Briggs Road, Third Supervisorial
istric

The Planning Department recommended that the Board of Supervi-
sors approve the project and adopt the Negotive Declaration for
Environmental Assessment No. 42788,

The project case file may be viewed from the date of this notice until
the pub|IC hearing, Monday through Friday, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00
p.m. at the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at 4080 Lemon Street,
1st Floor, Riverside, California 92501, and at the Riverside County
Planning Department at 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor, Riverside,
California 92501.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING THIS PROJECT,
ASE CONTACT DAVID ALVAREZ PROJECT PLANNER, AT
(95]) 955-5719 OR EMAIL daalvarez@riveo.org.

Any person wishing fo testify in support of ar in opposition to the proj-
ect may do so in writing between the date of this nofice and the public
hearing, or may appear and be heard af the time and gluce noted
above. All written comments received prior to the public hearing will
be submitted fo the Board of Supervisors and the Board of Supervi-
sors will consider such comments, in addition to any oral testimony,
before making a decision on the proiect.

If you challenge the above item in court, you may be limited to rais-
ing only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing
described in this nofice, or in written correspondence to the Planning
Commission_or Board of Supervisors at, or prior fo, the public hear-
ing. Be advised that as a result of the public hearing and the consid-
eration of all public comment, written and oral, the Board of Supervi-
sors may amend, in whole or in part, the project andfor the related
environmental document. Accordingly, the designations, develop-
ment standards, design or improvements, or any properties or lands
within the boundaries of the project, may be changed in a way other
than specifically proposed.

Alternative formats available upon request to individuals with disa-
bilities. If you require reasonable accommodation, piease confact Li-
sa Wagner at {951) 955-1063, 72 hours prior to hearing.

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

Doted: November 20,2017 Kecia Harper-lhem, ClerK of the Board
By: Cecilia Gil, Board Assistant




