
SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROM : FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT:

SUBJECT: FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT: PUBLIC HEARING - Adopt Resolution No. F2024-

14 Complying with Section 18 of the District Act, Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration and

a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan
Project, Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, and Approving the Woodcrest-
Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project, Project No. 4-0-00406-01, Districts 1 and 2. [$0]

RECOMMENDED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisors:

1. Adopt Resolution No. F2024-14 which flnds the WoodcreslRinehart Acres Drainage
Plan Project ("Project") complies with Section '18 of the Riverside County Flood Control

and Water Conservation Diskict Act ("District Act"), the California Environmental Quality
Act ('CEQA') and the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan;

2. Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program for the Project based on the findings incorporated in the Initial Study and the
conclusion that the Project will not have an adverse effect on the environment with the
incorporation of feasible mitigation, in compliance with CEQA; and

3. Approve and authorize the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District ("District") to proceed with the Pro.ject.

ACTION: Policy

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Spiegel, seconded by Supervisor Perez and duly carrted by

unanimous vote, lT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended.

Ayes:
Nays:

Absent:
Date:

xc:
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Jeffries, Spiegel, Washington, Perez and Gutierrez
None
None
March 5, 2024
Flood

to# 24206

Kimberly A. Rector
Clerk of the B
By lllnmo

oard
t;

DepW
11.3

ITEM: 1 1.3
(to # 24206)

MEETING DATE:
Tuesday, March 05, 2024



SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FINANCIAL DATA Curront Fl3calYaar: Total Cost: Ongolng Co8t

COST $o $0 $0 $0
NET COUNTY COST $0 $0 $0 $0

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A
Budget Adjustment: No

For Fiscal Year: N/A

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: Approve

BAGKGROUND:
Summary
The District proposes to construct, operate and maintain flood control facilities as part of the
Project. The Project consists of a series of 1oo-year storm drain facilities ranging in diameter
from 18 to 66 inches, totaling approximately 8,000 linear feet (LF), and including catch basins
and an outlet structure. The storm drains will be located along portions of Mariposa Avenue,
Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive and Wood Road. The
proposed outlet structure will discharge southeast of the intersection of Wood Road and Dallas
Avenue. As part of the Project, the District partnered with the Riverside County Transportation
Department ("County") to provide street improvements, including approximately 10,000 LF of
street improvements necessary to collect and deliver runoffto the proposed storm drains.

Upon completion of Project construction, the District will assume ownership, operation and
maintenance of the mainline storm drain facilities that are greater than 36-inches in diameter.
The County will assume ownership and responsibility for the operation and maintenance of the
completed street improvements, catch basins, inlets, laterals and connector pipes, as well as
storm drain lines that are 36-inches or less in diameter located within County held easements or
rights of way.

On February 6,2024 the Board of Supervisors ("Board") adopted Resolution No. F2024-05
pursuant to Section 18 of the District Act, which requires that the District to give notice of its
intention to construct a pro.ject in Zone 2, within the unincorporated community of Woodcrest in

Riverside County, designated as the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project and
giving further notice the Project would be considered at a public hearing on March 5,2024.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

ln accordance with CEQA, the District prepared and circulated an lnitial Study and lVitigated
Negative Declaration ("lSiMND) (SCH No. 2023090666) for this Pro.ject. The lS/MND found
that the Project, with the incorporation of feasible mitigation, would not significantly impact the
environment, therefore, a Mitigated Negative Declaration was proposed. As such, in
accordance with CEQA, a Notice of Determination ("NOD") has been prepared by the District. lf
the lS/MND is approved by the District's Board of Supervisors, the District will file the NOD for
the Project within five business days of approval, pursuant to CEQA.

Page 2 of 3 tD# 24206 11.3



SUBMITTAL TO THE FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

lmpact on Residents and Businesses
The proposed Project will result in improved flood protection within the Project vicinity
Additionally, unpaved roads will be paved and improved within the proposed Project area.

Additional Fiscal lnformation
N/A

Contract Historv and Price Reasonableness
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
'l . Resolution No. F2024-14
2. Attachment "A" - Section '18 Map
3. Attachment "B" - Engineer's Statement
4. Attachment "C" - Declaration of Postings for the Orange Terrace Library and Community

Center, County Clerk and District
5. Attachment "D" - Final lnitial Study
6. Attachment "E" - Mitigated Negative Declaration
7. Attachment "F" - Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
8. Attachment "G" - Notice of Determination

P8t254747
ESS:rlp:bad:rlp

nagement

ron u
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To: X Ollice ofPhnning and Research
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Sls',r"et*ry4

Riverside County FIood Control
and Weter Conservgtion District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, CA 92501

Contact: Jason Swenson, 95 1.955.8082

Same as above.

From:

Lead Agency:X Riverside County Clerk
County of Riverside
2724 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92507

Subject: Filing of Notice of Determ ination in compliance with Section 2l I 52 of the Public Resources Code

St&te Clearioghouse Number: 2023090666

Project Title: Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project

Project lrcstion: The project site is generally located south of Mariposa Avenue, west of Parsons Road, north of
Dallas Avenue and east of Taft Sheet. The proposed outlet location is within a portion of Assessor's Parcel Number
(APN) 256-21l-004. The project site is located within the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Steele Peak,

Califomia 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle and Sections 3 I and 32 of Township 3 South and Range 4 West.

Project Descrlption: The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation Districl (District), in partnership
with the Riverside County Transportation Department, is proposing to construct, operate and maintain approximately
8,000 lineal feet (LF) of a reinforced concrete pipe storm drain system, including catch basins and an outlet structure.
The storm drains will be located along portions of Granite Avenue, Obsidian Drive, Boulder Avenue, Mariposa
Avenue, Dallas Avenue and Wood Road and will convey flows to the proposed oullel. The proposed oullet structur€
will discharge flows southeast ofthe intersection of Wood Road and Dallas Avenue. Additionally, the project includes

approximately 10,000 LF ofstreet improvements necessary to collect and deliver runoffto the proposed storm drains.
The purpose ofthe project is to provide flood protection lo Woodcresl and adjacent communities.

CEQA Determinalion: This is to advise thal the District (t€ad Agency) has approved the above-described pmject on

March 5,2024, pursuant to lhe California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has made the followinS
determinations:

I . The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
2. A Mitigaled Negative Declaration (MND) was adopted for this Project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
3. Mitigation measurcs were made a condition ofthe approval ofthe project.
4. A Mitigation Monitoring Program was adopted for the project.
5. A Statement ofOverriding Considerations was not adopted for this project.
6. Findings were not made pursuant to the provisions ofCEQA.

Public Access to Environmental Document: The MND is available to the General Public at the Oflice of the Clerk
of the Board, County Administrative Center, 4080 l,emon Strcet, Rivenide, CA 92501. The MND is also available at
the District office located at 1995 Market Street, Riverside, CA 92501.

(itrro^ t H"-- L ")
'I'itle

Z- lt -zoz.1
Date Date Received for Filing at OPR

ESS:bad
P8/254E90

Authodry.ir.d: Seriq.2lotl Dd 2loEr, Public R.eur.d Cdl.
R.f..t e Sdlloni 2 l00G2l | 7a. PUH rc Rcroures Cod.
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254748

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS RJVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTR]CT

RESOLUTION NO. F2024-I4
COMPLYING WITH SECTION lE OF THE DISTRICT ACT, ADOPTING A

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND A I\/IITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM FOR THE WOODCREST.RINEHART ACRES DRAINAGE
PLAN PROJECT, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ACT, AND APPROVING THE WOODCREST.RINEHART ACRES DRAINAGE PLAN

PROJECT

WHEREAS, the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project ("Project") consists of

a series of storm drain facilities, totaling approximately 8,000 linear feet ("LF"), including catch

basins and an outlet structure which also includes approximately 10,000 LF ofstreet improvements

necessary to collect and deliver runoff to the proposed stonn drains; and

WHEREAS, on February 6, 2024, the Nverside County Flood Control and Water

Conservation District's ("District") Board of Supervisors ("Board") adopted Resolution No.

F2024-05 pursuant to Section l8 of the District Act, which requires that the District (-District')

give notice of its intention to construct a projecr it Zore 2, within the unincorporated community

of Woodcrest in Riverside County designated as the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan

Project, and giving further notice the Project would be considered at a public hearing on March 5,

?024; and

WHEREAS, the Project is generally bounded to the north by Mariposa Avenue, on the

south by Dallas Avenue, on the east by Wood Road and to the west by Taft Street; and

WHEREAS, the Project, once constructed, will provide adequate drainage and flood

protection for existing and future residences in the unincorporated community of Woodcrest; and

WHER-EAS, notice of the Section 18 public hearing was properly made, as required by

law, and all persons desiring to be heard on the mafter were given the opportunity to appear and

present testimony, both oral and written, on March 5,2024; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), the District

is tbe kad Agency for the Project; and

WHEREAS, an Initial Study (State Clearinghouse No. 2023090666) was prepared that

thoroughly addresses the potential environmenlal effects of implementing the Project, including

the construction, operalion and maintenance ofthe various improvemenls identified therein; and

WHEREAS, the lnitial Shrdy ("IS") determined that all impacts were either less-than-

significant or could be mitigated to less-thal-significant, and a Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Program ("MMRP") was preparcd for the Project; and

WHEREAS, all CEQA documents for the Proj ect, including the N otice of lntent to Adopt

a Mitigated Negative Declaration ("MND") and MMRP, were made available for a 30-day public

review period Ilom October 2, 2023 to October 31 , 2023, and were posted on the District's website,

as well as made available for public review at the Diskict's office; and

WHEREAS, the District received two (2) comment letters on the Draft IS that were

addressed in the Final IS/MND; and

WHEREAS, the comment letters were from the Califomia Department of Fish and

Wildlife and the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board; and

WHEREAS, the analysis and mitigation measures as proposed in the Draft IS were revised

based on the comments received, and in consideration of the changes, the District has determined

that, pursuant to the provisions ofCEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5, recirculation of the IS is not

necessary and an MND is the appropriate CEQA document for the Project; and

WHEREAS, the General Manager-Chief Engineer for the District has found the Project

will not have a significant effect on the environment, and an MND has been prepared; and

WHEREAS, the Final ISA{ND have been independently reviewed and reflects the

independentjudgement ofthe District's Board and are deemed adequate for the purposes ofmaking

decisions oo the merits ofthe Project; and
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WHEREAS, all provisions of CEQA and the District Rules to implement CEQA have

been satisfied; and

WHEREAS, the District is an active participant and Permittee in the Western fuverside

County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan ("MSHCP"); and

WHEREAS, the Project is in compliance with Sections 6.1.2,6.1.3,6.3.2,6.1.4,7.0 and

Appendix C of the MSHCP as supported by the conclusions ofthe IS prepared for the Project.

NOW THEREFOR-E, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the

District's Board, in regular session assembled on March 5,2024 at 9:30 B.m. or as soon as possible

thereafter, at the meeting room of this Board, 1st Floor, County Administrative Center, 4080

Lemon Street, fuverside, Califomia 92501, at which time, based upon the evidence and testimony

presented on the matter, bolh written and oral, that:

l. The above recitals are incorporated herein by reference.

2. The Project is in compliance with Section l8 of the District Acl. The Section 18 rnap

and an illustration ofthe Project's general construction are attached hereto as Attachment "Ar'; the

Engineer's Statement is attached hereto as Attachmcnt "B"; and the Declaration ofPostings for the

Orange Terrace Library and Community Center, County Clerk and District are attached hereto as

Attachment "C".

3. There is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record that the Projecl, with

mitigation, will have a significant effect on the environment. The IS (Attachment "D") and the

MND (Attachment "8") represent the independent judgment ofthe District.

4. The MND is adopted based on the findings incorporated in the IS and the

determination that the Project will not have a significaat effect on the environment.

5. The MMRP (Attachment'F) is adopted pursuant to Public Resources Code

$21081.6.

-3
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6. All obligations set forth to the District pursuant to applicable sections ofthe MSHCP

have been analyzed and shall be implemented by the District as prescribed in the MSHCP

knplementation Agreement.

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

Project.

8. Pursuant to Public Resources Code $21081.6, the custodiam ofthe documents and

materia'ls that constitute the record of proceedings on which this decision is based is the Clerk of

the Board. These documents and materials are located at 4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, California

and 1995 Market Street, Riverside, Califomia. This information is provided in compliance with

Public Resources Code $21081 .6.

9. The District's Board hereby directs District staff to execute and file the Notice of

Determination (Attachment "G") with the Riverside County Clerk's OfEce and the OIIice of

Planning and Research within five days of the adoption of this Resolution.

Ayes feffries, Washington, Spiegel, Perez, and Gutierrez

Nays: None

Absent None

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

KIMBERI.Y A. RECTOR, CIerk of said Board

or,W

-4-
0310512024 t t.3



Section 18 Map - Project Location

t

't

,,1 I, ril.:

H rlls

c-{.

LL'r,:t.rrrl.r

t.

U r Community

Sources Esri, HERE,
FAO. NPS, NRCAN,
METI, EsriChina (Ho

o
+

Rr!,Frr,,rile

I

E

qj['n"a-

ll r ,L

f,loreno Valley

1

t!
L^^e vtEl vouNotatl

tt

- rl IL.il'

in lnlermap. incre P Corp, GEBeO.'USGS.
rdnance Survey, Esri Japan,

215
Project Site

IGN. Kadaster
ap

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Woodcrest-Rinehart Acre Drainage Plan lmprovements
Project No. 2-8-00406
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Attachment B

Woodcrest-Rinehart Estates Drainate Plan Proiect
Project No. 2-0{0406-01
Enginee/s Statement

The proposed Woodcrest-Rinehart Estates Drainage Plan Project is a District-led project that aims to
reduce street and community flooding in the Woodcrest unincorporated community. The existing
watershed is rural and contains no city or county-owned drainage facilities, only private drainage features.
Portions of Mariposa Avenue, Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive, and Wood
Road that are unpaved and unimproved have exacerbated flooding issues in the Woodcrest community.

The proposed project consists of a storm drain system to convey flows tributary to the proiect area to
their natural outlet. Offsite flows are collected via a concrete drop inlet located north of Mariposa Avenue
and west of Obsidian Drive. Local Runoff will be collected and conveyed using a combination of street
flow/Ac berms, inlets, and RCP storm drains.

Due to high velocities at the proposed facility outlet, an impact basin and grouted riprap lined turnaround
are proposed to allow for velocity reduction and District access for future maintenance.

As part of the overall improvements, Mariposa Avenue, Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue,
Obsidian Drive, and Wood Road will be paved and include AC berms.

The proposed project cost is approximately $11,000,000.
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CERTIFICATE, OF POSTING

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

t, Js"tcr.-8"r.rtLoq (Name and Title), do hereby certify that I

2oz4
am not a
(Date) Iparty to the within action o?proceeding; that on

posted a copy of the following document:
Ft hru-uu P.

J

l(esolution No. F2024-05, Setting a Public Hearing for the WooduesrRinchart Acres Drainage Plan

Project Pursuant to Section l8 ofthe Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Act, Project Location Map & General Construction, and Engineer Statemenl.

This posting is provided at the following location, in accordance with Section I 8 of the Riverside County

F'lood Control and Water Conservation District Act:

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, 1995 Market Street, Riverside,

cA 92s0 r

S]GNAI'U.{\*t;,iAr,-}-!.-^ out": 0L D? 2A

I

Dllts G [E L] V [Err,ll\\ FEBo8zozr A
HIVEESIDE COUNTY FI"OOD CONTROI.
\ND WATER CONSEFVATION DISTFI''



t, ( )1,,r;" n"^ r\a..I-.,--.\ (Name and Title) , do hereby certify that I am not a
party to the within action or proceeding; that on
posted a copy of the following document:

.Z
2 Date) I

Resolution No. F2024-05, Setting a Public I learing for the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan

Project Pursuant to Section 18 ofthe Riversidc County Flood Conlrol and Water Conservalion District
Act, Project Location Map & Geneml Construction, and Engineer Statement.

This posting is providcd at thc following location, in accordancc with Scction 1 8 of the Riverside County

Flood Control and Water Conservation District Act:

Orange 'l-errace Library, 20010-B Orange Terrace Pkwy, Riverside, CA 92508

SIGNATI ] RE: I)ate: zlt 2_

OraqgeT€fiace Library

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

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



Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

Riverside, California

FINAL

CEQA INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION

for

WOODCREST-RINEHART ACRES
DRAINAGE PLAN

JASON E UHLEY
General Manager-Chief EngineerFebruarv 2024



Project:
WoodcrestRinehart Acrcs Drainage Plan Project

Sarte Clearirghouse Number:
202309066

MITIGATED NEGATTVE DECI,ARATION

Lead Agency and Projecl Sponsor:
Rivenide County Flood Control and Water Conservation Disrict
1995 Market Street, Riverside, CA 92501

Proiect Cotrtsct:
Jason Swenson

Projecl Dtscriptiot:
The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservalion District (District) is proposing to construct, operate
and maintain approximately 8,000 lineal feet (LF) of a reinforced concrete pipe storm drain system, including catch
basins and an outlet structure. The storm drains will be locared along portions of Granite Avenue, Obsidian Drive,
Boulder Avenue, Mariposa Avenue, Dallas Avenue ald Wood Road and will convey flows to the proposed outlet.
The proposed outlet structure will discharge flows into a natural wash et the southeast interseclion of Wood Road
and Dallas Avenue. Additionally, the project includes approximately 10,000 LF of street improvemenls necessary

to collect and deliver runoffto the proposed storm drains. The purpose ofthe project is to provide flood protection
to Woodcrest and adjacent communities. The project will address complaints and allow for proper drainage within
the encompassed community.

Project Location:
The project site is generally located south of Mariposa Avenue, west of Parsons Road, north of Dallas Avenue and
east ofTaft Street. The proposed outlet location is within a portion of Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 26G21l-
004. The Project site is located within the Uoited States Geological Survey (USGS) Steele Pea*, Califomia 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle and Sections 3l and 32 ofTownship 3 South and Range 4 Wesl.

Lead Agency Finding:
The General Manager-Chief Engineer ofthe Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has

made a finding that the proposed project will not have e significant adverse effect on the environment. Supporting
documents incorporated by reference include the CEQA Initial Study (and related technical appendices) and the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. This finding will become final upon adoption of this Mhigated
Negative Declaration by the Board of Supervisors ofthe Riverside County Flood Control and Waler Conservation
District.

Signature

Phone:
951 .955.8082

f,meil:
jdswenso@rivco.org

J E

I Mana ge lef Engineer

Board of Supervisors Aclion:
The Board of Supervison of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, assembled in
regular session on Mrrch5,2024, h8s determined thst the Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project will not
have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program and a Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Signature I)ated
KIMBt,RI-Y RECTOR
Clerk ofthe Board

Copies to l) County Clerk
2) State Clearinghouse

ESS:bad
P8/254882
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1.0 Introduction

[)roject [)escription & Regulatorr' lirarneuork
ln accordance with the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections
21000-211 89.70. l0), this Final lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared to evaluate
potenlial significanl environmental impacts related to the proposed Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage
Plan Project (Project). The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (Distric0, in
partnership with the Riverside County Transportation Department (RCTD) is proposing the construct,
operate, and maintain a series of 1oo-year storm drain facililies in the unincorporated community of
Woodcrest in Riverside County. The Project is intended to capture flows and address local drainage issues

along Mariposa Avenue, Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive, and Wood
Road. The Project also includes installation of an outlet structure with an energy dissipator, and grouted
riprap lined tumaround, as well as approximately 10,600 LF ofstreel improvements consisting ofpaving.
berms, and gufiers for currently unpaved street sections within the Project site. This Project is proposed and

led by the District in partnership with RCTD as a responsible agency.

The Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No.2023090666) was made
available for public review and comment pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073. The public
comment period for the Draft Initial Study began on October 2.2023 and closed November l, 2023. The
Initial Study was made available for public review at the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District office located at 1995 Market Slreet, Riverside, CA 92501.11 was also provided
online at www.rcflood.org and is included with this document as Appendix A.

Olganization ot'thc l:inal Initial S tud)/N4 itigatcd Ncgatirc [)cclarittion
The Final IS/MND is organized as follows:

Introduction: Provides the regulatory context along with a summary ofthe CEQA process, as well as

Ihe project description.

Response to Comments: A list ofpublic comment received during the public review period. Comment
letters and the project proponent's responses are included.

Errata: A list of revisions made to the IS/MND following the public review and receipt of commenl
letters.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program: This section provides the District's standard
operating procedures, projecrspecific features, and mitigation measures lhat will be implemented to
reduce any potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels. The table included serves as

the Miligation and Monitoring Plan for the Project.

Januarv 2024 lntroduction



2.0 Response to Comments

The Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Woodcrest-Rinehart
Acres Drainage Plan Project was posted for public comment as required under Section of the California
Public Resources Code. The public commenl period for the draft initial study began on October 2, 2023
and closed November '1.2023.

During the public review period, comment letters were received fiom two public agencies. The following
is a list of commenters on the IS/MND during the public review period.

Table I : Response to Comments

Kim
Freeburn

California Department of Fish and
Wildlife

State Agency Octobet 26,?023

Although the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines do not require a lead agency to
prepare written responses Io comments received (see CEQA Guidelines Section 15088), the Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) has elecled to prepare the following
written responses with lhe intent ofconducting a comprehensive and meaningful evaluation ofthe proposed

project. The number designations in the responses are correlated Io the bracketed and identified portions of
each comment letter.

.lanuarv 202i1 Response to Comments
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California Department of Fish and Wildlife Comment Letter:

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILOLIFE cHAr.LtoN H. ao HAn, ohctot
lnland Dosorts Rogron
3602 lnland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220
Ontario. CA 91764
w\r* wildlfg c€ qo!

Oclober 26, 2023

Mr. Jason Swsnson
Senior Flood Control Plann€r
1995 Mark6t Slreet
Riverside. CA 92501
&lurole(Dryilrrc

Subioct: Draft Mitigatad Negativo Doclaration, WoodcroBt.Rlnehart Acros
Dralnage Plrn Project, Strto Cl€arlnghou3o No.2023090666, Riv.rcide
County Flood Control and Watsr Conservatlon Dlstrlcl, Riyorslde County

Oear Mr. Swenson:

The Calilornia Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) recsivod a Miligatod N€g6tive
Declaralion (MND) from th6 Riverside County Flood Control and Water Consorvation
Distrigl (Districl). as th€ Prqect Applic€nVProponsnt, for th€ Woodcrest-Rinehart Acr€s
Drainage Plan Project (Project), pursuant to the California Environmenlal Quality Act
(CEQA) and CEQA Guidelinesl.

Thank you for the opportunity to provade comments and recommendalions regarding
those activities involved in the Project that may affacl Califomia fish and wildlifs.
Likewiso. we appreciate the opportunity to provide crmmenls regarding those asp€cts
of lhe Projecl that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the
exercise ol its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.

CDFW ROLE

CDFW is Califomla's Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the Siate [Fish & G. Code, SS 71 1.7,
subdivision (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, S 21070; California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guid€lines, S 15386, subdivision (a)1. CDFW, in its lruslee capacity,
has jurisdiction ovsr lhe conservation, protection, and managoment of rish, wildlif€,
native plants, and habitat necsssary for biologically sustainable populations ol those
species (|d., S 1802). Similarly. for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to
provide, as svailsble, biological experlise during public agency environmental review
efforts, focusing specilically on proigcts and r€lated aclivities that have the potenlial to
adverssly atfect stats fish and wildlife resources.

I CEOA is codm6d in th. Californra Public Rosourcos Code n soclbn 2i000 ot soq. Th€ "CEOA
Gudelines_ are found in Titl6 14 of the Cal,fornia Cod€ of Regulations, commencng with section 15000
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Mr. Jasoo Swenson
Rtvorside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
October 26, 2023
Page 2 of 18

CDFW issued Natural Community Conservation Plan approval and take authorization in
2004 for the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
(MSHCP), as per Section 2800, et seq,, of the Califomia Fish and Game Code. The
MSHCP eslablished a multiple species conservation program lo minimize and mitigate
habitat loss and the incidenlal take of covered species in association with activities
covered under the permit. CDFW is providing the following comments as they relate to
the Proiect's consistency with the MSHCP and CEQA.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND SUMMARY

Description: The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation Dislrict
(District; Lead Agency), as the Project Applicant, is proposing the Woodcrest-Rinehart
Acres Drainage Plan Prolect (Projecl). The proposed Project will consist of construction,
operation, and maintenance of a series of 1oo-year reinforced concrele pipe (RCP)
storm drain facilities ranging in diam€ter from 18 to 66 inch€s totaling approximately
8,000 linear feet (lf), as well as lhe construction of approximately 23 catch basins and
12 drop inlets to capture flows and address local drainage along Mariposa Avenue,
Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive, and Wood Road. The
Proiecl also includes installation of an outlet structure wilh an energy dissipator, and
grouted riprap lined tumaround, as well as '10,600 lf of street improvements consisting
of paving, berms, and gutters for currenlly unpaved slreet sections within the Project
site. Additionally, the Prqect would include the removal and disposal of approximately
3,860 lf of existing asphall concrete (AC) berm. ln addition, drain conveyance lrom the
mainline and three (3) laterals will outlet at a proposed slruclure that eventually drains
inlo an existing stream approximately 700 ft east of the Dallas Avenue and Wood Drive
intersection.

Location: The Project site is localed south of Mariposa Avenue, west of Parsons Road,
north of Oallas Avenue, and east of Taft Street within unincorporated Riverside County,
California, in Township 3 South, Sections 31 and 32, Range 4 West, of lhe U.S.
Geological Survey Steele Peak 7.5", California topographic quadrangle mapi Assessor's
Parc6l Number 266-21 1-O04.

January 2024 .1 Response to Comments

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Pub.
Resources Code, S 21069; CEOA Guidelines, S 15381). CDFW expects that it may
ne6d to oxercise r€gulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including
lake and streambed alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, $ 1600 al seg.).
Likewise, to the extent implementalion of the Proiect as proposed may result in "take'',
as defined by State law, of any species protected under the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, S 2050 et seg.), or CEsAlisted rare planl
pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code, $1900 et seq.),
CDFW recommends the Project proponent obtain appropriale authorization under lhe
Fish and Game Code.
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COMMENTS ANO RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the documents for review, CDFW otfers the comments and recommendations
below to assist the District in adequataly idenlifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating tho
Project's significant, or potentially signlficant, direct, and indirect impacts on fish and
wildlife (biological) rBsources. Editorial comments or other suggestions are also
included to improve the environmental document. CDFW recommends the measures or
revisions below be included in a science-based monitoring program that contains
adaptive management strategies as part of the Prolect's CEQA mitigation, monitoring
and reporting program (Pub. Resources Code, S 21081.6; CEOA Guidelines, S 15097).

Speclflc Comm6nts

Comment #1: Protection of Riparian/Riverine and Vernal Pool Resources (MSHCP
Sectlon 6.1.2)

The procedures described in the Protection of Species Associated with
Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pool6 seclion of the MSHCP Plan (MSHCP Section
6.1.2) are to ensure that the biological functions and values ol these areas are
maintained throughout the MSHCP Plan Area (including all areas of the Plan located
outside the Criteria Area), Additionally, this process helps identify areas to consider for
priorily acquisilion, as well as those funclions that may affect downstrsam values
related to Conservation of Covered Species within the MSHCP Conservation Area. The
assessment of riparian/riverine and vernal pool resources may be completed as part of
the CEQA review process as set forth in Article V of the State CEQA Guidelines.
However, the IMSHCP identifies that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and
CDFW shall be notified in advance of approval of public or private projects of draft
determinalions for the biologically equivalent or superior determination findings
associaled with the Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and
Vernal Pools policies presenled in Seclion 6.1.2 of lhe MSHCP (MSHCP Section 6.11).
As required by the MSHCP Plan, its lmplementation Agreemenl, and the Oistrict's
associated take permits from USFWS and CDFW, completion of the DBESP process
prior to adoption of the environmental document helps to ensure that the Project will be
consistent with lhe MSHCP Plan, and provides public disclosure and transparency
during the CEQA process by identifying the Project impacts and mitigation for wetland
habitats and species, a requirement of CEQA Guidelines, SS 15071, subds.(aF(e),

The MSHCP identifies that assessment of these araas include identification and mapping
of riparian/riverine areas and vernal pools. The assessment shall consider species
composilion, topography/ hydrology, and soil analysis, where appropriate. The
documentation for the assessment shall include mapping and a description of the
functions and values of the mapped areas with respect to the species identified in
Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP. Factors to be considered include hydrologic regime, flood
storage and flood-flow modificalion, nutrient retention and transformation, sediment
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trapping and transport, toxicant trapping, public use, wildlite Habitat, and aquatic
Habitat.

The MSHCP identifies that for mapped riparian/riverine and vemal pool resources that
are not included in the MSHCP conseNation area, applicable mitigation under CEOA,
shall be imposed by the Permitteo (in this caso the L6ad Agency). Further, the MSHCP
identifies that to ensure the standards in Section 6.1.2 are met, the Permittee shall
ensure lhal, through the CEQA process, projacl applicants develop proj6ct alternatives
demonstrating efforts that first avoid, and then minimize direct and indirect effects to the
wetlands mapped pursuanl to Section 6.1.2. lf an avoidance alternative is not feasible, a
practicable altemative that minimiz€s direct and indirect effects to riparian/riverine areas
and vernal pools and associated funclions and values to the greatest extent possible
shall be selected. Those impacls that are unavoidable shall be mitigated such that the
losl lunctions and values as they relale to Covered Species are replaced as through the
Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP).

The District is required to complete the DBESP process prior to completion of the
MND lo demonstrata implBmentation of MSHCP requirsments in th6 CEQA
documentation.

CDFW appreciate the analysis of impacts provided within the MND and the associated
survey reports. However, the MSHCP implementation process is nol complete because
a DBESP has not been submitted to CDFW for review and response to determine if the
mitigation proposed for the impacts to riparian/riverine resources is biologically
equivalent or superior preservation to avoidance. lt is not appropriate for the Oistricl to
adopt the MND until the DBESP is complete because lhe District is required to notify
CDFW in advance of approval ot public and private pro.jects for identified MSHCP
activities, such as complelion of lhe OBESP for the riparian/riverine policy.

CDFW requests that to demonstrate implementation of the MSHCP, the District complete
the DBESP process prior to the final adoption of the MND.

Comment #2: Burrowing Owl

lsrue: The Prorect may have a significant impacl on burrowing owl (Athane cunicularia),
a Species of Special Concem (SSC).

Specific impacts: Proiect construction and activities may result in injury or mortality of
burrowing owl, disrupt natural burrowing owl breeding behavior, and reduce
reproductive capacity. Also, the Project may ampact breeding, wintedng, and ,oraging
habitat for the species. Habitat loss could result in local extirpation ol the species and
confibute to local, regional, and Slate-wide declines of burrowing owl,

Why impacts would occur: The MND and Appendix 28 idenlifies that protocol
burrowing owl locused surveys ol the Pro.iect site were completed, as described in the

N
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Mr. Jason Sw€nson
Rivorside County Flood Control and Wat€r Conservalion Disirict
Octobs. 26. 2023
Page 5 of '18

2006 Burrowing Owl Survey lnstructions for the Western Riverside Multiple Species
Habitat Conservatlon Plan Area and that no burrowing owls were seen; however,
suitable habitat was found. Additional details (the survey dates, times, etc.)were
provided regarding the burrowing owl surveys mentioned within the MND.

There is insuflicient information provided to determine if the proposed avoidance and
minimization measures will mitigate Pro.iect impacts below a level of significance. BIO-1
does nol include any minimization measures to address the potenlial for occupied
burrowing owl burrows, both during the nesting season and outside breeding season,
from the types of disturbance associaled with the Project. Bunowing owls could react to
low level disturbances such as surveys, drive by, or minimal ground
disturbance/excavation (Environment Canada 2009). The Prolect could generate noise
and ground vibrations more consistent with medium to high level disturbance. Project
conslruction would generate noise and ground vibrations during daylime and nighttime
earthmoving activities, demolition, tunneling, spoils hauling, and operation of large
machinery. These types of disturbances could result in burrowing owls abandoning
active nests, potentially causing loss of eggs or developing young, and noise could
cause birds lo avoid suitable nesting habitat.

Evldence lmpact would be slgniflcant: Burrowing owl is a SSC, an SSC is a species,
subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to Galifomia that cunently satisl'ies
one or more of the following (not necessarily mutually exclusive) criteria:

. is extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary
season or breeding role;

. is listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the State
definition of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed;

. is experiencing, or formerly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population
declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could
qualify it for State threatened or endangered slatus; and/or,

has nalurally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any
facto(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA
lhreatened or endangered status (CDFW 2022b). CEQA provides protection not
only for ESA and CESA-listed species, but for any species including but not
limited to SSC which can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These
SSC meet the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species
(CEQA Guidelines, S 15380). ln addition, migratory nongame native bird species
are protected by international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) of 1918 (Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, S 10.13). Sections 3503,
3503.5, and 3513 ot the Caliromia Fish and Game Code prohibit take of all birds
and lheir active nests including raptors and olher migratory nongame birds (as
listed under the Federal MBTA). lt is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly

.lanuan,202,l 7 Response to Comments



Mr. Jason Slrsnson
Riverside County Flood Conlrol and Water Conservation District
October 26. 2023
Page 6 of '18

N

c
o)
E
Eoo

destroy the nest or eggs of any raptor.

ln Califomia, bunowing ows are in decline primarily bacause of habitat loss, as w6ll as
disease, predation, and drought, Burrowing ow{s require specilic soil and microhabitat
conditions, occur in lew locations within a broad habitat c€tegory of grassland and some
forms of agricultural land, require a relatively large home range to supporl their lite
history requirements, occur in relatively low numbers, and are semi-colonial.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Mea6ure(B):

Mitigation Measure f1: To avoid take ot active burrowing owl burrows (nests), CDFW
requests the District include the following mitigation measures in the MND per below
(edits are in €Lil€{h+€ugh and bold), and also included in Attachment 1 "Miligation
Monitoring and R6porting Program.

MM-Bio 1: Burrowing Owl. A pre-construction survey for burrowing owls
shall be conducted, to malnlaln compliance wlth lhe Multlple Specles
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP), Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA),
and California Fish and Game Code (CFGC), within 30 days prior lo
ground disturbance to avoid direct impacts to the species. The survey shall
encompass suitable habitat in the construction footprinl plus a 500-foot buffer
and follow the 2006 Burrowing Owl Survey lnstructions for the Western
Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area. This requirement
shall be included on project construction plans and specifications. Once thc
survey ls completad, the qualilied biologist shall prepars and submil a
final report documenting the results of the clearance survey to the
Dlstrlct for revlew and flle. ln addltlon, a preconstructlon survey for
burrowing owl shall be conducted within 3 days prior to initiation of
Proiect activitles and reported to CDFW. Additlonally, if ground-
disturbing activities occur, but the site ls left undisturb€d for more than
30 days, a pre-construction survey shall again be necessary to
minlmlze the posslblllty burrowlng owl hav6 not colonlzed the site
aince it was last disturbed.

lf no BUOWS or occupled burrows are detected, project actlvities may
begin. lf the species is detected, then avoidance or minimization
measures shall be undertaken in consultation with the District,
Callfornia Department of Flsh and Wildllle (CDFW) and US Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS). CDFW shall be sent written notification
within 48 hours of delection of burrowing owl. lf active nests ars
identified on an implemenling proiact site during the pre-construction
survey, the Project applicant shall not commence aclivilies until no
slgn is present that the burrows are being used by adull or Juvenile
owls or a Burrowing Owl Prolection and Relocation Plan shall be drafted to
ensure protection of the species as described below, with approval from

January 202,1 Response to Comments
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Mr. Jason Swenson
Riverside County Flood Conlrol and Walor Conservalion Distrlct
Octob€r 26, 2023
Page 7 of 18

CDFW. lf owl presence is difficult to determine, a qualified biologist
shall monitor the burrows with motion.activated trail cameras for at
least 24 hours to evaluale burrow occupancy. The onsite qualified
blologist will verify the nestlng effort has finlshed according lo
msthods idontified in the Burrowlng Owl Plan.

The qualified biologist and Project Applicant shall coordinate with the
District, COFW and USFWS to develop a Burrowing Owl Plan to be
submltted and approved by the District, CDFW and USFWS prior to
commencing Project actlvities. The plan shall include appropriate
avoidance buffers, passive and/or active relocation, construction monitoring,
and reporting requirements. The Flen slBll be revbweC enC eppreved within

b
D€pecm€€+€f+ish-aFd-Wi The Burrowing Owl Plan shall include
the number and location of occupled burrow sites and details on
proposed buffors if avoiding tho burrowing owls or information on lho
adiacent or nearby suitable habitat available lo owls for relocalion. lf no
suilable habitat is available nearby for relocation, details regarding the
creation and funding of artificial burrows (numbers, location, and type
of burrows) and management activities for relocated owls shall also be
included in tho Burrowing Owl Plan. The Districl will implem€nt thc
Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW and USFWS review and approval.
lf the species is not detected, then no further action is required.

lf burrowing owls are observed within Project Site(s) during Project
implementation and construction, the Proiect applicant shall notify
CDFW immediately in writing within 48 hours of detoction. A Burrowing
Owl Plan will be submitted to CDFW for review and approval within two
weeks of detectlon and no Projecl actlvity wlll contlnue wlthln 1000 feet
ot the burro$ring owls unlil CDFW approves the Burrowing Owl Plan.
The District shall be responsible tor lmplementing appropriate
avoidance and mitigation moasures, including burrow avoidance,
passive or active relocation, or other appropriate mitagation measures
as ldentllled ln the Burrowlng Owl Plan.

A tinal reporl shall be prepared by a qualified biologist documenting
the results of the burrowing owl surveys and detailing avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation measures. The final report wlll ba
submitled to the Oistrict and CDFW within 30 days of completion of the
survey and burrowlng monltorlng for mltigation monltorlng compllance
record keeping.

Comment #3: lmpacts to Aquatic and Riparian Resources; Lake and St;eambed
Alteration Agresment (LSAA)

I
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lssue: Based on review of material submitted wilh the MND and review of aerial
photography, the Project has the potential to impact fish and wildlife resources subject
to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq.

Specific lmpact: Based on review of material submitted with the MND and review o,
aerial photography, the Project has the potential to impact fish and wildlife resources
subject to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. The MND identified that lhe
drainage structure will be placed into an ephemeral stream approximately 700 ft east of
the Dallas Avenue and Wood Drive inlers€ction and may be considered a resource
subject to Fish and Game Code section 1600.The Proiect aciivities have the potential to
impact fish and wildlife resources through the deposition of debris, waste or other
materials lhat could pass into any river, stream, or lake.

Why lmpact Would Occur: Projec!related activities could potentially alter drainage
palterns and waler quality within, upstream, and downstream oI lhe Project sile,
including: volume, volocity, and frequency of existing and post-Pro.l6ct surface flows;
polluted runoff: soil erosion and/or sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and
post-Project fate of runoff from the Project site.

Evidence lmpacl Would Ba Signlficant: The ProJect may substantially adversely
affect the exisling stream pattern and geomorphologic processes of the Project site
through the deposition of debris, waste or other materials that could pass into any river,
slream or lake. Depending on how the Prgect is designed and conslructed, it is likely
that the Project applicant will need to notify CDFW per Fish and Game Code section
1602. Fish and Game Code seclion 1602 requires an entity to notify CDFW prior to
commencing any activity that may do one or more of the following: subslantially divert or
obstruct the natural flow of any river, straam or lake; substantially change or use any
material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or lake: or deposil debris,
waste or other materials that coutd pass into any river, stream or lake. Please note that
"any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those that are dry lor
periods ot time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow year-round).
This includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a subsurface
flow.

Upon receipt of a complete notification, CDFW determines if the proposed Project
actaviti6s may substantially adv€rsaly affect existing fish and wildlafe resources and
whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement is required. An LSA
Agreement includes measures necessary lo protecl existing fish and wildlife resources.
CDFW may suggest ways to modify the project that would eliminale or reduce harmful
impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

COFW'S issuance of an LSA Agre6m6nl is a "proj8ct'' subiect to CEQA (sae Pub.
Resources Code, S 21065). To facilitate issuance of an LSA Agreement, if necessary,
the MND should fully identify tha potential impacts to the lake, stream, or riparian
resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and monitoring and reporting

Januarv 2024 t0 Response to Comments
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commilments. Eady consultalion wilh CDFW is recommendod, since modification of the
proposod Proioct may be requirod to avoid or reduc€ impacts to fish and wildlife
resources, To obtain a Lake or Streambed Alteralion notification package, please go to
https //www. wildlif e.ca.gov/Conservalion/L StuForms.

Recommended potantially feasibls mltlgatlon moaBure(s):

Mltlgatlon Measure #1: To ensure compliance with Fish and Game Code section 1602
CDFW recommends that the District condilion the MND lo include a mitigation measure
for consultalion with CDFW to determine if Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq.
resources may occur within the proposed Project alignment.

CDFW recommends the inclusion of the following measure in the MND per the edils
below (edits are in €lrik€tl+eu€h and bold), and also included in Attachment 1

"Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program":

Mitigation Measure XX: lf jurisdictional watars are impacted as a result of project
lmplemsntatlon, the Dktrict shall obtaln all approprlate psrmlts pursuant to
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, a
Water Quality Certltlcatlon pursuant to Section 401 of the Clean Water Act
from tho Rogional Wator Quallty Control Board, and a Streambod Altoration
Agreement from CDFW pursuant to Sections 1600-1616 of the California Fish
and Game Code. Prlor to the gradlng the Projoct slte and prlor to the start of
Project activitias, ths Applicant shall notify the California D6partmant of Fish
and Wlldllfe (CDFW) for lmpacts to Fish and Game Codo sectlon 1602
resources. The appllcant shall elther recelvo a Streambod Alterallon
Agreement (SAA) or written documentation from CDFW that a Streamed
Alteratlon Agreemenl is not needed.

The notification to COFW Bhould provido the following information:

1. A strGam dellneatlon lncludlng the bed, bank and channel;

2. Linear feet and/or acreaga of streams and associated natural
communltles that would be permanently and/or temporarily
impactod by the Pioj€ct. This lncludos impacts aE a result of
routine maintenance and fuet modification. Plant community
names should b€ provlded based on vogolatlon assoclatlon
and/or alliance por tho [tlanual of California Veg€tation (Sawyor
et al 2009);

3. A dlscussion as lo whethsr lmpacts on stroams wlthln the
Project site would impact those streams immediately outside of
the Prorsct slte whero thers ls hydrologlc connsctlvlty.
Potential impacts such as changes to drainage patlarn, runotf,
and sodlmentatlon should be dlscussed; and

lanuaw 2021 Response to Comments
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4- A hydrological evaluation of the 10o-year storm event to
provido lnformation on how water and sediment is conveyed
through the Proiect sito.

lf an SAA is required, the Applicant shall provide compensatory
mltlgatlon at no loss than 3:1 for lmpacts to stroams and assoclatod
natural communities, or at a ratio acc€ptable to CDFW per a LSA
Agre6ment. Mitigatlon should occur within the Western Rivorsldo
County. On+lta mltlgation m€asure6 may lnclude the enhancament
of existing streams, A conceptual Habitat lritigation and Moniloring
Plan shall b€ prepared, lf necessary, for th€ enhancament actlvltles
to address impacts to Fish and Game Code section 1602 resources,
which may include non-native species removal and revsgetation
,ollowed by p.riodic monitoring. The plan shall specify the crileria
and standards by which the enhancemenl actions wlll compensate
for Impacls of tho project on strsams.

Additional Recommendations

Weed Management Plan. A weed management plan should be developed for the
Project site and implemented during the duration of this long-term Project. On-going soil
disturbance promotes establishment and growth of non-native weeds. As part of the
Project, non-native weeds should be prevented from becoming established. The
Projects site should be monilored via mapping for new introductions and expansions of
non-native weeds.

,rtltigation and Monltorlng R€porting Plan

CDFW recommends updating the MND's proposed Biological Resources Mitigation
Measures to include mitigation measures recommendod in this letter. Mitigation
measures must be fully enforceable lhrough permil conditions, agreemenls, or other
legally binding instruments [(Pub. Resources Code, S 21081.6; CEQA Guidelines,
S 15126.4(a)(2)1. As such, CDFW has provided commenls and recommendations lo
assist the District in developing mitigation measures that are (1) consistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15126.4; (21specific; (3) detailed (i.e., responsible party, liming,
specific aclions, location), and (4) clear for a measure to be fully enforceable and
implemented successfully via mitigation, monitoring, and/or reporting program (Pub.
Resources Code, S 21081.61 CEQA Guidolines, S 15097). Th6 District is welcome to
coordinate with CDFW to further review and reline the Project's mitigation measures.
Per Public Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has provided the District with
a summary of our suggested mitigation measures and recommendations in the form of
an attached Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan (MMRP; Attachment 1).

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

lamarv 2024 l2 Response to Conrments
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CEQA requires that intormation developed in environmental impact reports and
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make
subsequent or supplemental environmental det€rminations. (Pub. R6sources Code, S
21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special status species and nalural
communities detected during Project surveys to th€ Califomia Natural Diversily
Database (CNDOB). The CNNDB field survey form can be lillsd oul and submitted
online at the following link: httos://wildlife.ca.oov/Data/CNDDB/Submittino-Data. The
typ€s of information reported to CNDDB can be found at the ,ollowing link:
httos://www.wildlife.ca.oov/Data/CN DDB/Plants-and-Animals.

ENVIRONHENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEES

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlite, and assessment
of environmentral document filing te6s is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the
Nolice of Determanation by the Lead Ag€ncy and s6rve to help defray the cost of
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing fe€ is
rsquired in order for the underlying project approval to be op€rative, vosted, and final.
(Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, $ 753.5: Fish & G. Code, S 71 1.4: Pub. Resources Code, g
21089.)

CONCLUSION

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND for the Woodcrest-Rineharl
Acres Drainage Plan Proiect, Stat€ Clearinghouse No. 2023090666 to assisl in
identifying and matigating Prorect impacts on biological resources. COFW personnel are
available for consultation regarding biological resources and strategies to minimize
impacts. CDFW requests that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation Districl address CDFW's comments and concerns prior to adoption of the
MND for lhe Project-

Questions regarding this letler or further coordination should be directed to Katrina
Rehrer, Environmental Scientist, at katrina.rehrer@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

cffi.-
Kim Freebum
Environmental Program Managor

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Carly Beck, Senior Environmental Scientist Supervisor
Carlv. Beck@wildlife.ca.oov

U.S. Fish and Wildllfs Ssrvlce

.lanuarv 2024 li Response to Comments
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Kann Cleary-Rose
Karin Cl€arv-Rose(@fws.oov

Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
state.clearinohous€(Ooor.ca.oov.
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Attachment A: Draft Mhlgatlon end Monhorlng Reportlng Plan

@

CDFW recornmends the tollowing language to b€ incorporated into a future onvimnmenlal document tor the Proied. A final
MMRP shall reflec1 results folbwing additional plant and wildlifo surveys and the Poect's tinal on and/or of-site mitigation
plans.

Eiological Resources (BlO)

Miligation Measure (utl) Timing Respon3ible Party

Burrovring Owl

lltl BIO-1: A preronstruclion survey for burrowing owls shall be
conducled, to maintain compliance with the Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP), Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA), and Califomia Fish and Gama Code (CFGC), within 30
days prior to ground disturbance to avoid direct impacls to the
species. The survey shall encompass suitable habitat in the
construction footprinl plus a 500-foot buffer and follow the 2006
Bunowing Owl Survey lnstruclions for the Westem Riverside
Mulliple Species Habital Conservation Plan tuea. This
requlrement shall be included on proiect conslruction plans and
sp€ciricalions. Once the survey is completed, the qualified
biologist shall prepare and submit a final reporl documenting tha
rosults of the clearanco survey to the Dislrict for review and tile. ln
addltion, a proconstructlon survay for bunowing owl shall b6
conducted within 3 days prior to initiation ol Projecl activities and
raporled to COFW. Addllionally, if ground{isturbing activities
occ-ur, but the site is left undisturbed for more than 30 days, a pre-
@nstruction survey shall again b6 necessary to minimize the
possibilily burrowing owl have not colonized th6 site since it rryas

last disturbod.

lf no BUOWS or occupied burows are detecled, project activities
mav b€oin. lf the sDecies is detected. than avoidance or

Prior to
commencing
ground- or
vegetation
dislurbing
activities

ProJecl Proponent
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minimization measures shall be undertaken in consultation with
the District, California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). CDFW shall be sent
written notification within 48 hours of detection of bunowing owl- lf
active n€sts are identilied on an implemonting project site during
lhe pre-construction survey. the Project applicant shall not
commence activities until no sign is present thal the bunows are
being used by adult or juvenile owls or a Burowing Owl
Prolection and Relocation Plan shall be drafted to ensure
protection of the species as described below, v/ith approval from
CDFW. lf owl presence is difficult to determine, a qualified
biologist shall monitor lhe burrows with motion-activated trail
cameras for at least 24 hours to evaluate bunow occupancy. The
onsite qualified biologist will verify the nesting etfort has finished
according to methods identified in the Burrowing Owl Plan.

The qualified biologist and Proiect Applicant shall coordinate with
the District, CDFW, and USFWS to develop a Bunowing Owl Plan
to be submitted and approved by the District, CDFW and USFWS
prior to commencing Project activities. The plan shall include
appropriat€ avoidanco butfgrs, passive and/or activa relocation,
conslruction monitoring, and reporting requirements. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number and location of
occupied burrow sites and details on proposed buflers if avoiding
lhe burrowing owls or information on the adiacent or nearby
suitable habilat available to owls for relocation. lf no suitable
habitat is available nearby ror relocetion, details regarding the
creation and funding of artificial bunows (numbars, location, and
type of burrows) and management activities for relocated owls
shall also be included in the Bunowing Ouil Plan. The District will
implement the Burrowing O$d Plan following CDFW and USFWS
review and approval. lf the species is not detected, then no further
action is required.

lf bunowing owts are observed within Proiect Si(e(s) durinq

Januarv 2024 t7 Response to Comments
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Project implementation and construction, the Project applic€nt
shall notify COFW immediatBly in writing within 48 hours of
detection. A Burrowing olM Plan will b€ submitted to CDFW for
review and approval within two weeks of detection and no Proiect
actjvity will continue within 1000 feet of the bunowing owls until
CDFW approves the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Districl shall be
responsible for implementing appropriate avoidance and
mitigation measuros, including burrow avoidanca, passiva or
active relocation, or other appropriate mitigalion measures as
rdentified in the Bunowing Owl Plan.

A tinal report shall be prepared by a qualified biologist
documenting the results of the burrowing owl surveys and
detailing avoidance, minimization, and miugation measures. The
final reporl will be submitted to the District and CDFW within 30
days of completion of the survay and bunowing monitoring fot
mitigation moniloring mmplianco rocord keaping.

Ml, BIO-X: lf jurisdictaonal waters are impacted as a result of
project implementation, the Districl shall obtain all appropriate
permits pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Acl from the
U-S. Army Corps of Engineers, a Water Quality Certlfication
pursuant to Section 401 of the Clsan Water Act from the Regional
Water Ouality Control Board, and a Streambed Altemtion
Agreement from CDFW pursuant to Sections 160G-1616 of the
Califomia Fish and Game Code. Prior to the grading the Ftoject
site and prior to the start of Proiecl activities, the Applicant shall
notify the California Oepartment of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for
impacts to Fish and Game Code seciion 1602 resources. The
applicant shall either rec€ive a Streambed Alteration Agreemenl
(SAA) or written documentation from CDFW that a Streamed
Alteration Agreement is nol needed-

The notification to CDFW should provide the following
inform atio n:

Prior to
commencing
ground- or
vegetation
disturbing
activities

Project Proponent
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1. A stream delineation including the bed, bank and
channel:

2. Linear feet and/or acreage of streams and associated
natural communities that would be perman6ntly and/or
temporarily impacted by the Proiect, This includes
impacts as a resull ol routine maintenance and fuel
modifi€tion. Plant community names should be
provided based on vegetation association and/or
alliance per the Manual of Califomia Vegetation
(Sa\,vyer et al 2009)i

3. A discussion as to whether impacls on streams within
th€ Project site would impact those streams
immediately outsida of the Project site Mlere there is
hydrologic connectivity. Potential impacts such as
changes to drainage pattem. runoff, and sodimentation
should be discussed, and

4. A hydrological evaluation ofthe 1oo-year storm event to
provide information on how water and sediment is
conveyed through the Project site.

lf an SAA is required, the Applicant shall provide compensatory
mitigation at no less than 3:1 for impacts to streams and
associated natural communitios. or al a ratio acceptable to CDFW
per a LSA Agreement. Mitigation should occur within the Western
Riverside County. On-site mitigation measures may include the
enhancement of existing streams, A conceptual Habitat Mitigation
and Monitoring Plan shall be prepared, if necessary, for the
enhancemant activities to address impacts to Fish and Game
Code seclion 1602 r€sourcss, which may includs non-nativB
species removaland revegetation followed by periodic monitoring.
The plan shall sDecify the criteda and slandards bv which the

January 202,1 I9 Response to Comments
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Response to Comment Letter l: California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Response to Comment l-l:
This comment raises concem over the project's compliance with Section 6.1.2 of the Western
Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Clonservation Plan (MSHCP). The conrmenter describes the
intent and process MSHCP compliance as it relates to CEQA review.

The permanent impacts to the ephemeral streambed do not require a Determination of Biologically
Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) because MSCHP resources are not present. The
channel and vegetation impacted by the project do not provide functions and values contributing
to the species included under the purpose of Section 6.1.2 and are therefore not considered
"resources" within the regulatory purview of the MSHCP.

Per Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP. " Rilnrian/Riverine Area.s ore lands u,hich conluin Habilut
dontinated h), lraes, shrubs, persislenl emergenl.\, or emergenl nnsses und lichens. v,hit'h ot'ctu'
c'lose b or v,hich deperul npon soil moislurc.fi'orn u nearbl,.fresh u'oler source: or oreos wilh.fresh
v,trter.fkn, during all or u portion ol the yeur." The analysis of Riverine/Riparian areas is based

upon the funclions and values the specific location provides to the "Purpose" species within the
Plan area. Riparian/riverine resources include either: areas containing riparian vegelation. or
riverine areas (streams) thal do not contain riparian vegetation. but that have waler flow for all or
a portion of the year. These areas must contain biological functions and values thal contribute to
downstream habitat values for covered species inside the MSHCP Conversation Area.

Compliance with Section 6.1.2 was initially met by conducting a biological reconnaissance survey
on March 4th and March 24th.2020. and subsequently preparing a Biological Resources Technical
Report (BRTR) documenting the presence of Riparian/Riverine Resources within the vicinity of
the project site. As referenced in the BRTR and discussed in the IS/MND, the covered species
associated with riparian/riverine areas necessitating additional surveys were not encountered.
Additionally. the proiect footprint does not contain suitable habitat for the species described as the
"Purpose" of Section 6.1 .2. No suitable nesting habitat lor bald eagle. least Bell's vireo. peregrine
lalcon. southwestern willow flycatcher, or western yellow-billed cuckoo was identified on site. No
vernal pool fairy shrimp. or Riverside fairy shrimp habitat was identified. No habitat for arroyo
toad. mountain yellow-legged fiog. or California red-legged frog was identifled. No habitat for
Santa ana sucker was identified. None olthe plant species included as listed under Purpose in
Section 6.1 .2 are present. Further, the Dislrict conducted an additional habitat assessment for Least
Bell's vireo habitat on January 30,2024. in which no suitable nesting habitat was present.

For this reason, the District. as a Permittee under the MSHCP, considered the preparation of a

Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) for Riverine/Riparian
Areas unnecessary for the specified project footprint. Therefore, the project remains consistent
with Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP and the District affirms the project has adequately demonstrated
compliance with the process for Consistency Findings as required under Section 6.1 .2, Protection
of Species Associated with R iparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools.

Response to Comment l-2:
This comment addresses the potential lbr a significant impact occurring to Burrowing Owl (Alhenc

cuniculariu). a California Departmenl ol Fish and Wildlif'e. Species ol Special Concern. The

January 2024 ll Response to Comments



Department of Fish and Wildlife recommended changes to the existing Mitigation Measure to
include additional reporting and further detailed procedures. The recommendations provided were
determined to be non-substantive. The Mitigation Measure BIO- I references the procedures
included in the 2006 Burrowing Owl Survey instructions for the Western Riverside Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan. The District's pre-construction burrowing owl surveys will be

completed prior to construction and followed by Nesting Bird Surveys within three days prior to
construction. A biologist qualified for both Nesting Bird and Burrowing Owl Surveying will be

retained bv the District.

The District has determined that the mitigation measures already included will reduce the potential
for impacts to Burrowing Owl below the threshold of significance. Biological surveys will confirm
the absence of the species prior to irrpacts occurring on the project site. effectively reducing the
impact occurring to the species to no impact.

Response to Comment I -3:
The acquisition ofregulatory permits is adequately addressed in Section IV Biological Resources,
page 24 of the Initial Study. Additionally. receiving permits for impacts to jurisdictional waters is

considered compliance with existing laws. and is unnecessary to include as a mitigation measure.

Response to Comment I -,1:

This comment includes a recommendation lbr preparation ofa weed management plan. The project
plans include specillcations for seeding ofnative grass and herbaceous planl species over disturbed
surfaces. The District will consider lhe recommendations provided. It should be noted that the
District standard praclice is to routinely monilor and maintains its f'acilities to prevent the
uncontrolled growth ofweeds and non-native vegetalion.

Response to Comment l-5:
This comrnent includes the recommendation for inclusion of mitigation measures provided by
CDFW. The recommended Mitigation Measures are provided as an attachment to the comment
letter. The District has received and reviewed the recomnrended mitigation measures. as discussed
previously. the District has deternrined these measures would not be necessary because Ihe existing
mitigation measures are already sufficient for reducing potential impacts to a less than signiflcant
level.

Response to Comment l-6:
This comnrent addresses the requirement to provide environnrental data to the public record as part
of the CEQA process as required by the Public Resources Code. Section 2 I 003. subdivision (e).
Providing biological data to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) addresses this
requiremenl specifically fbr sensitive Biological Resources. This comment has been brought to the
attention ol-District staff to l'ulfiII these reporting requirements.

Response to Comment I -7:
This information regarding the required filing fees has been noted. We thank you tbr your
comments regarding the compilation ofthe final document and contribulion to the overall project.

Januarv 202,1 Response to Conrments



Comment Letter 2: Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Water Boards

santa Ana Regionatw"t"r or;tity c;;ra*rJ
&ober 30, 2023

Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Conservation Districl
Attn: Environmental Regulalory Services lll
1995 Market Streel
Riverside, CA 92501

COMMENTS ON INITIAL STUDY FOR THE WOODCREST.RINEHART ACRES
DRAINAGE PLAN PROJECT

Dear Environmental Regulatory Services lll

Thank you for providing siafl of tho Sanla Ana Rogional Water Quality Control Board
(Sanla Ana Water Board) with lhe opportunity lo comment on the lnitial Study for the
Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Pmject (Project). Santa Ana Waler Board
staff's commenls are as follows.

The analysis of the Project's impacts to hydrology and water quality is inadeguale. TIIF-
analysis does not adaquately describe the applicable water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements that apply to the Prqect. The water quality standards are found
in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Basin Plan). Water
quality standards are protecled through compliance with waste discharge requirements.
The analysis does not disclose where the reader can tind the water quality standards or
accuralely d€scribe the applicable wasle discharge requirements.

To correct this problem, Santa Ana Water Board staff recommends that the lnitial Study
(lS) be amended so that it:

Oescribes the downstream receiving waters and r€fers the reador to th€ Basin
Plan at so
that they may review the applicablo water quality standards.

ldentmes the current Construction General Permit. O]det 2022-0057-DWQ, and
reters the reader to the permit at @
}ry9rq2z{QIlQryq&a99yl, so th6y may rsview the requir€msnts.

References the Municipal Separate Storm Sewe, System (MS4) Permit, Order
R8-2010-0033, and refers the reader to the p€rmit at

Krirsrl'.r lrusfiA!, cll^rB I J^yrlr Joy. Erfcl.,rvr orrcur

3r37 r.1. 6rror Suh. tOO, Fiv.did., CA e2aO1-aaa! | {w.,.r.rbc.rd....gov/t.ni....
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10 033 RC MS4 Permit 01 29 l0 (ca.oov), so they may review the applicable
requir6ments th€re.

References lhe guidance requir€d und6r Provision Xll.F. of the MS4 and
approved by lhe Santa Ana Waler Board's Executive Officer and make it
available to the roader, so that th€y may review th€ applicable requir€monts
ther€.

lncludes an analysis of the polential impacts shown in Provision Xtl.C.4. of the
MS4 Permil.

The inaccuracies and omissions in the lS and limited infomatlon on how the Project wi
comply with the waste discharge requiremenls do not support th6 conclusion that lhe
requirements will be met and that the Proiect's impacfs r,y// b€ /oss than significant. The
guidance under Provision Xll.F. of the MS4 Permit is intended to cause the preparation
of docum€nts that are functionally equivalent to Water Quality Managemenl Plans
required under Provisions Xll.D.1. and 2. The functionally equivalent documenl is to
include "site spocific consideration utilizing [b€st management practicesl to address
street. roads, and highway capital proiect runoff to the [maximum e]it€nt practicablel."l
(Finding 11.G.18. o, the MS4 Permit)

The intent of th6 programs and policies incorporated into the MS4 Pormil is lo minimize
lhe impacls from a specilic proiecl to a level that is below significance as defined in
CEOA (see Finding ll.D.2. of th6 MS4 Pormit). A pro.iect's noncompliance wilh wasle
discharge requirements, lhal are intended to prolect beneficial uses (e.9., waler conlact
recrealion, wildlife habitat, etc.) in the Basin Plan, individually or cumulatively threaten
water quality. ln cases wh€r6 the receiving wat€r's benoficial usas are curr€ntly
impaired, prgect noncompliance may contribute to and continue the impairmenl.

To address this problem, Santa Ana Water Board staff recomm€nds that the lS be
amended as advised above. ln addition, lhe lS should be amended so that it refers the
reader to the functionally equivalent document puGuant to Provision Xll.F. ot the Permit
and makes il availabla for review by the r€ader. This document should demonstrate that
the County's consideralion of source controls and trealment controls is based on the
site-sp€cific circumslances of the Project and the practicable application of available
technology.

These recommended changes will help the County demonstrate that its Project staff are
aware of the relevant waste discharge requirements and are committed to compliance;
educate the reader on the Project's potenlial water quality impacts and the County's
€fforts to mitigate them; and provide an adequate environmental document upon which
a Clean Water Acl seclion 401 waler quality standards certification may be issued if

I Permittees are required to reduce pollution to ih6 maximum extent practhable according to the
t€chnology-based standard s€l by lhe led€ral 169ulations at 40CFR122.26(d)(2Xiv). Ihis slandard is m€t
by complying with the requirements ot the MS4 Permil

-2-
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needed. lf you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Gsurav
Raien at Be,l8glg!@]tel9&ggtds.Sa,99y or at (951 ) 321-4584.

Sincerely,

Adam ita by

0Fischer 3,r 0.3
I13234 -07'00'

Adam Fischer, Sup6rvisor
Municipal Stormwater Unil

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation Distric{ - Jason
Swenson (idswenso@rivco.oro)
Riverside Counly Flood Control and Wat6r Conservation Dislrict - Soan
Beniman (sbenima@rivco.org)
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Response to Comment Letter 2: Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board

Response to Comment 2-l:
This comment provided by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (SARWQCB)
addresses the completeness ofthe description ofthe water quality standards and waste discharge
requirements which apply to the project.

The District acknowledges the comment received from the SARWQCB. Information regarding the
Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin, the Construction Stormwater General
Permit, and the applicable Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (M54) Permit has been added
to the lnitial Study to describe the project requirements and the District's compliance actions more
accurately.

Response to Comment 2-2:
This comment addresses the project's compliance with waste discharge requirements and
compliance with the Santa Ana Region Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit.

A document functionally equivalent to a Water Quality Management Plan, as required under the
Santa Ana Region M54 permit (Order No. R8-2010-0033, NPDES Permit No. CAS6l8033) was
prepared previously for this project and has now been included in the attachments. This plan is
intended to address the requirements of the MS4 Permit and includes site specific analysis of the
appropriate BMPs to address impacts to water quality to the maximum extent practicable. The
document provided, The Low lmpacl Devebpment: Guidctnce and Standards.for Tronsportation
Prqiec'ts, includes the implementation of treatment controls appropriate to the project location as
required under the MS4 Permit. The final IS/MND has been amended to include description of the
report and to make reference to the MS4 Permit.

Response to Comment 2-3:
The District respectfully acknowledges this comment letter. and has provided additional
infbrmation to better clarify the District's commitment to compliance with the established waste
discharge requirements, and the information provided improves upon the adequacy of the
document. We thank you for your comments regarding the compilation olthe final document and
contribution to the overall project.
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3.0 l]rrata

Changes to the Draft IS/MND are noted below. A doubbundedirc indicates additions to the text; and a

st+i*eth+eugh indicates deletions to the text. Changes have been analyzed and responded to in Section 2.0,
Response to Comments, of this Final IS/MND. Changes are listed by page and, where appropriate, by
paragraph.

These errata address the technical comments on the Draft IS/MND, which circulated from Oclober 2,2023,
to November l, 2023. These changes to the Drafl IS/MND do not affect the overall conclusions of the
environmental document. These clarifications and modifications are not considered to result in any new or
substantially greater significant impacts as compared to those identified in the Draft IS/MND.

Section IV. Biological Resources (a)

Special Status Wildlife; Page, 23.

The burrowing owl {Alhene cuniculuria hypugucu) is a California Species of Special Concem and is
considered to have a high potential to occur within the Project site (Chambers, 2020a). Focused burrowing
owl surveys were conducted lbr this Project in July of 2022 and no burrowing owl or sign were observed
(District, 2022). Although no burrowing owls were detected during the focused surveys and because the
Project site contains burrows and suitable habitat, the Project shall be conditioned with a preconstruction
presence/absence survey within 30 days of ground disturbance to avoid direct take of bunowing owl in
accordance with the MSHCP Species Specific Objective 6. With the implementation of Mitigation
Measure BIO-l 444!$!@@$g45gpg$!f impacts to burrowing owl would be less than significant.

Nesting Birds

Vegetation at the Project site and surrounding areas provide suitable nesting habitat for raptors and
songbirds. lf construction of the proposed Project occurs during the bird breeding season (typically
February through August), ground-disturbing conslruction activities could direclly and indirectly affect
birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Califomia Fish and Game Code. Direct
impacts to birds and their nests could occur through mortality and lhe removal ofhabitat on the Project site
and indirectly through inffeased noise. vibrations. and increased human aclivity. lmpacts to nesting birds
would be less than significant with the implemenlation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-I: Preconstruction Burrowing Owl Survey. A pre-construction survey fbr burrowing owls shall be

conductedjn compliance with within 30 days prior to
ground disturbance to avoid direct impacts to the species. The survey shall encompass suitable
habitat in the conslruction footprint plus a 500-foot buffer and follow the 2006 Burrowing Owl
Survey lnstructions for the Western Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation PIan Area.
This requirement shall be included on project construction plans and specitications. Ifthe species
is detected. a Burrowing Owl Protection and Relocation Plan shall be drafted to ensure proteclion
of the species. The plan shall include appropriate avoidance buffers, passive and/or active
relocation. construction moniloring, and reporting requirements. The plan shall be reviewed and
approved within 30 days of receipt by the Regional Conservation Authorily and California
Department of Fish and Wildlil'e. Ifthe species is not detected then no further action is required.

Januarv 2024 27 Errata



Bto-2: Preconstruction Nesting Bird Survey. Vegetation clearing shall be conducted outside of the
nesting season, which is generally identified as February through August each year. lf avoidance
of the nesting season is not i'easible. then a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey
within three days prior to any site disturbance, including disking. demolition activities, and
grading. The survey shall encompass suitable habitat in the construction footprinl plus a 500-foot
buffer. Ifadditional areas are proposed for disturbance, a new nesting bird survey that covers those
areas shall be conducted. This requirement shall be included on Project construction plans and
specifications. Ifnests with eggs or young are detected, the biologist shall establish suitable buffers
around the nests, and the buffer areas shall be avoided unlil the nests are no longer occupied and
thejuvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. lfno active nests are detected, then no
further action is required.

Section IV. Biological Resources (l)

Section 6.1.2 Ripa rian/Rivcrine, Vcrral Pool, and Fairy Shrimp; Page,25.

Riverine/riparian habital. along with the open water areas, was mapped on the Project site. Mapped
resources include 0.34 acre of riparian habitat and 0.02 acre of streambed. These features are located at the
east end of the of the Project site. The riverine/riparian habitat is surrounded by development and is
supported by runoff from the surrounding residential neighborhoods. The open tree canopy of the habitat
consists of scattered mature willow trees with a shrub canopy dominated by mule fat (Baccharis salicifitlia
s}bsp. salicilbliu) and stinging nellle (Urticu dioica). The understory lacked vegetation in places, abutting
the non-nalive annual grassland or was comprised offreshwater cattail marshes dorrynslrcao oit[e prouosed

in the easl€rn pa* ef the outlet structure{@.

Permanent impacts at the proposed outlet struclure total 0.086 acre of disturbed mule tat-stinging nettle
thickets and mixed willow thickets (MSHCP riparian habitat) and 0.031 acre of ephemeral drainage
(MSHCP riverine habitat). The proposed Project impacl area does nol contain suitable habitat for any of
the species listed in Section 6.1.2 ofthe MSHCP. Additionally, the nearest MSHCP Conservation area is
approximately 6 miles from the Project site within the Mockingbird Reservoir Public/Quasi Public Lands
where lhe water is delained. The nearest Criteria Cell is approximately 9 miles from the Mockingbird
Canyon Reservoir. Flows fiom the Project site are ephemeral and would only reach the conservation area
during heavy stonn events. Since the flows are not proposed to be diverted and will continue to outlet in
the same localion. there will be no impact to sensitive habitats or species within the Conservation Areas.

Oue to tne aisconne

iOentifieO snecies For these reasons the
District- as a Perm a Determination ofBiologically Equivalent or
Superior Preservation is not n€€d€+lya[augl for this Project.

Permitting conditions to offset these impacts will be identified during coordination through the regulatory
permitting process with the regulatory agencies (USACE, CDFW, SWRCB) and may include compensatory
mitigation, avoidance. or nonnative plant removal within lhe communities.

There are no vernal pools on the Project site (Chambers. 2020a). No potential lbr l'airy shrimp exists due to
the lack of suitable habitat (Chambers. 2020a).
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Section X. Hydrology and Water Quality (a)

Water Quality Standards or Waste I)ischarge Requirements; Page, J{.

The District musl comply with all state. f'ederal and local regulations related to water quality. including the
Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) and the State of California's Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act.
The Project provides conditions designed to avoid and minimize potential water quality impacts associated
with construction, operation, and maintenance activities. Because the Project is greater than one acre, a

SWPPP will be prepared, and the contractor will obtain coverage under the General Permit for Discharges
of Stonn Water Associated with Construction Activity, Order No. 2022-005
2e09-0009-D+Q. Therefore. the Project ean-g!!@[!lale! benefit qwater quality and is not expected
to conflict with any adopted water quality standards or wasle discharge requirements. District mainlenance
activities will also continue to be conducted in accordance with any applicable State Water Resources

Control Board and/or any Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements, including all conditions
and BMPs included and the 404 and 401 permits, and applicable provisions ofthe CWA. Furthermore, the
District is the Principal Permittee for the three Riverside County NPDES Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) permits related to the Districfs jurisdiction within the Santa Ana (Sanla Ana Watershed).
Colorado River Basin (Whitewater Watershed). and San Diego (Santa Margarita Watershed) regions, and
the District is required to implement BMPs during maintenance activilies.

fhe Proiect is toca

ryithin the City of Rivelsidc, Thc Proieqt is srbieqt Io thcreqljremepll\rilhin the Santa Ana Rcg.ion MS4
Permit- (Order No.
aOOressea ln tle or
anoenaix U. a oretl

Repo(-

fnese reouiremenl
for the Sanla Ana Riv
f nnos:Zwww.water

In addition. lhe District willimplements the lbllowing standard operating procedures to protect water
quality:

lmplem€ntation of Water Quality Best Management Practices. All BMP materials are to be

onsite prior to maintenance activity and ready tbr use. BMPs shall be in compliance rvith all
specifications governing the proper design. installation. operation. and maintenance of such
management practices.

Equipment Staging and Maintenance. Allfueling. lubrication, maintenance. slorage. and staging
ofvelricles and equipment shall be outside of Waters ofthe State and shall not result in a discharge
or a threatened discharge to Waters ofthe State.

Therefore. Project aclivities will continue to be conducted in accordance with any applicable State Water
Resources Control Board and/or any Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements.

January 2024 l9 Errata



4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

,l.l lntroduction

This section of the Final IS/MND is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) lor the
Woodcrest Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project. This MMRP has been prepared pursuanl to Section
21081.6 ofthe California Public Resources Code. which requires public agencies to "adopt a reporting and

monitoring program for the changes made to tlre project or conditions ofproject approval, adopled in order
to mitigate or avoid signitlcant effects on the environment." An MMRP is required for the proposed project
because the IS/MND has identified significant adverse impacts. and measures have been identified to
mitigate those impacts.

4.2 Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program

As the Lead Agency for CEQA, the District will be responsible for monitoring compliance with all
mitigation measures pertaining to compliance with CEQA. The MMRP identifies the department and or
organization with the responsibility ofensuring the measure is completed; however. it is expected that one
or more departments will coordinate ellbrts to ensure compliance.

The MMRP is presented in tabular fonn on the lbllowing pages. The components of the MMRP are

described briefly below.

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring Responsibility: Identifies the department within the City with responsibility for
mitigation monitoring.

Verification (Date and Initials): Provides a contact who reviewed the mitigation measure and the
date the measure was determined complete.

4.3 Mitigation Measure Acronyms

CDFW. Califomia Departmenl of Fish and Wildlife

CEQA, California Environmental Quality Act

MSHCP, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan

RWQCB, Regional Water Quality Control Board

RCA, Regional Conservation Authority

USACE, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

lama.v 2024 .10 MMRP

Timing: ldentifies at which stage ofthe project the mitigation must be completed.



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Woodcrcst-Reinhart Acres Drain, e Plan

Issuc
Potcntial
Imp:rct

l\litigaaion \leasures Acfion
Impleme ntation
ResDonsibilih

Coverning Agenc!, Implementation Timing

Biological
Rcsourccs

1he proposed Project
contains suilable habilat
lor burrorving owl and

implementalion ol the

Proiccl has the potential

to impact bunoNing

Prc-conslruclion surYev Riverside Count].
Flood Contml and

Water Consen'ation
District

(DISTRICT)

Califomia
Dcpartment offish

and Wildlife
(CDFw) & Regional

Consen'ation
Authorit_v (RCA)

No more lha.n 3o-days
prior to grading or
ground disturba.nce

Biological
Resoutces

The proposed Projecl
ha-s the polential lo
impacl ncsting birds ir'
construction occurs
during the nesting

Miligation Measure BIO-2: Ve8etation
clearing shall tle conducted oulside of the
nesting season. u-hich is generally identified
as l'ebruary lhrough Augusl each year. If
avoidance of the nesting season is not
li&\ible. then a qualified biologisl shall
conduct a nesting bird survey $'ithin three
days prior to an) site disturbance. including
disking. demolition activilies. and grading.
The survel shall encompass suitable habitat
in the construction footprint plus a 5o0-foot
huffcr. If addilional areas are proposed for
dislurbance. a ne$ nesting bird survey that
covcrs thosc arcas shall be conducted. This

Prc-conslruclion sunev I)ts IRt( t ('l)liW: t lSl:WS Prior lo grading or
ground disturbance if

construction is scheduled
to occur bel\\'cen
December 156 -
September l5d'.

.tl

Miligation Mcasure BI0-l: Burro$ing O$1.
A pre-construction surve) for burowing
ouls shall be conducte<L in compliance with
the Weslem Rivcrsidc Coung MSIICP.
within 30 days prior to Bround disturbance lo
avoid direct impacts to the species. 'fhe

suncl shall cncompass suilable habilal in
lhc construction lootprint plus a 500-foor
bull'er and lbllorv the 2006 Burrowing Owl
Survc) Inslruclions for the Weslem
Riverside Multiple Spccics Habital
Conservalion Plan Area. This requirentenl
shall be included on projed construction
plans ]nd specitications. ll lhc species is
delccled. a Burrowing Owl Protection and
Relocation Plan shall be drafied to ensure
prolection of the species. The plan shall
include appropriale avoidance buffers.
passi\'e and/or actile relocalion.
construclion monitoring. and reporting
requirements. The plan shall bc reviewed
and approved rvithin 30 days of receipt b),
lhc Rcgional Consenalion Authori0 and
Calilomia Departmcnl ol Fish and Wildlite.
lfthe species is nol dclecled. then no further
action is required.
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Issuc
Potential

I m Dacl
llitigation \lcarurcs Action

Implementation
RcsDonsibilih

Governing Agencr_ Implementation Timing

l_or pre-construction cultural sensitivity
training. notification. and monitoring
protocol. The TCRMP $'ill consider
concems of th€ consulling Tribes and the
consulting l'ribes rvillhave an opportunir)_ to
r(\ ie!\ and commcnl on lhc dran tCRMP.

ln lhe erenl tlwl lhe consull ing Tribes dre not
tlble lo renso abl)' ucconnlodole lhe
Dishict's rcquesls andor needs regarding
monilorifig. lhe Distict m@ p,oceed wilh
.llitigalion lleasue'l (-R-2 as needed.

'fribal

Cullural
Resources

Mitigation Measure TCR-2: Archeological
Moniloring/Reconnaissance as.needcd. The
District ma]. at ils discr€lion. conduct
archacoloBical nloniloring and/or
reconnaissance o[ the Project site using a

qualified archaeologisi that is nol a Tribal
monilor or represenlative of a Native
American l_ribe- This would occur onl) as

needcd during ground-disturbing
construclion activities.

Cultural l\'lonitoring I)ISI RI('T



STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES
Woodcrest-Reinhert Acres Drainage Plan

lssue Pot€ntial
lmpact

Standird Operating Procedure Action Implementetion
Responsibilitl

Govcrning Agenct Implementetion Timing

Cultural
Resourccs

Ground disturbing
aclivilies have lhe
polential for lhe
discolen ofhunan

llurnan l{enrains
If human remains or remains that are

polentially human are found. the District
shall retain a qualified professional
archaeologisl lo ensure reasonable prolection
measures are taken to prolect the discovery
from disturbanc€. Thc archaeologist shall
notif-! lhe Riverside Count] Coroner per |i
7050.5 of thc tlealth and Salety Code.
Handling of the discovery shall follow the
provisions set lorth by $ 7050.5 of the
Califomia Heallh and Safer) Code and I
5097.98 of lhe Calilomia Public Resources
Code-

Contact Count) Coroner if
human rcmains are

discovered.

I)I STR ICT Riversid€ CounO
Coroner

[)uring eanh\\'ork
activities rilhin lhe

Pro_ject site.

Ilazardous
Materials

Bc locatcd on 
^ 

site

$hich is included on

a list ofhazardous
malerials siles
complied pursuant lo
(iovcmmcnt Codc
Section 65962.5.

In thc c\cnl thal an)'hazardous materials.
historical. archaeological. or paleonlological
resourccs rrc accidcnlallr discrrvcrcd w ithin
project limits. lhe contractor shall
immedialell cease allconstruclion or ground
disturbance acli\ it} in the vicinilv ofthe find
and notif) lhe cngineer. District \\'ill provide
lhe appropriate professional lo assess the
siBnificancc oi the discorcq and. if
necessarr'. de\.elop appropriate managemenl
rnd lrealmenl measures. I'he contiaclor shall
not resunre conslruction in the allected area
rvilhoul engineer's approval.

Construction Monitoring DISI RICl I)ISTRICT During earthwork
activities \\'ilhin the

Project site.

Hrdrologl and

\\'atcr Qunlil)

Violate anl-' water
qualil)' slandards or
*asle discharge

requiremcnts or
othenvise
subslantiall)' degrade

Srounduater qualit).

All BMP matcrials arc to be onsile prior to
mainlenance activil) and readl_ lor use.

BMPs shall bc in compliance with all
specifications goveming thc prop€r design.
installation. operation. and mainlenance of
such management practices including thc
implementalion of the Water Qualily
Management Plan and treatnrent controls.

lmplemenlation of Water

Quality Best Management
Practices (BMP).

DIS IRIC I DISTR]CT During Proiect
maintenance.

1,1



lssue Potenlirl
Impact

Stand.rd Operating I'rocedure Action lmplementaliorl
Responsibilitl

Govern ing .tgenc) Implementation l iming

lJydrologl and

Water Qualil)

Violate an;'' rlatcr
qualitl standards or
rvaste dischargc
requiremenls or
othe Nis€
substantialll degrade
surface or
groundwater qualit\'.

All tueling. lubricalion. maintenance,
storage. and staging of rchicles and
equipmenl shall be outside of Waters oflhe
State and shall not result in a discharge or a

lhrealened discharge to Waters ofthe State.

laquipmcnt Strging and

l\4aintcnance.
t)ts IRt( t DISTRICI' DurinB constnrclion

activiti(s.

Traffic and
Transponation

Emergenc\ Access A tramc conlrol plan \\ould be

implemenled during the conslruction phase
1() mainlain traffic Ilow and providc
em€rgenc) rcsponsc access in lhe Projecl
sile.

'Itallic Control Plan DISI'RI('I' I)ISIRI('I During conslruction
activitics.
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PU BL lC NOT lC E: NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF lNlTlAL STU DY

NOTICE OF INTE NT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED N EGATIVE DEC LARATION
FOR THE WOODCREST-R IN EHART AC RES DRAINAGE PLAN PROJ ECT

PROJ ECT INFORMATION:
The Riverslde Counly Flood Conlrol ond Wo'ter Conservollon Dlslrict (DIstricl) ls proposing
to aonsiruci, operole, ond moinioin opproximotely 8,000 lineol feet (LF) ot o reinrorced
concrele pipe slorm droin syslem. including colch bosins ond oh oullel structure (Proiecl).
The storm droins will be locoled olong porlions of Gronite Avenue, Obsidion Drive, Boulder
Avenue, Morlposo Avenue, Dollos Avenue, ond Wood Rood ond will convey flows to lhe
proposed outlel. The proposed oullel slructure will dischorge flows inlo on existing blueline
slreom ol lhe soulheosl interseclion of Wood Rood ond Dollos Avenue. Additionolly, lhe
Proiecl includes opproximolely 10,000 LF of slreel improvemenls necessory to collecl ond
deliver runofl'lo lhe proposed slorm droins. The purpose oI lhe Proiect is lo provicle Iloodprolection 1o lhe Woodcresl ond odiocenl communities. The Proiect will oddress
comploints ond ollow Ior proper droinoge wilhin lhe encompossed communily.

REASON FOR PUBLIC NOT IC E:
ln occordonce wlth lhe Colifornio Environmenlol Quolity Act (CEQA), the Dislricl hos
conducled on lnitiol Study Ior this Proiecl, which onolyzes potenliol impocts il moy hove on
lhe environmenl. The result oI lhis sludy shows lhis Proiect will noi significonlly impoci
lhe environmenl, ond o Mitigoted Negolive Deciorolion (MND) is proposed. The 30-doy
public review period begins on Oclober 2, 2023. Ihis public nolice is lo solicil commenls,
questions, or concerns oboul lhe environmentol onolysis ond Proiecl impocls.

INFORMATION AVAI LABLE :
A copy o, lhe lnitiol Study ond MN D is ovoiloble for review ol the following locolion:
RCFC&WCD, lt|95 Morket Street, Riverside, CA 92501, (951) 955-1200
Pleose visit the RCFC&WCD websile ot: www.rcrlood.ors. The C EQA documen'l ond pub lic
nolices ore locoted in lhe lower lefl corner of lhe websile under lhe "CEQA"/Seclion 18" tob.

Any comments or concerns oboui lhe proposed Proiect, lniliol Sludy, or MND musl be
submilled in writing no loter thon Ociober 31, 2023. Writ'ten responses should moke
reference io lhe "Woodcresl-Rinehort Acres Droinoge Plon Proiecl.'

Pleose submil ony written commenls lo: Riverside Counly Flood Con'frol ond Woter
Conservo'tion Districl, 1995 Morket Slreef, Riverside, CA 92501, Attn: Environmenlol
Regulolory Services I I I

Queslions should be direcled lo: Joson Swenson: 951.955.8082 ( idswenso@rivco.org) or Seon
Berrimon : 951.955.1 242 (sberrimo@rivco.org).
Pre!3.Enterprl3e
Publlshed: td5l23
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NOTICE OF AVAITABILITY OF INITIAL STUDY

NOTICE OF INTENTTO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGAT]VE DECIARATION
FOR THE WOODCREST-RINEHART ACRES DRAINAGE PLAN PROJECT

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
Distdct (Distrlct), is proposlng to construct, operate, and
maintaln approxlmately 8,000 llneal feet (tF) of a reinforced
concrete plpe storm drain system, lncluding catch basins and an

outlet structure. The storm dralns will be located alon8 portions
of Granite Avenue, Obsidian Drive, Boulder Avenue, Mariposa
Avenue; Dallas Avenue, and Wood Road and will convey flows
to the proposed outlet. The proposed outlet structure wlll
discharge flows into an existinB bluellne stream at the southeast
intersection of Wood Road and Dallas Avenue. Additlonally, the
Project includes approxlmately 10,000 LF of street
improvements necessary to collect and deliver runoff to t'he
proposed storm drains. The purpose ofthe Project is to provide
flood protectlon to the Woodcrest and adjacent communities.
The prolect will address complalnts and allow for proper
drainage wlthln the encompassed communlty.

ln accordance wlth the Callfornla Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the Olstrict has conducted an Initial Study for this
Project which analfzes potential impasts it may have on the
environment. The result of thls study shows thls Project wlll not
significantly impact the environment and a Mitigated Negative
Declaratlon {MND) ls proposed. The 3o-day public review period
begins on October 2, 2023, This publlc notice is to sollclt
comments, questions, or concerns about the envlronmental
analysis and Project impacts.
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PUBLIC NO

A copy e lnitial Study a MN ts avat et ew at the n8 oca ons:

ptease visit the RcFca*Slr1l"ur,," 
",, 

*r*.r.nooo.o,"
The CEQA document ond publlc notices orc locoted in the lowet lefi comer of the website under

the "CEA/Sec on 78" tqb.

RCtC&WCD
1995 Market Street
Riverside, CA 92501

(9s1)9ss-1200

Any comments or concerns about the proposed Projed, lnitial Study, or MND must be submitted in wrltlnS no later than October
31, 2023. Written responses should make reference to the "Woodcrest-Rlnehart Acres Dralnage Plan Prolect."

Please submlt anywritten comments to:
Riverside County FIood Control

and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street

Riverside, cA 9250i.
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INTRODUCTION

Regulatory Framework
In accordance with the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections 2 1000-
21189.70.10), this Inilial Study has been prepared to evaluate potential significant environmental impacts
related to the proposed Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project (Project) for the construction and
maintenance of a series of 100-year storm drain facilities. The proposed Project also includes an outlet structure
and street improvements. In accordance with Section 15063 ofthe CEQA Guidelines (Guidelines), this Initial
Study is a preliminary analysis by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
(District) as Lead Agency to inform the Lead Agency decision makers, other affected agencies, and the public
ofpotential environmental impacts associaled with the approval and implementation oFthe proposed Project.

Organization of the lnitial Study
The lnitial Study is organized as follou's

Introduction: Provides the regulatory context along with a brielsummary ofthe CEQA process.

Project lnformation: Provides fundamental project information, such as the project description, projecr
location, and figures.

Lead Agency Determination: ldentifies environmental factors potentially affected by the Project and
identifies the Lead Agency's determination based on the initial evaluation.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures: This section provides the District's standard operating
procedures, Project-specific features and mitigation measures that will be implemented to reduce any
potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels. This table serves as the Mitigation Monitoring
Plan for the Project.

Evaluating Environmental lmpacts: Provides the parameters the District uses when detennining level of
impact.

CEQA Checklist: Provides an environmental checklist and accompanying analysis for responding to
checklist questions.

Resources: Includes a list of references and various resources utilized in preparing the analysis.



PROJECT INFOR]\,IATION

Project Title
Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project

Lead Agency and Project Proponent
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District)
1995 Market Street
Riverside, Califomia 92501

Lead Agency Contact
Jason Swenson
Senior Flood Control Planner
idswenso(drivco.ore
951.955.8082

Project Background
The District is required to provide adequate flood control facilities for residents within the various zones under
the jurisdiction of the District- The District has received seven (7) complaints from 1997-2019, reporting
flooding issues within the proposed Project site. In an effort to mitigate those complaints and allow for proper
drainage, the District determined it was necessary to install flood control facilities. The District also partnered
with the Riverside County Transportation Department (RCTD) to provide street improvements in coordination
with the installation ofthe underground thcilities.

Project Location
The proposed Project is located within an existing neighborhood in the Rinehart-Acres subdivision in
Woodcrest. The Project site is generally located south of Mariposa Avenue, west of Parsons Road, north of
Dallas Avenue, and east ofTalt Street. Project components will be located along ponions of Mariposa Avenue,
Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive, and Wood Road. The proposed outlet
location is within a portion ofAssessor's Parcel Number (APN) 266-21l-004. The Project site is located within
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Steele Peek, Califomia 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle and
Sections 3 I and 32 of Township 3 South and Range 4 West. The elevation range at the Project site ranges from
1,645 to I .76'7 feel above mean sea level (arnsl). See Figure I and Figure 2 for additional infonnation.

Project Description
The Project consists of construction, operation, and maintenance of a series of 100-year storm drain facilities
ranging in diameter from l8 to 66 inches ofreinforced concrete pipe (RCP) totaling approximately 8,000 linear
feet (lf), as well as the construction of approximately 23 catch basins and l2 drop inlets to capture flows and
address local drainage along Mariposa Avenue, Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian
Drive, and Wood Road. The Project also includes installation of an outlet structure with an energy dissipator.
and grouted riprap lined tumaround, as well as 10,600 lf of street improvements consisting of paving, berms,
and gutters for currenlly unpaved street sections within the Project site. Additionally. the Project would include
the removal and disposal ofapproximately 3,860 liofexisting asphalt concrete (AC) berm. The primary purpose
ofthe street improvements is to facilitate drainage to the identified storm drain inlets. This Project is proposed
and led by the District in partnership with RCTD.

Underground storm drain facilities will be located along portions of Mariposa Avenue. Cranite Avenue. Boulder
Avenue, Dallas Avenue, Obsidian Drive, and Wood Road. The upstream portion ofthe proposed mainline will
begin on Mariposa Avenue about I 50 ft to the west of its cross section with Obsidian Drive, running east until
it turns south at Wood Road, and continues south until it tums east at Dallas Avenue to the outlet structure. The
proposed Granite Avenue lateral upstream portion will begin on Obsidian Drive approximately 150 ft south of
its intersection with Granite Avenue, tuming east on Granite Avenue until meeting the mainline on Wood Road.
The headworks for the proposed Boulder Avenue Lateral is on Boulder Avenue approximately 700 ft west of



the intersection with Wood Road where it meets with the mainline. The proposed Dallas Avenue lateral begins
on Obsidian Drive approximately 250 ft north of its intersection with Wood Road where it meets with the
mainline. Drain conveyance from the mainline and three (3) laterals will outlet at a proposed structure thal
eventually drains into an existing nanrral blueline stream approximately 700 ft east of the Dallas Avenue and
Wood Drive intersection, located within APN 266-2ll-004.

The street improvements consist of26-foot-wide street paving and 4-to-6-inch AC berm along Granite Avenue
and Boulder Avenue for approximately 4,510-foot reach bounded by Taft Street to the west and Wood Road to
the east. Improvements also include 26-foot-wide street paving and 4-to-6-inch AC berm on Dallas Avenue for
the approximately 1,940-foot reach bounded by Obsidian Drive to the west and Wood Road to the east. Street
improvements on Granite, Boulder, and Dallas Avenue end at their intersections with Wood Road to the east
and do not continue to the proposed outlet sile.

Operations and Maintenance Activities
Operation and maintenance activities would include regular visual inspections of Project infrastructure and the
implementation of repairs on an as-needed basis. These activities are consistent with ongoing operation and
maintenance activities for the District's existing storm drain systems. Anticipated District maintenance will
likely occur yearly and consist ofthe following;

Before any debris is removed from a District storm drain facility, a video camera is placed inside the
storm drain to locate debris/sediment build-up.
Manhole covers downstream and upstream of inspection area shall be removed prior to field crew
entering manhole. The purpose of removing manhole covers is to allow for adequate ventilation and
for emergency purposes.
The air quality is measured inside ofthe storm drain facility prior to the field crew entering the manhole
and during the entire duration ofthe storm drain maintenance- The air quality is measured at all removed
manhole cover locations.
Sandbags are stacked on top of each other at the upstream section olthe manhole where the field crew
enters. Sandbags are stacked to springline. The purpose of stacking sandbags is to make a barrier so
that debris/sediment within the stonn drain gets contained.
Water is used upstream ofinspection area to push any debris/sediment downstream towards the sandbag
barrier.
Debris/sediment build-up is removed with a shovel and hand bucket at the sandbag location by the
rnaintenance crew. When a hand bucket is inadequate to remove debris/sediment, a Vactor Truck is
used. The Vactor Truck has a 12-inch vacuum hose that can pick up debris up to 8 inches in diameter.

The District will maintain all mainline stonn drains larger than 36' in diameter, inlet structure along Mariposa
Avenue, and the outlet structure with energy dissipator. Within Lrnincorporated territory, RCTD will maintain
all stonn drains 36' in diameter and smaller, catch basins. and roadways. Within the city of Riverside, j ust nonh
of the Mariposa Avenue's centerline, the City of Riverside will maintain stornr drains 36' in diameter and
smaller, catch basins, and roadways.

Existing Conditions/CEQA Baseline
The underground facilities will be construcled within existing dirt and paved roads and will include an outlet
structure to convey flows into an existing natural blueline stream. Additionally, the Project rray include minor
right of way acquisitions for proposed features such as catch basins and the outlet structure. The Project may
also include the relocation of utilities.

Construction
Conslruction is anticipated for the duralion of six (6) months to occur in one ( I ) phase.

3



Lead Agency Discretionary Actions
Discretionary actions that may be taken by the District include accepting and implementing the conditions of
the Project. The Pro.ject may also include right ofway actions (such as property purchases) and Agreements for
the construction, operation, and maintenance.

Responsible Agency Actions
The following approvals may be necessary for this Projecl:

- Califbrnia Department of Fish and Wildlife - 1602 Permit
- Army Corps of Engineers - 404 Permit
- Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board-401 Permit
- County Transportation - Street Improvements
- City ofRiverside - Street Irnprovements
- Westem Municipal Water District - Utility Relocation.

General Plan Designation
The Project site is within the community of Woodcrest, an unincorporated area of Riverside County. and has a
general plan designation Rural Community - Very Low Density Residential.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting
The Project site is within an exisling residential community with a mixture of residential developed lots and
undeveloped residential lots.

r1
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
\\'oodcrest-Reinhart Acres Drain

lssur
Potential
lmpact

Action
Impl(mcntation
Responsibilitv

Governing Agency lmplementation Timing

Biological
Resources

The proposed Projcct
contains suilable habilat
for burrorving owl and

implementrlion ollhe
Project has lhe potential
lo impact burowing

Mitigation Measure BIO-l: Bunowing Owl.
A pre-construction survey for burrowing
owls shall be conductcd l ithin 30 days prior
to ground disturbance to avoid direct impacts
to the species. The suwey shall encompass
suitable habitat in lhe cunstruclion foolprinl
plus a 500-lbot bulfer and follou the 2006
Bunowing o\rl Survey lnslructions tbr the
Westcm Riverside Multiple Spccics Ilabital
Consqrvation Plan Area- This requircmenl
shall bc includcd on projcct construction
plans rnd spccificalions. lI lhe specres is
delected. a Burrovr'ing Owl Pmtection and
Rclocation Plan shall bc drafted to ensure
proteclion of lhe species. The plan shall
include appropriate avoidance bullers,
passive and/or activc relocation.
conslruction monitoring. and reponing
rcquircments- Thc plan shall be reviewcd
and approvcd within 30 days of receipt by
lhe Regional Consewation Authority and
Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife.
Iflhe species is nol detected. then no further
action i5 required.

Pre-construction survey Riverside Counly
Flood Control and

Water Conscr!ation
Dislricl

(DISTRtCT)

Califomia
Department ofFish

and Wildlile
(CDFW) & Regional

Conservation
Authoriry (RCA)

No more lhan ,'1o-drys
prior to grading or
ground disturbancc

Biological
Rcsources

The proposed Project
has Ihe potential lo
impact nesting birds if
construclion occu$
during thc ncsting

Mitigation Measurc BIO-2: Vegetatlon
clearing shall be conducted outside of the
nesting season. which is generally identified
as February through Au8:ust each year. If
avoidance of the nesling season is not
ttasiblc. thcn a qualified biologist shall
conduct a nesting bird survey withiD three
days prior lo any site disturbance. including
disking. demolition aclivities. and grading.
The survey shall encompass suitable habitat
in the construction loolprinl plus a 500-foot
bufltr- If additional arcas are proposed for
dislurbance, a new nesting bird survey that
covers thosc arcas shall be conducted. This
requiremcnt shall be included on pmjcct
conslruction plans and specifications. If
nests with eggs or young are detected, the

Pre-constnrction survcv DISTRICT CDFWr TISFWS Prior to grading or
ground disturbance if

constnrction is scheduled
lo occut between
December l5'h
September l5'h.

5
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Issuc
Potential
Impact

)litigation trleasures Action
Implementation
Responsibilitv

Governing Agency lmplementetion Timing

biologist shall cstablish suitable buffers
around the nests. and the buffer areas shall
be avoided until the nesls aie no longer
occupied and the juvenile birds can survive
indcpendently from the nests. If no active
ncsts arc dcleclcd, lhen no furlher action is

required.

Cultural
Resources

(CR)

(iround disturbing
acli\ities have the
polentiol to inlpacl
cuhural resources

Nithin rhe Projccr silc

Mitigation Measure CIR-l: Accidental
Discovery. Ifsubsurtace deposits believed to
be cultural or hunran in origin arc discovercd
durinS construction, all work must halt
within a 100-foot radius oftre discovery. A
qualilied professional archaeologist meeling
thc Sccrctary of thc Intcrior's Professional

Qualification Standards for prehisloric and
historic archaeologisl shall be retained to
evaluate lhe significance of the find. Tle
archaeologisl shall have the authority 10

modify the no-work radius as appropriate,
using profe ssional judgment.

If the protessional archaeologisl determines
thal the find docs not represent a cultural
resource. rvork may resume immediately.
and no agcncy notifications arc rcquircd.
If the professional archaeologisl dctermines
thal thc find represents d cultural resource.
the handling ofthe cultural resource(s) shall
follow the applicable recommendations as

described in the Cuhural Resources
ManaScment Plan (CRMP) prepared for the
Project. as required by TCR-1.

Preparation of a Cultural
Resources ManaSemcnt

Plan

I)tst-Rtc I State Histoic
Prcscn'ation Officc

Prior to canhwork
aclivities wilhin the

Project site.

Tribal
Culrural

Resources
(TCR)

Miligalion Measure TCR- I : Tribal/Cultural
Rcsources Managcment Plan. The District
shall preparc or cause lbr thc prcparation of
a Tribal/Cultural Resourccs Management
Plan (TCRMP) prior lo ground disturbing
aclivities. The TCRMP shall bc based on the
final construclion Smding plans prepared by
the Districl and may include requirements
for pre-con.tnrctlon cullural scnsrtrvrry
training. notification. and monitoring
protocol. The TCRMP will consider

Tribal/Cultural Resources

Mohitoring Plan
lmplcmentation

DISTRICT Prior to earlhwork
activities within the

Projccl site.

6



Issue
Potential
lmpact

Miligation Mersurcs Artion Implemcntation
ResponsilrilitI

Coverning Agcncy Implementation Timing

conccms of the consulting lribcs and the
consulting Tribes rvill have an opportunity to
rr! i,jw irnd comm,.nl on lhc drati TCRMP

ht the eve,tllhal the <:o\sult ing Trihes are rol
ahlt to reasonablt ucLomfiolalc lhe
Dis ict's requests andhD- tteeds kgar.ling
nnnitori\, the District md! prorced $,ith
Llitigdtiut Measurc T(-R 2 os nectled.

Tribal
Culturnl

Resourccs

Miligation Measure TCR-2: Archeological
Monito ngrReconnaissance as-needed. The
t)istricl may. at ils discrelion. conduct
archaeoloSical monitortng and/or
reconnaissance of the Projed sile using a

qualified archaeologist that is nol a Tribal
nonitor or representative of a Native
American Tribe. This would occur only as

necded during grornd-disturbing
construction activitics.

Cultural Moniloring DISTRICT

7



STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES
Woodcrest-Reinhart Acres Drainage Plan

lssuc Pot.ntial
lmpact

Stendard Operating Procedurc Implementation
Responsibilita

Governing Agcncy Implementation Timing

Cultural
Rcsourccs

Ground disturbing
activities have thc
potential for the
disco\'ery ofhunlan
rcn'rains.

Human Remains
If human remains or remains lhat are
potenlially human arc found. lhe Distncl
shall relain a qualified prolessional
archacologist to ensurc rcasonable protection
measures are takcn to protect the discovery
from disturbance. The archaeologist shall
noti07 the Riversidc County Corooer pcr S

7050.5 of the Heallh and Safcty Code.
Handling of thc discovery shall lollow the
provisions set forth by { 7050.5 of thc
Calitomia Heallh and Safety Code and g

5097.98 of the Califbmia Public Resources
Code.

Contact Countv Coroner if
human remains are

discovered.

I)ISTR IC'T Riverside County
Coroner

During eanhwork
activities wilhin the

Project site.

Ilazardous
Marerials

Bc located on a silc.
rvhich is included on

a list ofhazardous
materials sites

conlplied pursuant to
Govcmmcnt Codc
Section 65962.5.

Construction Moniloring DISTRICT I)ISTRICT During carlhwork
activities wrthin the

Project sitc.

Hydrology and
Water Qualil).,

Violale any walcr
quality slandards or
waste discharge
requiremcnts or
otheru'ise
substantially degrade

surface or
groundwater quality.

lmplcmentation of Walcr

Quality llest I\4anagement

Pracliccs (BMP).

DISTRICT DISTRICT During Project
maintenancc.

Violale any water
qualiry standards or
$ a.ste discharge

AII fileling. lubrication. maintenance.
slorage. and staging ol vchiclcs and
cquipment shall be outside of Warers of the

Equipment Staging and

Maintcnancc.
DISTRICT DISTRICT During conslnrction

acilvltl('s

l{

Action

In thc cvcnt lhat any hazardous materials.
historical. archaeological. or paleontological
rcsources are accidentally discovered wilhin
projcct limits. the contractor shall
imnlcdiately ccasc all constnrction or ground
disturbance acti!ity in thc vicinily ofthe find
and notify lhe cngincer. Dislricl will provide
thc approprialc profcssional 1() assess the
significance of the discovery and. if
necessary. develop appropriate management
and treatmcnt measurcs. The contractor shall
nt)l resume construclion in the affected area
without cnSineer's appro\ al.

All BMP malerials are to be onsile prior to
maintenance activity and ready for use.

BMPs shall be in compliance with all
specifications goveming thc propcr dcsign.
installation. operation, and maintenance of
such managemenl practices.

Hydrobgy and

Water Quality



lssuc Potential
lmpact

Standard Operating Proccdurc Aclion Implcmentation
Responsibilit\

Govcrning Agency Implcmentation Timing

requlrements or
olherwise
substantially dcSrade

surl'ace or
qroundwaler qualitv

Statc and shall not result in a discharge or a

threatencd discharge to Waters ofthc Statc.

Traf'flc and

Transporlation
Emcrgency Acccss A traflic control plan would bc

implemented during the construction phase
to maintain trafllc llow and provide
enlergency responsc access in the Pmjcct
silc.

Traffic Control Plan DISTRICT DISTRICT Duing conslruction



ENVIRONMIINTAI, FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED AND DETIIRMINATION:
The envitonrnental factols, as checked below, would potentially be affected by this Ploject.

tr
!
!
x
x
n
u
tr
tr
tr
n

Aesthetics tr
Agriculture Resources n
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions !
Biological Resources !
Cultural Resources E
Energy tl
Geology/Soils A
Greenhouse Gas Emissions n
Hazards & Hazardous Malerials tr
Hydrology/Water Quality tr
l.and Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise
Population/Housing
Public Selvices

Recreation

Transportation
Tribal Cultural Resources

Uti lities/Service Systems

Wildfire
Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETI,RMINATION: (To be conpleted by the t,ead Agency.)

On the basis ofthis initial evaluation

n I find thal the proposed Project COUI,D NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

ffi t Cna that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on llre environment,
there will not be a significanl effect in this case beoause the mitigation measures described on
an attach€d 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 environrnent, and an

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAC'I REPORI' is required.

I find that the proposed Project MAY have a 'potentially signilicant irnpact' or 'potentially
significant unless mitigaled' impact on the environment, bu( at least one effcct l) has bccn
adequately analyzed in an earlier document prrsuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has

bcen addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets, if the etl'ect is a 'potentially significant irnpact' or 'potentially significant unless

mitigated.'An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTis required, but it must analyze only
the effecls that remain to be addressed.

I flnd thal although the proposed Project could have a significanl ef1'ect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potcntially significant effects
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b)
have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier ElR, including revisions or mitigation
rneasures that are imposed upon the proposed Project,

Si

JASON SWF]NSON - Sen

Prirrted Name arrd 'fitle
ior Flood Control Planncr
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A brief explanation is required for all answers except 'No lmpact' answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A 'No Impact'
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projecls like the one involved (e.g., the project.falls outside a.fault rupture zone). A'No
lmpact'answer should be explained where it is based on projecrspecific factors as well as general
standards (e.g.,lhe project will not expose sensitive receplors to pollulonts, bused on a project-specific
screening analysis).

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

Once the lead agency has detemined that a particular physical irrpact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant. 'Potentially Significant lmpact' is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that
an effect may be significant. If there are one or frore 'Potentially Significant Impact' entries when the
determination is made. an environmental impact report (EIR) is required.

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

'Mitigated Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation lncorporated'applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced any effect lrom 'Potentially Significant lmpact' to a

'Less Than Significant Impact'. The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures! and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from 'Earlier
Analyses', as described in (5) below. may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process! an

effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (CEQA Guidelines Section
15063(c)(3 )(D)). The use ofan earlier analysis as a reference should include a brief discussion that
identifies the following:

Earlier Analysis Used. ldentify and state where they are available for revrew

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

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 extenl to which they address site-specific conditions 1br the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potenliaf impacts (e.g., general pluns. zoning orclinun<'er. Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.

1
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ll Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used, or individuals
conlacled should be cited in the discussion.

9 The explanation ofeach issue should identiry:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, ifany, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, ifany, to reduce the impact to less than significant.

I2



Environmental Analysis

I. AESTHETICS
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the prqect:

Polcntially
Significanl

Impact

Less than
Significanl

with
Mitigation

Lcss than

Significant
Impacl

lmpacl

a) Have a substantial adverse eflbct on a scenlc
vista? !

A scenic vista can generally be defined as a viewpoint from a public vantage that provides expansive views of a highly
valued landscape for the benefit of the general public. Common examples include undeveloped hillsides, ridgelines, and

open space areas that provide a unifying visual backdrop to a developed area. Scenic resources are those landscape patterns
and features that are visually or aesthetically pleasing and that contribute affirmatively to the definition of a distinct
community or region such as trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings. The Project site is in a rural residential
community, There are no scenic vistas located within or in the immediate vicinity of the Project boundary. Therefore, no
impact to scenic vistas would occur.

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

state scenic highway?

tr

There are no designated state scenic highways in the vicinity ofthe proposed Project (Caltrans,2022). There are no County
eligible scenic highways in the Project site (County ofRiverside,2016). The Project consists ofthe installation, operation,
and maintenance of underground storm drain facilities, outlet structure, and street improvements. The Project will not
impact any scenic resources within a state scenic highway. No impact would occur.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality ofpublic views ofthe site
and its surroundings? (Public views are those
lhat are experienced from publicly accessible
vantage point). I[ the project is in an

urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations
goveming scenic quality?

tr

The proposed Project is located in a rural residential community with single-farnily homes. The visual character of the
Project site and surroundings could be alfected in the short-term by construction activities. Construction related activities
such as excavating, stockpiling, and materials and equipment storage could result in temporary impacts to the visual
character ol the Project site. However, these disturbances would be short-term and cease once construction is completed.
Once operational, the majority of the proposed facilities would be located underground. lmprovements located on the
surface, such as paving ofexisting dirt roads, would be visible but would not alter the existing rural residential quality of
the Project site. While it is anticipated that the proposed Project would require maintenance to be conducted by District
stafl, such maintenance would be minimal and intermittent. As such, no pennanent impacts to the visual character of the
Project site are anticipated. Temporary impacts resulting from construction would be less than significant.

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

x
No new permanent lighting is being proposed by the Project. Work will rrainly occur during normal business hours for the
District and will not require artificial night lighting. Therefore, no new impacls to daytime or nighttime views will occur.

ll
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tr x

tr x
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II. AGRICULTURAL & FOREST RESOURCES.

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are

significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
the Califomia Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the Califomia Dept.
of Conservalion as an optional model to use in assessing

impacts on agriculture and farmland. ln detennining whether
impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the Califomia Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory
of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment
Project and the Foresl Legacy Assessment project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the Califomia Air Resources Board.
Would the project:

Potcntially
Significanl

Impact
Si8nificant

with
Mitigation

Significant
No

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

tr tr tr x

The Project site contains two soil series identified as Farmland of Statewide Importance according to the USGS Web Soil
Survey: Fallbrook and Madera (USDA 2023). The Califomia Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program classifies the
Project site as Urban/Developed and Other (California Department of Conservation. 2023). The Project site is within a

residentially developed area and does not propose the conversion of any currenlly used agricultural land. The Project site
is located within existing streets and existing drainage. No impact would occur lo Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Or
Farmland of Statewide Importance.

b) Conflict with existing agricultural zoning,
agricultural use or land subject to a

Williamson Act contract or land within a

Riverside County Agricultural Preserve?

x

None of the parcels within the Project site are currently utilized for agricultural production, nor are any parcels under a
Williamson Act contract. Therefore, no impact is anticipated to occur as a result ofthe Project.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, tbrest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or tirnberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 5l 104(g))?

n

Forest land is defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(9) as'land that can support l0-percent native tree cover of
any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, and that allows for nranagement of one or more forest
resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits.'
No timberland or lands zoned Timberland Production as defined above occur within the Project site. Therefore, no impact
would occur as a result of the Project.

d) Result in the loss offorest land or converslon
of forest land to non-forest use?

u tr

l4
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There is no forest land in the Project site; as such, no forest lands would be converted to non-forest use as a result of the
project construction and operations activities. No impact would occur as a result of the Project.

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

tr tr tr tr

The proposed Project will occur within existing streets and drainage. No conversion of agricultural or foresl land could
potentially occur as a result of the Project. No impacl would occur as a result of the Project.

III. AIR QUALITY.

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

Polcnrially
Significant

Impacl

Less than
Significanr

with
Miiigalior

Lcss than
Significant

lmpacl

No
Inrpact

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan'/ tr tr x tr

An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Techlical Memorandum was prepared for the proposed Project to document the
existing resources and to determine whether impacts would occur to air quality, as required under CEQA (Vista
Environmental, 2020). A copy ofthis report is included as Appendix C. The proposed Project was analyzed for compliance
with the South Coast Air Quality Managemenl District's (SCAQMD) 2012 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) and
originally anticipated a construction start date of2024. There has been no update to the SCAQMD threshold ofsignificance
since the completion ofthe 2020 technical report. Additionally, the delay in construction and operation ofthe Project would
yield reduced results when compared to the analysis completed for the 2021 operational year. The following section
discusses the proposed Project's consistency with the SCAQMD AQMP.

SCAQMD Air Quality Management PIan

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a discussion of any inconsistencies between a proposed
Project and applicable GPs and regional plans (CEQA Guidelines Section l5 I 25). The regional plan that applies to the
proposed Project location is the SCAQMD AQMP. Therefore, this section discusses any potential inconsistencies ofthe
proposed Project with the AQMP.

The purpose of this discussion is to set forth the issues regarding consistency with the assumptions and objectives ofthe
AQMP and discuss whether the proposed Project would interferewith the region's ability to comply with federal and state

air quality standards. If the decision-makers determine thal the proposed Project is inconsistent with the plan, the
lead agency may consider Project modifications or inclusion of mitigation to eliminate the inconsistency.

The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook states that 'New or amended GP Elements (including land use zoning and density
amendments), Specific Plans, and significant projects must be analyzed for consistency with the AQMP.' Strict
consistency with all aspects ofthe plan is usually not required. A proposed project should be considered to be consistent
with the AQMP if it furthers one or more policies and does not obstruct other policies. The SCAQM D CEQA Handbook
identifies two key indicators ofconsistency:

(l) Whether the project will result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or
cause or contribute to new violations or delay timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emission
reductions specified in the AQMP.

(2\ Whether the project will exceed the assumptions in the AQMP or increrrents based on the year ofproject buildout
and phase.

l5



Based on the air quality modeling analysis completed for the Project, short-term regional construction air emissions
would not result in significant impacts based on SCAQMD regional thesholds of significance or local thresholds of
significance. The ongoing operation of the proposed Project would generale air pollutant emissions that are

inconsequential on a regional basis and would not result in significant impacts based on SCAQMD thresholds of
significance. The analysis for long-term local air quality impacts showed that local pollutant concentrations would not be

proj ected to exceed the air quality standards. Therefore, based on the information provided above, the proposed Project
would be consistent with the first criterion.

Criterion 2 - Exceed Assumptions in the AQMP

Consistency with the AQMP assumptions is determined by performing an analysis of the proposed Project with the

assumptions in the AQMP. The emphasis ofthis criterion is to ensure that the analyses conducted lor the proposed Project
are based on the same forecasts as the AQMP. The AQMP is developed through use of the planning forecasts provided
in the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (RTP/SCS) and the Federal Transportation
Improvemenl Program (FTIP). The RTP/SCS is a major planning document for the regional transportation and land use

network within Southem California. The RTP/SCS is a long-range plan that is required by federal and state requirements
placed on Southem Califomia Association of Govemments ( SCAG) and is updated every four years. The FTIP provides
long-range planning for future transportation improvement projects that are constructed with state and,/or federal funds
within Southem Califomia. Local governments are required to use these plans as the basis of their plans for the purpose
of consistency with applicable regional plans under CEQA. For this Project, the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan
prepared by the County of Riverside, defines the assumptions that are represented in AQMP.

The proposed Project would consist ofa series of 100-year storm drain facilities and street improvements. The proposed
Project is consistent with the current land use designation and would not require a General Plan Amendment or zone

change. As such, the proposed Project is not anticipated to exceed the AQMP assumptions for the Project site and is found
to be consistent with the AQMP for the second criterion.

Based on the above, the proposed Project will not result in an inconsistency with the SCAQMD AQMP. Therefore, a less

than significant impact would occur in relation to implementation of the AQMP.

b) Result in cunrulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an

applicable lederal or state ambient air quality
standard?

a tr

t6

Both ofthese criteria are evaluated in the follo\ying sections.

Criterion I - Increase in the Frequency or Severitv of Violations
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The ploposed Plo.ject would not result iu a cumulatively considerable net incrcase ofany criteria pollutant lot which the
Project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. The Air Basin has

been designated by CARB as a nonattainment area for ozone, NO2, PM 10, PM2.5, and lead. Currently, the Air Basin is
in attainment with the state ambient air quality standards for CO, SO2, and sulfates and is unclassified for visibility
reducing particles and hydrogen sulfide. The following section summarizes the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas

Technical Memorandum that was prepared for the proposed Project (Vista Environmental, 2020), which calculates the
potential air emissions associated with the construction and operations ofthe proposed Project and compares the emissions
to the SCAQMD standards.

Thresholds of Signifi cance
Resional Air Quality

To estimate if the proposed Project may adversely affect the air quality in the region, the SCAQMD has prepared CEQA
Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993) to provide guidance to those who analyze the air quality impacts of proposed
Projects. The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook states that any project in the South Coast Air Basin with daily emissions that
exceed any of the identified significance thresholds should be considered as having an individually and cumulatively
significant air quality impact. For the purposes ofthis air quality impact analysis, a regional air quality impact would be

considered significant if emissions exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds identified in Table 3-l.

Tablc 3-1. SCA MD Rc ional Criteria Pollutant Emission 'l hrcsholds of S ificance

Sourcc:@
Notcs: VOC - volarile organic compounds, NOx nitrogcn oxides. CO - carbon monoxidc, SOx = sulfur oxidcs, PMro - pani€ula1c mancr wilh a diameler of
l0 microns or less. PMI = paniculate ma(er with a diameter of 2.5 microns or lcss

Local Air Quality

Project-related construction and operational air emissions may have the potenlial to exceed the state and federal air quality
standards in the Project vicinity, even though these pollutant emissions may not be significant enough to create a regional
impact to the Air Basin. In order to assess local air quality impacts the SCAQMD has developed Localized Significant
Thresholds (LSTs) to assess the Project-related air emissions in the P roject vicinity. SCAQMD has also provided
Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (LST Methodology), July 2008, which details the methodology to
analyze local air emission impacts. The LST Methodology found that the primary emissions of concern are nitrogen
dioxide (NO2), carbon monoxide (CO), panicular mafter l0 (PM I0), and particulate matter 2.5 ( PM:.s). The Look-Up
Tables include site acreage sizes of I -acre, 2-acres and 5-acres. The proposed Project would disturb approximately 5.67
acres, which is closest to the 5-acre Project site shown in the Look-Up Tables that has been utilized in this analysis. As
detailed above, the Project site is located in Air Monitoring Area 23, which covers the Metropolitan Riverside County.
The nearest offsite sensitive receptors include single-family homes located adjacent to the roadways where the storm
drains will be installed and to the roads that will be paved as part ofthe proposed Project. According to LST Methodology,
any receptor located closer than 25 meters (82 feet) shall be based on the 2s-meter thresholds. Table 3-2 below shows the
No", CO, PMl0, and PM2.5 for both construction and operational activities. The local criteria pollutant thresholds
provided in Table 3-2 are the same thresholds that were utilized in the Original Air Quality Analysis.

Tablc -1-2. SCA lUD Local Air ualit Thresholds of Si n ilitrr ncii

l. Thc ncarest sensitivc receptors arc residential homes adjaccnt to storm dmin and roadway improvements. According to
SCAQMD rnethodology, all receptors closer than 25 meters are based on the 25-mcter thrcshold.
Sourcc: Calculatcd liom SCAOMDT Mass Ratc Look-up l ablcs lin fivc acrcs in Air Monitorins Arca 21, [4ctropolilan Riversidc Counly.

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/day)
SOr PM ro PMr.s

Projcct Phase voc NOx co
150 55Construction 75 t00 550 150

150 55Opcration 55 55 550 I50

Allowablt Emissions (pounds/day)r
Projcct Phase

NOx CO PN{ro PN,I:,S

Construction 270 t.571 l-l l{

Opcratiorr 270 t.57"/ I
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Short-Term Construction-Related Air Quality Impacts
Construction of the proposed Project would create air emissions from the operation of construction equipment as well
as from fugitive dust generated from the movement ofdirt onsite. Construction ofthe proposed Project is anticipaled to
start in 2024 and would take approximately six months to complete. Construction activities for the proposed Project
would include: (l) Site preparation that includes removaloftrees, boulders, and other debris from the proposed areas to
be disturbed; (2) Grading that would include the export ofup to 3,996 cubic yards ofdirt for the construction ofthe outlet
stnrcture; (3) Trenching for the installation ofthe storm drain pipelines; and (4) Paving ofthe roadways.

Constnrction-Related Regional lmpacts

The CalEEMod model was utilized to calculate the construction-related regional emissions from the proposed Project.
The worst-case summer or winter daily construction-related criteria pollutant emissions from the proposed Project for
each phase ofconstruction activities are shown below in Table 3-3 and the CalEEMod model run printout is included as

an attachment to this initial study (Attachment C).

Tahle -l-3. Constructi()n-Rclal('d R ional Critcria Pollutant }]nrissions

Site Preparationl
Onsite

Offsite

3.89

0.10

40.50

0.60

21.15

0.75

0.04

0.00

t0.17

0.24

6.35

0.07
'l otal 3.99 41.10 21.90 0.04

Gradingr
Onsite

offsitc
2.29

0.28

24.',l 4

8.80

0.03

0.03

4.13

0.89

2.59

0.26

Total 2.5'7 33.5,r I7.68 0.06 5.02 2.85

Trcnchinq (lnstallation of Storm Drains)

Onsite

Offsite

0.95

0.07

9.8 r

o.'7 7

9.39

0.50

0.46

0.17

0.42

0.05

Total 1.02 10.58 9.89 0.02

Paving
Onsitc

offsite
r.88

0.09

12.92

0.78

t4.65

0.69

0.02

0.00

0.68

0.06

0.62

0.06
'Iotal 1.97 13.70 15.3,t 0.02 0.'14 0.68

Nlaximuml)ailr('onstructionEnissions -1.99 ,l l.l0 2 t.90 0.06 l0.,ll 6.12

SCQAMD Thresholds

Excecds Threshold'l

75

No

r00

No

550

No
150

No

r50

No

55

No

1. Prcpamtion and based on adhcrcncc to fugitivc dust supprcssion requiremcnts from SCAQMD Rulc 403

Onsitc cmissions from cquipmcnt nol opcratcd on public roads.

Offsitc cmissions from vchiclcs operaling on public roads.

2

3

Table 3-3 shows that none of the analyzed criteria pollutants would exceed the regional emissions thresholds
during site preparation, grading or the combined paving and architectural coatings phases. Therefore, a less than
significant regional air quality impact would occur from construction of the proposed Project.

Construction-Relaled Local lmDacts

Construction-related air emissions may have the potential to exceed the state and federal air quality standards in the
Project vicinity, even though these pollutant emissions may not be significant enough to create a regional impact to the Air
Basin.

The local air quality emissions from construction were analyzed through utilizing the methodology described in
MD, revised October 2009

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/dav)

Construction Phase voc N0x so, PMIO PM2.5CO

Localized Si icance Threshold Methodolo LST Methodolo re red SCA

lti

10.41 6.42

15.86

1.82

0.02

0.00

0.63 0.47



The LST Methodology found the primary criteria pollutant emissions of concem areNOx,CO,PMl0,andPM2.5. To
determine ifany ofthese pollutants require a detailed analysis ofthe local air quality impacts, each phase ofconstruclion
was screened using the SCAQMD's Mass Rate LST Look-up Tables. The Look-up Tables were developed by the
SCAQMD to readily determine if the daily onsite emissions of CO, NOx, PMl0, and PM2.5 from a proposed Project
could result in a significant impact to the local air quality. Table 3-4 shows the onsite emissions from the CalEEMod
model for the different construction phases and the calculated emissions thresholds that have been detailed above.

Table 3-4. Construction-Relaaed l-ocal Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Construction Phasc
Pollutart Emissions (pounds/day)r

NOx CO Pl\t t 0 Pl\t 2.5

Site Preparationr ,10.50 2r.r5 10.17 6.3 5

Gradingl 24.',l1 4. l3
Trenching (lnstallation of Storm
Drains)

9.8 l 9.3 9 0.46 0.42

Pavino 14.65 0.62

Maximum Onsitc Daily
(lonstruction Emissions

,10.50 t0.17

SCAQMD Thresholds'? 2',70 t.517 l3 tl

Exceeds Threshold? No No No

Source: httrr:ilwww.aomd.co!,ccoa,tandbook,/siqnthrcs.odl'
Notesi VOC = volatile organic compounds, Nox = nitrogen oxides, CO - carbon monoxide, Sox = sulfur oxidcs, PMro = paniculatc matler with a

diameter of | 0 microns or lcss, PM: ! = particulalc malter with a diameter of2.5 microns or less

The data provided in Table 3-4 shows that none of the analyzed criteria pollutants would exceed the local emissions
thresholds for any phase of construction. ln addition, construction emissions would be short-term, limited only to the
period when construction activity is taking place. As such, construction related local air concentrations would be less than
significant for the proposed Project. Additionally, construction activities would be required to follow SCAQMD
regulations that limit fugitive dust emissions, including SCAQMD Rules 401 and 403. These rules require that
contractors working on the proposed Project to implement measures to reduce fugitive dust emissions that include the
following:

. Limit speed of vehicles on dirt areas of the Project site to I 5 miles per hour or less.

. Apply water and./or other dust suppressants as necessary to prevent or alleviate erosion by the forces of
wind.

. Limit all stockpiles that can be blown by wind to 8 feet in height or apply a soil stabilizer.

. Cover all trucks hauling soil or other loose material.

o Sweep daily all paved access roads and any track-out onto public road with water sweepers.

. When winds exceed 25 rnph, cease all grading operations other than dust suppression activities.

Long-Term Operational Air Quality Impacts
The proposed Project would consist ofa series of 100-year storm drain facilities and street improvements. Long-term air
emission impacts are associated with any change in the permanenl use ofthe Project site by on-site stationary and off-site
mobile sources that substantially increase vehicle trip emissions. The proposed Project would not add either new
roadway capacity or new operational activities. The underground infrastructure is not expected to generate a

significant source of operational activities. Therefore, the on-going operations of lhe proposed Project would create a
less than significant operations-related impact to local air quality due to onsite emissions and no mitigation would be
required.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations'l tr tr E !

l9

I 5.86 2.59

12.92 0.68

21.15 6.35



The proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant coucentrations. The local
concentrations of criteria pollutant emissions produced in the nearby vicinity of the proposed Project, which may
expose sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations have been calculated above in Air Quality Significance Criteria
(b) for construction, which are discussed below. The discussion below also includes an analysis of the potential impacts
from toxic air contaminant emissions. The nearest offsite sensitive receptors include single-family homes located adjacent
to the roadways where the storm drains will be installed and to the roads that will be paved as part of the proposed Project.

Construction-Related Sensitive Receptor Impacts

Construction ofthe proposed Project is anticipated to start in 2024 and would take approximately six months to complete.
Construction activities for the proposed Project would include: (l) Site preparation that includes removal of trees,
boulders, and other debris from the proposed areas to be disturbed; (2) Grading that would include the export ofup to
3,996 cubic yards ofdirt for the construction ofthe outlet structure (3) Trenching for the installation ofthe storm drain
pipelines; and (4) Paving ofthe roadways. Construction activities may expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations oflocalized criteria pollutant concentrations and from toxic air contaminant emissions created from onsite
construction equipment, which are described below.

Local Criteria Pollutant Impacts from Construction

The local air quality impacts from construction ofthe proposed Project have been analyzed above in Air Quality Significance
Cnteria (b) and found that the construction ofthe proposed Project would not exceed the local NOx, CO, PM l0 and PM2.5
thresholds ofsignificance discussed above in the response to Section IIl. Air Quality, threshold question b). Therefore,
construction of the proposed Proj ect would create a less than significant construction-related impact to local air
quality and no mitigation would be required.

Toxic Air Contaminants ImDacts from Construction

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant emissions would be related to diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions
associated with heary equipment operations during construction of the proposed Project. According to SCAQMD
methodology, health effects from carcinogenic air toxins are usually described in terms of individual cancer risk'.
'lndividual Cancer Risk' is the likelihood thal a person exposed to concentrations oftoxic air contaminants over a 70-
year lifetime will contract cancer, based on the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. It should be noted that the
most current cancer risk assessment methodology recommends analyzing a 30-year exposure period for the nearby
sensilive receptors (OEHHA, 201 5).

Given the relatively limited number of healry-duty construction equipment, the varying distances that construction
equipment would operate to the nearby sensitive receptors, and the short-term construction schedule, the proposed Project
would not result in a long-term (i.e., 30 or 70 years) substantial source of toxic air contaminant emissions and
corresponding individual cancer risk. In addition, California Code of Regulations Title 13, Article 4.8, Chapter 9,
Section 2449 regulates emissions from off-road diesel equipment in California. This regulation limits idling of
equipment to no more than five minutes. requires equipment operators to label each piece ofequipment and provide annual
reports to CARB oftheir fleet's usage and emissions. This regulation also requires systematic upgrading ofthe emission
Tier level ofeach fleet, and cunently no commercial operator is allowed to purchase Tier 0 or Tier I equipment and by
January 2023 no commercial operator is allowed to purchase Tier 2 equipment. In addilion to the purchase restrictions,
equipment operators need to meet fleet average emissions targets that become more stringent each year between years
2014 and 2023. As of January 2019,25 percent or more ofall contractors' equipment fleets must be Tier 2 or higher.
Therefore, no significant shon-term toxic air contaminant impacts would occur during conslruction of the proposed
Project. As such, construction of the proposed Project would result in a less than significant exposure ofsensitive receplors
to substantial pollutantconcentrations.

Operations-Related Sensitive Receptor Impacts
The on-going use of the storm drain facilities and road improvements would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Long-term air emissions impacts are associated with any change in the permanent
use ofthe Project site by on-site stationary and off-site mobile sources that substantially increase vehicle trip emissions.
The proposed Project would not add either new roadway capacity or new operational activities. The underground
infrastructure is not expected to generate a significant source ofoperational activities. As such, operation ofthe proposed
Project would result in a less than significant exposure ofsensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
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d) Result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely-affecting a

substantial number of people? n

The proposed Project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. Individual responses
to odors are highly variable and can result in a variety ofeffects. Generally, the impact ofan odor results from a variety
of factors such as frequency, duration, offensiveness, location, and sensory perception. The frequency is a measure ofhow
often an individual is exposed to an odor in the ambient environmenl. The intensity refers to an individual's or group's
perception of the odor strength or concentration. The duration of an odor refers to the elapsed time over which an odor
is experienced. The offensiveness ofthe odor is the subjective rating ofthe pleasantness or unpleasantness ofan odor. The
location accounts for the type of area in which a potentially affected person lives, works, or visits; the type of activity in
which he or she is engaged; and the sensitivity ofthe impacted receptor.

Sensory perception has four major components: detectability, intensity, character, and hedonic tone. The detection (or
threshold) ofan odor is based on a panel ofresponses to the odor. There are two types of thresholds: the odor detection
threshold and lhe recognilion threshold. The detection threshold is the lowest concentration 01'an odor that will elicit a

response in a percentage of the people that live and work in the immediate vicinity of the Project site and is typically
presented as the mean (or 50 percent ofthe population). The recognition threshold is the minimum concentration that
is recognized as having a characteristic odor quality, this is typically represented by recognition by 50 percent of the
population. The intensity refers to the perceived strength ofthe odor. The odor character is what the substance smells like.
The hedonic tone is a judgment of the pleasantness or unpleasantness of the odor. The hedonic tone varies in subjective
experience, frequency, odor character, odor intensity, and duration. Potential odor impacts have been analyzed separately
for construction and operations below.

Construction-Related Odor Impacts
Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include the emissions from diesel equipment. The
objectionable odors that may be produced during the construction process would be temporary and would not likely
be noticeable for extended periods of time beyond the Project site's boundaries. Due to the transitory nature of
construction odors, a less than significant odor impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.

IV. BIOLOGICALRESOURCES.

Would the project Potcotially
SiSnificanl
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a) Have a substantial adverce 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 Califomia Department of Fish and Came
or U.S. Fish and Wildlite Service?

tr

2t

tr tr

Operations-Related Odor lmpacts
The proposed Project would consist ofa series ol100-year storm drain facilities and street improvements. The proposed
Project would have the potential to reduce odors that may curently be created by the inefficient drainage olthe existing
roadways that allow for ponding ofwaler that allow for algae growth and other organic processes lhat may produce odors.
However, cunent odor levels are nominal and do not rise to a significant enough level to be unpleasant to a majority of
the population in the study area. Therefore. a less than significant odor impact would occur from operation ofthe completed
Project.

tr tr



A biological technical report \\,as prepared for thc proposed Project to docrnnent the existing biological resources, to assess

habitat for its potential to support special status plant and wildlife species, and to determine whether impacts would occur
to special status biological resources, as required under CEQA (Chambers, 2020a). A copy of this report is included as

Appendix A. The rnethods for documenting and analyzing biological resources included a literature and database review
followed by field surveys, which were conducted in March and April 2020. The following sections summarize the findings
of the biological technical report prepared for the proposed Project.

Special Status Plants

Database searches resulted in a list of 54 federally and/or state listed threatened and endangered or otherwise special status
plant species documented to occur within 5 miles of the Project site (CDFW 2020 and CNPS 2020). Based on a literature
review and reconnaissance survey it was determined that 47 ofthe 54 special status plant species with a potential to occur
are considered absent tiom the Project site, six special status plant species have a low potential to occur, and one special
status plant species has a moderate potential to occur (Chambers. 2020a).

Six ofthe 54 species are considered to have a low potential to be present at the Project site due to low quality and disturbed
suitable habitat. These six species with a low potential to occur include marsh sandrvort (Arenaria paludic'ola), San Diego
sagewort (Aftemisia pulmeri),Nevin's barberry (-Berbcris net inii\, Southern Califomia black walnut (Jugluns californica),
white rabbit-tobacco (Pseudognuphalium leu<ocephuluz), and San Bemardino aster (Symphyotrichum defblianm). lf
special status plant species with a low potential to occur are present on the Project site during construction, direct impacts
may occur from the loss of individual plants during ground disturbing construction activities. However, impacts to these
species do not require additional surveys because the Project site is not located within a Narrow Endemic Plant Species
Survey Area (NEPSSA) or Criteria Area Species Survey Area, as defined by the Westem Riverside County Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP), nor additional compensatory mitigation since these species are considered
adequately conserved (Chambers. 2020a). Impacts to special status plant species with a low potential to occur would be
less than significant.

One species, Coulter's goldfields (Lu.stheniu glabrata sLtbsp. coulteri), has a moderate potential to occur. A historic
population ofthis species has been recorded within four miles ofthe Project site. This species has a moderate potential to
occur in the riparian and freshwater marsh habitats Iocated within the northeastem portion ofthe proposed outlet structure
parcel, however, suitable habitat where Coulter's goldfields could potentially occur would be outside ofthe Project's impact
lootprinl (Chambers, 2020a). As such, no impact to this species is anticipated.

Of the 40 special status wildlife species identified in the literature review. it was determined that i5 special status wildlife
species were considered absent from the Project site, two had a low potential to occur, two had a moderate potential to
occur, and one had a high potential to occur within the Project site (Chambers, 2020a).

Coastal whiptail (Aspido,s<'elis tigris ste.inegeri) and least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus\ have a low potential to occur
within the Project site. Both ofthese species are MSHCP covered species. Least Bell's vireo has been recorded within three
miles olthe Project site; however, the site does not support the dense riparian vegetation required for nesting by least Bell's
vireo and contains marginally suitable foraging habitat for this species. This species is not anticipated to nest within the
Project site and has a low potential fbr loraging within the site. Therefore. impacts are not anticipated to occur to least
Bell's vireo.

Califomia glossy snake (Arizona elegans occidentulis) and coast homed lizard (Phttnosoma (ororuttun\ are Califomia
Species of Special Concem and have moderate potential to occur within the Project site. Coast horned lizard is a MSHCP
covered species. Impacts to species covered under the MSHCP as a result ofcovered activities have already been analyzed
within the context ofthe MSHCP and no further survey activities are required for these species. As such, impacts to coast
homed lizards would be less than significant. Califomia glossy snake is not a MSHCP covered species. This species is
considered a generalist and has been found in a range of scrub and grassland habitats, often with loose or sandy soils.
Suitable habitat occurs within the undeveloped portion east of Wood Road. ln addition, this species has been recorded

Special Status Wildlife



\yithin I miles of the Project site in west Mead Valley. Proposed improvements to areas rvilh suitable habitat include an

underground storm drain and outlet structure. The modification ofthese habitat areas would not be expecled to contribute
substantially to the overall decline of these species. As such, Project related impacts to Califomia glossy snake would be

less than significant.

The burrowing owl (Athene cuniculat ia hypugaea) is a Califomia Species of Special Concern and is considered to have a

high potential to occur within the Project site (Chambers, 2020a). Focused burrowing owl surveys were conducted for this
Project in JuJy of 2022 and no burrowing owl or sign were observed (District, 2022). Although no burrowing owls were
detected during the focused surveys and because the Project site contains burrows and suitable habitat, the Project shall be

conditioned with a preconstruction presence/absence survey within 30 days of ground disturbance to avoid direct take of
burrowing owl in accordance with the MSHCP Species Specific Objective 6. With the implemenlation of Mitigation
Measure BIO-l impacts to burrowing owl would be less than significant.

Nesting Birds

Mitigation Measures

BIO-I: Preconstruction Burrowing Owl Survey. A pre-construction suwey for burrowing owls shall be conducted
within 30 days prior to ground disturbance to avoid direct impacls to the species. The suney shall encompass

suitable habitat in the construction lbotprint plus a 500-foot buffer and follow the 2006 Bunowing Owl Survey
Instructions for the Westem Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area. This requirement shall
be included on project construction plans and specifications. Ifthe species is detected, a Burrowing Owl Protection
and Relocation Plan shall be drafted to ensure protection of the species. The plan shall include appropriate
avoidance buffers, passive andror active relocation, construction monitoring, and reporting requirements. The plan
shall be reviewed and approved within 30 days of receipt by the Regional Conservation Authority and Califomia
Department ofFish and Wildlife. Ifthe species is not detected. then no lurther action is required.

BIO-2: Preconstruction Nesting Bird Survey. Vegetation clearing shall be conducted outside of the nesting season.
which is generally identified as February through August each year. Ifavoidance ofthe nesting season is not
feasible, then a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey rvithin three days prior to any site
disturbance. including disking, derrolition activities, and grading. The survey shall enconrpass suitable habitat in
the construction footprint plus a 500-foot buffer. If additional areas are proposed for dislurbance, a new nesting
bird survey that covers those areas shall be conducted. This requirement shall be included on Project construction
plans and specifications. If nests with eggs or young are detected, the biologist shall establish suitable buffers
around the nests, and the bufl'er areas shall be avoided until the nests are no longer occupied and thejuvenile birds
carr survive independently from the nests. lfno active nests are detected. then no further action is required.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
Califomia Department of Fish and Game or
US Fish and Wildlife Service?
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A jurisdictional delineation report was prepared for the proposed Projecl (Chambers, 2020b). A copy of this report is
included as Appendix B. The Proiect site contains an ephemeral drainage that traverses the Projecl site from the north to

2-l

Vegelation at the Project site and surrounding areas provide suitable nesting habitat for raptors and songbirds. If
construction of the proposed Project occurs during the bird breeding season (typically February lhrough August), ground-
disturbing construclion activities could directly and indirectly affect birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) and the Califomia Fish and Game Code. Direct impacts to birds and their nests could occur through mortality and
the removal of habitat on the Project site and indirectly through increased noise, vibrations, and increased human activity.
Impacts to nesting birds would be less than significant with the in.rplementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2.



the southeast. Approximately 0.34 acre ofriparian habitat and 0.02 acre ofstreambed under thejurisdiction ofthe CDFW
was mapped within the Project site. CDFW regulates impacts or alterations to streambeds and associated habitat.

The proposed Project has been designed to mostly avoid this area with potential for minor impacts ftom the construction
of the outlet structure. The proposed Project would result in the permanent loss of disturbed riparian and streambed-
dependent vegetation communities. Direct impacts in the form of vegetation removal would occur to 0.086 acre of mixed
willow/riparian woodland and mule-fat-stinging nettle vegetation communities. lndirect impacts resulting in a perrnanent
loss to additional vegetation communilies are nol anticipated. In total, the Project would result in the permanent loss of
0.086 acre oldisturbed riparian and streambed- dependent vegetation comrrunities.

Impacts to riparian habitat and/or streambed would require streambed alteration agreement from the CDFW. Permitting
conditions to offset these impacts will be identified during coordination through the regulatory pennitting process with
CDFW and may include compensatory mitigation, avoidance, or nonnative plant removal within the communities. lmpacts
would be less than significant.

c) llave a substantial adverse efl'ect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or olher means?

As stated in Appendix B, the Project's jurisdictional delineation determined that there are no wetlands on the Project site
No impact to wetlands would occur.

d) Interlere substantially u,ith the movement of
any native resident or migratory tlsh or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
irrpede the use oi native wildlife nursery
sites?
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Based on a review of the MSHCP and site assessment, the Project site and vicinity are not within a habitat linkage or
wildlife movernenl corridor, and it does not contain an important wildlife crossing. Also, the sile does not support an
important nursery site. The Project site is located in a rural community with elevated noise levels, vehicle traffic, lighting,
and human presence that decrease the suitability of the Project site to be used as a significant wildlife movement corridor
or linkage.

Further, most Project components would be located underground and within existing roadways. As such, once constructed
the proposed Project is not anticipated to interfere with movement of wildlife species. Therefore, the Project would not
interfere with the movement of wildlife and Project impacts to wildlife movement would be less than significant.

e) Conflict with any Iocal policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? tr tr

Such local ordinances and policies that apply to the Project location include Riverside County Oak Tree Management
GLridelines. While one oak tree was present on the site, according to the Biological Report, this specilic tree was not of
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Approximately 0.02 acre of non-wetland Waters of the U.S. under the jurisdiction of the USACE and 0.02 acre of non-
wetland Waters of the State under the jurisdiction of the RWQCB were mapped in the Project site. Impacts to these
jurisdictional resources would require a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 and Seclion 401 permit from the USACE
and RWQCB. Permitting conditions to offset these impacts will be identified during coordination through the regulatory
permitting process with the regulatory agencies (USACE, SWRCB) and may include compensatory mitigation. avoidance,
or nonnative plant removal within the communities.

tr x



sufficient size and maturity to be considered under the County's guidelines. As such, the Project is consistent with the
guidelines and no impact will occur.

Conllict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan. Nalural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional. or state habitat
conservation plan'l

0

! a tr tr

The District is a Permittee under the Western Riverside County MSHCP rvhich generally covers the District boundaries
within Westem Riverside County extending as far east as the Banning area. The MSHCP is permitted by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and CDFW. The biological technical reporl (Chambers Group, Inc., 2020a) prepared for the
proposed Project analyzed the Project's consistency with the MSHCP, which is summarized below:

As a Permittee to the Western Riverside County MSHCP, the District is required to comply with Sections 6.1.2, 6.1.3,
6.1.4,6.3.2, and 7 of the MSHCP. The Project site is located within the Gavilan Unit, of the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest
Area Plan, Subunit 3-Gavilan Hills West. The Project site is nol found within a Criteria Area Cell; therefore, a Joint Project
Review (JPR) is not required. The site is not in an amphibian survey area, a mammal survey area, or in a narrow endemic
plant survey area. Therefore, no additional surveys for these species are required (Chambers, 2020a).

Section 6.1.2 Riparian/Riverine. \'ernal Pool. and Fairv Shrimp

Riverine/riparian habitat, along with lhe open water areas, was mapped on the Project site. Mapped resources include 0.34
acre ofriparian habitat and 0.02 acre ofstreambed. These features are located at the east end ofthe ofthe Project site. The
riverine/riparian habitat is surrounded by development and is supported by runoff from the surrounding residential
neighborhoods. The open tree canopy of the habitat consists of scatlered mature willow trees with a shrub canopy
dominated by mule fat (Baccltaris saliciJitlia subsp. saliciJbhn) and stinging nettle (Urtico dioica). The understory lacked
vegetation in places, abutting the non-native annual grassland or was comprised offreshwater cattail marshes in the eastem
part ofthe detention basin parcel.

Permanent impacts at the proposed outlet structure total 0.086 acre ofdisturbed mule fat-stinging nettle thickets and nrixed
willow thickets (MSHCP riparian habitat) and 0.031 acre ofephemeral drainage (MSHCP riverine habitat). The proposed
Project impact area does not contain suitable habitat for any of the species listed in Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP.
Additionally, the nearest MSHCP Conservation area is approximately 6 n.riles from the Project site within the Mockingbird
Reservoir Public/Quasi Public Lands where the water is detained. The nearest Criteria Cell is approximately 9 miles from
the Mockingbird Canyon Reservoir. Flows from the Project site are ephemeral and would only reach the conservation area
during heavy storm events. Since the flows are not proposed to be diverted and will continue to outlet in the same location,
there will be no impact to sensitive habitats or species within the Conservation Areas. For these reasons, a Determination
of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation is not needed for this Project.

Permitting conditions to offset these impacts will be identified during coordination through the regulatory permitting
process with the regulatory agencies (USACE, CDF'W, SWRCB) and may include compensatory mitigation, avoidance, or
nonnative plant removal within the conrmunities.

There are no vernal pools on the Project site (Chambers, 2020a). No potential for fairy shrimp exists due to the lack of
suitable habitat (Chambers, 2020a).

Section 6.1.-1 Narron lindemic Plant Species

The Project site is not located within any of the MSHCP Narrow Endemic Plant Species Survey Areas

l5



Section 6.3.2 Criteria Area Survey Species

The Project site is Iocated within an MSHCP-designated survey area for bunowing owl. If burrowing owls are present on
the Project site during construction, direcl impacts to burrowing owls may occur in the form of individual take of species
and habitat loss and indirect impacts may occur from construction noise and vibrations. Impacts to burrowing owls would
be Iess than significant with the implemenlalion of Mitigation Measure BIO-1.

The development of new public facilities or modifications to existing public facilities are contemplated as 'Covered
Aclivities' in the MSHCP and are described in MSHCP Sections 7.3.4-9. Covered Activities lhat are carried out by
Permittees, Participatory Special Entities, Third Parties Granted Take Authorization, and others within the MSHCP Plan
Area, that are outside of the Criteria Area and P/QP Lands, are permitted under the Plan, subject to consistency with
MSHCP policies. The proposed Project would be considered a covered activity. The proposed Project will incorporate the
applicable Construction Guidelines per MSCHP Section 7.5.3 and the BMPS contained in Appendix C. As such, the
proposed Project will satisry the BMP requirements of the MSHCP and is consistent with Section 7.5.3 of the MSHCP.

Based on the results ofthe biological technical report, the Project would not conflict with the MSHCP or any other habitat
conservation plan. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of Mitigation Measure BIO- I .

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Would the project Potcnrially
Significant
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a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursLrant
to .a 15064.5? x

A cultural resources assessment was completed by Chambers Group. Inc. for the proposed Project (Chambers,2020c). A
copy ofthis repon is included as Appendix E. As part ofthe cultural resources assessment a records search was conducted
at the Eastem Information Center (EIC) located at the University of Califomia, Riverside on March 10, 2020. The records
search results issued on October 2, 2020, indicated that 6l cultural resources studies have been conducted within a one-
mile radius olthe Project site, three of which cover a portion ofthe Project site. A total of47 cultural resources properties
have been recorded within a one-mile radius of the Projecl site. None of the previously recorded cultural resources were
identified within the Project site. As such, no impacts to a cultural resource would occur.

The cultural resources assessrrlent also included a reconnaissance survey of the Project site. No archaeological resources
were identified during field survey. Several historic-period resources (built environment properties) were identified during
pre-field survey research. These potential historical resources were visited during the field survey and assessed both in the
field and through archival research. While a small number of the propenies appear to rnaintain inregrity of conslruction
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Section 6.1.4 Urban/Wildlands Interface Cuidelines

The Project site is not located adjacent to any Criteria Cells, Conservation Areas, Cores/Linkages, or P/QP lands identified
by the MSHCP and thus would not affect these areas. The requirements for Urban/Wildlands Interface do not apply to this
Project site because it is not located adjacent to any MSHCP Conservation Areas. The Project site is relatively isolated
from larger, contiguous blocks of native habitat and surrounded by residential development and other anthropogenic land
use; therefore, net long-term increase of edge impacts is not expected because of the Project. Flows from the Project site
do not ordinarily convey to downstream MSHCP Conservation Areas and would not significantly impact water quality as

described in the Hydrology and Water Quality section. Impacts related to urban/wildlands interface would be less than
significant.

Section 7 Covered Activities/Allowable Uses

tr tr



and setting, none are recommended for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) under any criteria
(Chambers, 2020c). Furthermore, while these properties may be classified as historical due to their age (older than 50 years)
none of the properties would be affected by implementation of the proposed Project. As such, no impacts to a historical
resource would occur.

Project-related excavation may result in impact to unknown buried cultural resources along the stonn drain alignment if
such resources are encountered during construction activities. Implementation of the District's 'Accidental Discovery'
mitigation measure, Mitigation Measure CR-I, would ensure that impacts to any discovered resources are less than
significant.

Mitigation l\leasure

CR-l: Accidental Discovery. If subsurf'ace deposits believed to be cultural or human in origin are discovered during
construclion, all work rnust halt within a 10O-tbot radius ofthe discovery. A qualified prolessional archaeologist meeting
the Secretary of the Interior's Prolbssional Qualification Standards for prehistoric and historic archaeologists shall be

retained to evaluate the significance ofthe find. The archaeologist shall have the authority to modify the no-work radius
as appropriate, using professionaljudgment. Ifthe professional archaeologist determines that the find does not represent a

cultural resource, work may resume immediately, and no agency notifications are required. Ifthe professional archaeologist
determines that the find represenls a cultural resource, the handling of the cultural resource(s) shall follow the applicable
recommendations as described in the Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) prepared for the Project, as required
by TCR-1.

b)

tr tr

The records search conducted for the proposed Project did not identify archaeological resources within the Project site and
no archaeological resources were identified during field survey. Additionally, the geological setting ofthe Project site does

not include Holocene alluvial fills, therefore, the likelihood of identifying buried archaeological resources is very low
(Chambers, 2020c). As such, no impacts to archaeological resources are expected.

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

There are no known human remains wilhin the vicinity of the Project site, and no conditions exist that suggest human
remains are likely to be found on the Project site. It is not anticipated that implementation of the Project would disturb
human remains, including those interred outside of fonnal cemeteries. However, ground-disturbing activities, such as

grading or excavation. have the potential to disturb unknown human remains.

ln the event that human remains are unearthed during excavation and grading activities, all activity shall cease immediately.
Pursuant to Califomia Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner
has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Califomia Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
lf the remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the Coroner shall notify the Native American Heritage
Comnrission (NAHC) within 24 hours. The NAHC shall then contact the most likely descendant of the deceased Native
American. who shall serve as consultant on how to proceed with the remains. As this procedure is a requirement ofexisting
Iaws and regulations, and identitjed in the Dislrict's Standard Operating Procedures, no mitigation is required. Project
impacts would be less than significant.

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

tr

x tr
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VII. ENERGY.
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a) Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project construction
or operation?
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During construction and maintenance, the Project would consume energy in two general forms: (l) the fuel energy
consumed by construction vehicles and equipment; and (2) bound energy in construction materials, such as asphalt, steel,

concrete, pipes, and manufactured or processed materials such as lumber and glass. Contractors are required to minimize
idling of construction equipment during construction and maintenance per state law and reduce construction waste by
recycling. These required practices would limit wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption. Furthermore, there are no
unusual Projecl characteristics that would necessitate the use ofconstruction ofmaintenance equipment that would be less

energy efficient than at comparable construction sites in other parts of the state. Therefore, the proposed short-term
construction and infrequent long-term maintenance activities would not result in inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary fuel
consumption. Impacts would be less than significant.

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

a)

tr tr

The Project would be required to comply rvith applicable county, city, state, and federal energy conservation measures

related to construction and maintenance activities. Many of the regulations regarding energy efficiency are focused on
increasing building efficiency and renewable energy generation, promoting sustainability through energy conservalion
measures, as well as reducing water consumption and vehicle miles traveled. The Project consists ofthe construction and
maintenance of underground storm drains, street improvements, and an outlet structure, as well as routine maintenance
activities. No building construction is proposed as part ofthe Project as it consists offlood control protection facilities. The
Project does not impact renewable energy sources as the it would not have ongoing operational activities except for
infrequent maintenance activities, similar to that ofexisting maintenance activities within flood control facilities. Impacts
are less than significant, and no nritigation is required.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOII,S.

Would the proiect
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i) Rupture ofa known earthquake fault,
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Alquist-Priolo Eanhquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a

Known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
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A gcotechnical investigation report u'as prepared for the Project by Inland Foundation Engineering, Inc. (lFE) (lFE, 2021)
A copy of this report is included as Appendix G. The findings ofthis report have been summarized below.

The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed in 1972 to mitigate the hazard ofsurface faulting to structures
for human occupancy. This state law was a direct result ofthe l97l San Femando earthquake, which was associated with
extensive surface fault ruptures that damaged numerous homes, commercial buildings, and other structures. Surface rupture
is the most easily avoided seismic hazard. An active fault is one that shows displacement within the last I 1,000 years and,
therefore, is considered more likely to generate a future earthquake. The act requires the Califomia State Geologist to
establish regulatory zones (now known as Earthquake Fault Zones; prior to January I , 1994, these zones were known as

Special Studies Zones) around the surface traces of active faults that pose a risk of surface ground rupture and to issue

appropriate maps in order to mitigate the hazard of surface faulting to structures for human occupancy.

There are no known earthquake faults that traverse the Project site or earthquake fault zones that include the Project site
(lFE 2021). No habitable structures would be constructed by the proposed Project. The proposed Project is a paved street

and an underground stonn drain thcility that would be located within streets rights of way. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not expose people or structures to rupture of a known earthquake fault. No impacl would occur.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? tr
The Project will be constructed using approved District design standards. Because the Project site is within Southern
California, strong seismic events are a possibility throughout the region. As such, the Project will be built to a condition
engineered to withstand most seismic events. Therefore, impacts from strong seismic ground shaking would be less than
significant.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including Iiquefaction? tr

Liquefaction is a phenomenon where water-saturated granular soils lose shear strength during strong ground shaking
produced by earthquakes. The loss of soil strength occurs as a consequence ol cyclic pore water pressure increases below
the groundwater surface. Potential hazards due to Iiquefaction include loss ofbearing stenglh beneath structures, possibly
causing foundation failure and/or significant settlements and differential settlements. Liquefaction generally occurs where
the groundwater table is less than 50 feet below the surface.

The Project site is not located within an area mapped for potential to experience liquefaction (lFE 2021 ). The Project will
be constructed using approved District design standards. Because lhe Project site is within Southern Califomia, strong
seismic events are a possibility throughout the region. Routine maintenance activities would ensure that any damage to
Project facilities due to seismic-related ground failure is repaired. Impacts would be less than significant.

ii) Landslides? ! tr
The Project site is not located within a state or county mapped landslide hazard area (lFE 2021). Therefore, the proposed
Project would not expose people or structures to potential adverse effects involving landslides. No impact would occur.

b) Result in substantial changes in topography.
unstable soil conditions lrom excavation.
grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil'l

x

Implementation ofthe proposed Project would require ground-disturbing activities, such as grading, that could potentially
result in soil erosion or loss of topsoil. Construction of the proposed Project would be required to comply with the
Constmction General Pennit, either through a waiver or through preparation and implementation of a Stonn Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be included as part of the SWPPP to
manage erosion and the loss of topsoil during construction-related activities. The proposed Project's grading plan would
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also ensure that earth\york is designed to avoid soil erosion. Any impacts that would occur as a result ofsoil erosion or the
loss oftopsoil would therefore be less than significant.

c) Be located on a geologic unil 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?

tr tr

The underground portions olthe Project will consist ofconcrete pipe placed within the roadway. The soil will be cornpacted
to support the proposed new asphalt paving as part of the Project. Impacts related to an unstable geologic unit or soil
resulting in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liqueiaction, or collapse are discussed in the responses
included in this section of the Initial Study. Impacts would be less than significant.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table l8-l-B ofthe Uniform Building Code
11994 or mosl curent editiont. creating
substantial risks to Iife or property?

! tr x

According to the geotechnical investigation report prepared for the Project, subsurface materials that will be encountered
during conslruction primarily consist oi granular alluvial deposits overlying granitic bedrock. The alluvial soils consist
primarily of medium dense to dense silty sand (SM) and silty clayey sand (SC-SM). The underlying granitic bedrock is
generally dense to very dense and slightly to highly weathered. The underground portions of the Project will consist of
reinforced concrete pipe placed within the roadway. The soil will be compacted to support the proposed new asphalt paving
as part ofthe Project. Earthwork and backfilling shall be performed in accordance with District requirements and the current
edition ofthe Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction. The impact would be less than significant.

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

D tr tr

The proposed Project consists of underground storm drains, road improvements, and an outlet structure. The Project does
not include septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems, and theretbre, the Project would not impact disposal
systems.

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

t)

tr tr tr tr

A Paleontological Resources Assessment Reporl was prepared for the Project by Chambers Group, Inc. (Chambers, 2020d).
A copy of this report is included as Appendix D. The findings of this report are summarized in the responses included
below.

The geologic mapping ofthe site, as wellas the field survey. indicate that the bedrock is igneous intrusive rocks. As such,
they are assigned a paleontological potential level of No Potential. The pedestrian survey confinned that no significant
paleontological resources should be expected frorn the rocks and soils ofthe Project. The minor amounts ofsoil that have
accumulated on this bedrock do not appear to be old enough to contain significant paleontological resources. Therefore,
the Project would not impact a unique paleontological resource or site of unique geologic feature.

a tr

tr

l0



vIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EN{ISSIONS.

Would the project: Polcntially
Significant

Impacl

Lcss than
Significanl

with
Miligation

Incorporated

Less thtin
Significrnt

hnprcl

No
Implcl

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a

significant impact on the environment? tr tr x

An Air Quality and Greenlouse Gas Technical Memorandun: was prepared for the proposed Project to document the
existing resources and to determine whether impacts would occur to air quality, as required under CEQA (Vista
Environmental, 2020). A copy of this report is included as Appendix C. The proposed Project would not generate

greenlouse gas (GHG) emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment.
The proposed Project would consist ofa series of IO0-year storm drain facilities and street improvements. The proposed
Project is anticipated to generate GHG emissions from construction equipment, however, no generation ofGHC emissions
is anticipated from the operation of the proposed Project. The Projecfs GHG emissions have been calculated with the
CalEEMod model and the results is shown below in Table 8-1.

Table 8-1 - Pro sed Pro ect Annual Greenhouse Cas llmissions

Nolesi
I Constmction emissions amortizcd ovcr l0 ycars as recommended in the SCAQMD CHG WorkingGroup on Novcmber I9,2009
Sourcc: CalEEMod Vcrsion 2016.3.2.

The data provided in Table 8-l above, shows that the proposed Project would create 144.02 metric tons of carbon
dioxide equivalents (MTCO:e) per year, when amortized over the 30-year lifetime of the Project, the Project would
create 4.80 MTCO:e per year. According to the County's theshold of significance, a significant cumulative global
climate change impact would occur if the GHG emissions created from the on-going operations would exceed 3,000
MTCO2e per year. Therefore, a less than significant generation of greenhouse gas emissions would occur from
development ofthe proposed Project and greenhouse gas emission impacts would be less than significant.

co2 CH4 N20 CO2eCatcgory

Year 2021 Construction Activities I ,11. l4 0.04 0.00 144.02

4.7 7 0.00 0.0t) 4.80

3.000.00
Countv ofRiverside CAP Threshold

Excceds Threshold?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan. policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions ofgreenhouse gases'l tr t4

The proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose ofreducing GHG emissions. The County ofRiverside has adopted lhe County ol' Riverside Climate Action Plan
(CAP) that was revised November 2019 (County of Riverside. 2019). The CAP was updated in 2019 in order to bring
the CAP in conformance with SB 32 and AB 197 that set a statewide 2030 goal of reducing GHG emissions to 40
percent below 1990 levels by 2030. The CAP has developed a process for determining significance of greenhouse gas

impacts from new development projects that includes (l) apply an emissions level that is determined to be less than
significant for small projects, and (2) utilizing Screening Tables to mitigate project greenhouse gas emissions that exceed
the threshold level. The CAP has provided a threshold of3,000 MTCO:e per year used to identify projects that require the
use of Screening Tables or a proiect-specific technical analysis to quantify and mitigate project emissions.
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As shown in Table 8- I above, the proposed Prqect would creale 144.02 MTCO2e per year, when amortized over the 30-
year lifetime of the Project would create 4.80 MTCO:e per year, which is well below the 3,000 MTCO:e per year threshold
provided in the GHG Review Processes. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan,
policy, or regulation ofan agency adopted for the purpose ofreducing the emissions ofgreenhouse gases. Impacts under
this category would be less than significant.

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project Polcntially
Significanl

lmpnct

Lcss than
Significant

Mitigalion

Less lhan
Significanl

lmpaci
lnrpacl

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

tr x

No acutely hazardous materials (as defined in Tit. 22 Cal. Code Regs. $ 66261.30) are required to be used or stored within
the Project site during the Project construction or maintenance. Hazardous materials to be used during Project construction
or maintenance include gasoline, diesel fuel, oil, solvents, and lubricants associated with construction equipment and other
vehicles and construction activities. These materials will be transported, used, and disposed of in accordance with
applicable laws, regulations, and District protocols designed to protect the environment, workers, and the public. Therefore,
impacts associated with the routine transport, use. or disposal ofhazardous materials would be Iess than significant.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
fbreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hzzardous materials
into the environment?

tr tr a tr

Limited quantities ofhazardous matenals will be used during Project activities including gasoline, diesel fuel, oil, solvents,
and lubricants associated with the heavy equipment and vehicles used for operation and maintenance activities. The
potential reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions may include minor spills and/or drips of limited quantities
onto the ground from construction and maintenance activities. However, all Project activities will utilize BMPS that are

designed to protect the environment and contain any spills. Additionally, District employees are trained to properly prevent
and clean up minor spills. as well as being familiar with protocols to manage larger spills should they occur. Therefore, the
impact associated with reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions by a potential release of hazardous materials
into the environment would be less than significant.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
ofan existing or proposed school?

tr tr

The Project site is not located within one-quarler mile ofexisting schools. No impact would occur

d) 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?

tr tr
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A Phase I Environrnental Site Assessments (ESA) and a limited Phase ll ESA $,ere prepared by Leighton Consulting, Inc.
(Leighton) for the proposed Project (Leighton, 2020a; 2020b). A copy ofthis report is included as Appendix F. The findings
ofthese two reports are summarized below. The results ofthe Phase I ESA indicate that the Project site is not located within
a hazardous material site (Leighton. 2020a). Additionally, a limited Phase ll ESA was prepared (Leighton, 2020b) which
included soil testing at the proposed outlet location and the soil within the conidor leading to the future outlet. The results

of the limited Phase II ESA indicale that there are no toxic materials currently present onsite or within the soil. Therefore,
there is no impact to this criterion.

It should also be noted that the District has the following standard operating procedure that will be included in the
construction contract and specifications. [n the event that any hazardous materials, historical, archaeological, or
paleontological resources are accidentally discovered within Project limits, the conlractor shall immediately cease all
construction or ground dislurbance activity in the vicinity of the find and notily the engineer. District will provide the
appropriate professional to assess the significance ofthe discovery and, if necessary, develop appropriate management and

treatment measures. The contractor shall not resume construction in the affected area without the engineer's approval.

e) 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 or excessive noise_fbr
people residing or working in the Project
site?

tr

The Project site is not within an airport land use plan. Additionally, the Project site is not within two miles of an existing
public airporr. Therefore, there would be no impact to airports and people residing or working in the Project site.

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

l)

tr x

The Project is not designed to significantly impact the traftlc circulation or increase demands on existing emergency
response activities, or impact emergency access in the area. If road closures are necessary during construction and
maintenance activities, the District will coordinate with local authorities regarding appropriate procedures to ensure that
access road blockages are temporary and intennittent and that the roads remain available for use in case ofemergency. The
Project would also improve existing access for emergency services by paving existing dirt roads. Therefore, impacts would
be less than significant.

h) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland llres'/ tr tr x

The California Depanment of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) adopted Fire Hazard Severity Zone maps identify
Project site is within rnoderate to high fire hazard areas lbr State Responsible Zones. The Project will occur within existing
roadways and vacant parcels. AlthoLrgh most activities willrequire the use ofheavy equipment including but not limited to
dump trucks and dozers to push vegetation and debris and or transport equipment, soil and vegetation, the Project will not
expose people or structures to wildllre or significant risk of wildfire. Once construction is complete, the Project will consist
of an outlet stnlcture, street improvements, and underground concrete pipes. Therefbre, ary cllanges to potential fire risks
would be less than significant.

3-.1
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X. HYDROLOGYANDWATERQUALITY.

Would the project
Si-en ific.ut

sith
N4itigntior

Lcss than
Significant

Impacl

No

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater
quality?

The District must comply with all state, federal and local regulations related to water quality, including the Federal Clean
Water Act (CWA) and the State of Califomia's Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act. The Project provides conditions
designed to avoid and minimize potential water quality impacts associated with construction, operation, and maintenance
activities. Because the Project is greater than one acre, a SWPPP will be prepared, and the contractor will obtain coverage
under the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity, General Permit Order
2009-0009-DWQ. Therefore. the Project can benefit water quality and is not expected to conflict with any adopted water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements. District maintenance activities will also continue to be conducted in
accordance with any applicable State Water Resources Control Board and/or any Regional Water Quality Control Board
requirements, including all conditions and BMPs included and the 404 and 401 permits, and applicable provisions ofthe
CWA. Furthermore, the District is the Principal Permittee for the three Riverside County NPDES Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer System (M34) permits related to the District's jurisdiction within the Santa Ana (Santa Ana Watershed), Colorado
River Basin (Whitewater Watershed), and San Diego (Santa Margarita Watershed) regions, and the District is required to
implement BMPs during maintenance activities.

ln addition, the District implements the following standard operating procedures to protect water quality

Implementation of Water Quality Best Management Practices. All BMP materials are to be onsite prior to
maintenance activity and ready for use. BMPs shall be in compliance with all specifications governing the proper
design. installation, operation. and maintenance of such management pructiues.

Equipment Staging and Maintenance, AII fueling, lubrication, maintenance, storage, and staging of vehicles
and equipment shall be outside of Waters ofthe State and shall not result in a discharge or a threatened discharge
to Waters of the State.

Therefore, Project activities will continue to be conducted in accordance with any applicable State Water Resources Control
Board and./or any Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements. Therefbre, the individual and cumulative impacts
to water quality would be less than significant.

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may irrpede
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

b)

tr n

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattem of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces. in a manner which would:

c) I\nc riall]_

S'gtriliclnr
Iorpacl

Less than
Signilicanl

wirh
Mnigflion

No
lnrparl

3"1

SignilicaDl
Inpacl

tr tr tr

tr

The proposed Project does not include any new groundwater diversion, recharge projects, or management projects.
Therefore, there will be no impacts to groundwater supplies or recharge capabilities.

Lcss than
Significant



i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site? n tr x tr

The Project is designed to resolve flooding and erosion within the Project site. The street paving would be completed to
solve the issue of erosion within the existing dirt roads and the underground facilities are designed to convey flows away
from problem areas. The Project will not create or resull in any onsite or offsite erosion. Therelbre, the proposed Project
would have a less than significant impact to erosion or runoff, both onsite and off.

ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site? tr tr

The Project is designed to convey surface flows to underground facilities and ultimately outlet into an existing natural
drainage system. The proposed Project includes improvements 1o existing unpaved roadways that would increase
impervious surfaces in the Project site and result in a minor increase to the volume of runoff. Surface runoff from the
Project site would be directed to the proposed underground drainage facilities but would not substantially increase the rate
or amounl of surface runoff that would result in flooding on- or off-site. Therefore, there would be a less than significant
impact to the amount ofsurface runoff.

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which
would excee,I the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoffl

D

The Project consists ofthe construction, operation, and maintenance ofa storm drain facility. The proposed Project would
also include the paving ofexisting unpaved roadways, which would increase the surface area of impervious surfaces in the
Project site and would be anficipated to increase the volume ofrunoffand facilitate transport ofa minor amount ofpolluted
runoff. Surface runoff liom the Project site would be directed to the proposed underground drainage facilities that would
be ofsufficient size to accommodate anticipated flows. Thus, runoffvolumes associated with the Project would not exceed
the capacity ofthe proposed drainage facilities. Although the Project could thcilitate transport ofpolluted runoff, the Project
itself would not be a source ofpollurants except any minor amounls generated by construction. Cornpliance with regulatory
requirements for water quality and BMPs during and after construction, and proper maintenance ofthe constructed facility
would minimize these impacts to a less than significant level.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants tlue to project
inundation ?

tr tr

The proposed l'acilities are not located within an area that would be subjected to tsunami or seiche hazards because it is not
adjacent to the ocean or a large body ofwater. The Project site is Iocated within a Federal Ernergency Management Agency
(FEMA) Flood lnsurance Rate Map (FIRM) Zone X (FEMA 2008). Zone X is defined as areas detennined to be outside
ofthe 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain.

District facilities are designed to convey flows within flood hazard zones. The proposed Project itsell would alleviate
potential flooding in the Project site by conveying tlows through underground pipes and discharging the llows into an
existing natural drainage system downgradient. The proposed Project would result in a benefit by reducing flood hazards.
No impact would occur since the Project would reduce inundation in an area that is already outside of a flood hazard,
tsunami. or seiche zone.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

! tr E tr
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The District is also responsible for implementing \vater quality programs ivithin District facilities. The Project does not
propose to conflict or obstruct the implementation of water quality plans or ground water management. The design of the
facility would result in a very minor transport ofadditional flow downstream which would otherwise have percolated into
the currently unpaved road surfaces. Construction ofthe Project would result in a minor increase in impervious surfaces
and a near negligible change in groundwater input. Therefore, there would be a less than significant impact to water quality
plans or groundwater management plans.

XI. LANDUSEPLANNING.

Would the project: Porcntially
Significanl

lmpacl

Less than
Significant

wirh
Mitigation

No
Impacl

a) Physically divide an established community? x
While the Project site is located within an established comrnunity. no aspect ofthe Project would alter the land such that it
would divide any portion of the eslablished community. Once constructed, Project facilities would consist of underground
storm drains, street paving, and an outlet structure into a natural drainage. The addition of stormwater drains, improved
paved streets and reduction of surface water during storm events would serve to better connect the existing community.
Therefore, there no impact would occur.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy. or regulation adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an environnrental
effect'l

tr tr

The Project consists ofconstruction and maintenance ofa series of 100-year storm drain facilities, including the installation
of an outlet structure and street improvements. Once constructed the Project would not conflict with applicable land use
plans, policies, or regulations; and therefore, no impacts would occur.

XII. N,IINERALRESOURCES.

Polcnliall!
Sigflilicrnr

Lcss than
Significanl

with
MitiSation

Lcss than
Significant

Impact

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be ofvalue to the
region and the residents ofthe slate?

tr tr tr x

The Project is located within an area rnapped MRZ-l (no significant mineral deposits). This classification is used by the
State of Calilornia which defines MRZ-l as an area where the available geologic information indicates no significant
urineral deposits or a minimal Iikelihood of significant mineral deposits. (County of Riverside, General Plan Open Space
Elenrent. Figure 05-6, Septernber 2021). There are no known mineral resources within the location of the proposed
facilities and no known historic use for extraction of mineral resources. Therefore, no impacts to mineral resources would
occur.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
irnportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan. specific
plan or other land use plan'?

tr tr tr x
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Per the County's 2021 General Plan, Opcn Space Element, the Project is not located within a locally important mineral
resource recovery site. Therefore, no impacts to locally important mineral resources or mineral resource recovery sites
would occur.

XIII, NOISE.

Would the project result in Lcss than
Signifi€anl

wnh
Miligation

Lcss ihan
Significanl

Impact

No
hnpact

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanenl increase in ambient-noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies'l

tr

The Project vicinity experiences significant ambienl noise levels due to the surrounding developed residential homes and
existing streets. Due to the short-term and temporary nature of construction and maintenance, the ambient noise level
increase is not anticipated to be substantial. Furthermore, Capital Improvement Projects of a govemmental agency are

exempt from the County's Ordinance No.847 Regulating Noise. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

b) Generation of excessive groundbome
vibration or groundborne noise levels? tr

Construction and maintenance of the Project facilities would involve the temporary use of construction equipment which
would result in temporary vibrational noise. Vibrational noise is a concern when sensitive receptors are in close proximity
to the vibration sources. The Project would be located within the right of way of existing streets in an area with residential
land uses. Residential land uses are considered sensitive receptors (County of Riverside 201 5). However, construction and
maintenance activities would be limited to the public right ofway. Once operational, the Project would not be a source of
ground-borne vibration. Impacts would be less than significant.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a

private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airpon or public
use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the Project site to
excessive noise levels'l

tr tr tr x

The Project is not located within an existing airport land use plan area. No airports or private airstrips are located within
two miles ofthe Project site. Therefore, no impact would occur.

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING.

Would the project: Potc liull)
SisIli,lernr

Lcss than
Significanl

Miligalion

Lcss than

Significant
lrnpacl

lnpacl

a) Induce substantial unplanned_population
growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example,

x

1't

Potentially
Signilicanl

lmpacl

D a

tr x tr

tr ! D



through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

The Project includes the construction and maintenance of underground storm drains, street improvements, and outlet
structure. No aspect ofthe Project proposed to develop any new residential or commercial buildings. The improvements
proposed are not ofa subslantial enough scope and scale to induce population growth, and lhe areas that will be improved
are already developed. The Project would not result in substantial unplanned_population growth in an area and no impact
would occur.

b)

tr n tr

XV. 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 govemmental 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 ofthe public services:

Polcntially
Signiticsnr

Impacl

Lcss than
Sisnificant

wilh
Mrtigation

SiSnificarl
lmpact

No
lmpacl

Fire protection'/ tr n x
The Project will not expand, change, or otherwise impact fire protection as the facilities will be underground or in ground
and does not propose to alter the existing access to the existing neighborhood. Road improvements will benefit access for
emergency services. Therefore. no impacts associated with fire protection wotrld occur.

Police protection? tr tr tr
The Project will not expand, change. or otherwise impact police protection as the facilities will primarily be underground
or in-ground concrete and paved surfaces. Road improvemenls will benefit access to the neighborhood for emergency
services. Therelbre, no impacts associated with police protection would occur.

Schools'.) tr tr tr
The proposed Project would not result in population growth that would increase the use ofschools, parks, or other public
facilities. No impact would occur.

Parks'l tr
The proposed Project would not result in population growth that would increase the use of schools, parks, or other public
facilities. No impact would occur.

ll{

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

tr

The Project would install storm drains within existing roadways, pave existing dirt roads, and install an outlet structure in
a vacant parcel. No portion ofthe Project will require the displacement ofany person or housing, and therefore, no impact
would occur.

!

x

x
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Other public facilities? tr
The proposed Project would not result in population growth that would increase the use of schools, parks, or other public
facilities. No impact would occur.

XVI. RECREATION Porcnrirlly
SiSnificrnt

lnrpact
Signilicanl

[.,lirigation

Lcss than
Significant

Impacl

No
lmpacl

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

tr tr tr

The proposed Project is the construction of underground storm drains, street improvements, and an outlet structure. No
increase in demand or increase in use ofexisting parks or other recreational facilities would result frorr the implementation
ofthe proposed Project. No impact would occur.

b) 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?

tr

The Project will not expand, change, or otherwise impact recreational facilities, as the proposed Project is for the
construction of underground storm drains, street improvements, and an outlet structure. The proposed Project would not
require the constnrclion or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment. No impact would occur.

XYI I. TRANSPORTATIO:'J.

Would the project Potcntially
SiAnilicanl

Lnpact
Significanr

with
Mitigaliolr

Sigoificanl
lmpact

No

a) Conflict with program, plan, ordinance or
policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit. roadway. bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

tr tr tr

The proposed Project would generate short-term construction related vehicle trips. Potential roadway lane closures would
be temporary and phased as construction progresses along the alignment. Construction-related vehicle trips during
construction would include passenger trucks for workers traveling to and from the Project work areas, haul trucks (including
for import of pipes and paving materials, as needed), and other trucks associated with equipment and material deliveries.
However, traffic generated by construction of the proposed Project would be temporary and would not conflict with the
County of Riverside's Circulation Element. Impacts occurring as a result of temporary construction would be less than
significant.

Once the construction of the proposed Project is completed, there would be no increase in automobile trips to the area

because the improved facilities would not require daily visits. While it is anticipated that the proposed Project would require
intermittent maintenance to be conducled by District staff, such maintenance would be minimal and infrequent requiring a

negligible amount oftraffic trips on an annual basis. Operational impacts would be less than significant.
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b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)? x

According to the Califomia Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Technical Advisory on SB 743, many local agencies

have developed screening thresholds to indicate when detailed traffic analysis is needed. Absent substantial evidence
indicating that a projecl would generate a potentially significant level of vehicle miles travelled (VMT), or inconsistency
with a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) or general plan, projects that generate or attract fewer than I l0 trips per
day generally may be assumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact (OPR 201 8).

Trips generated during operation ofthe proposed Project would be attributed to maintenance activities, which would require
a negligible amount oftraffic trips on an annual basis. The proposed Project would not generate I l0 trips per day or more
during operations. As such. the proposed Project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b). No irnpact would occur.

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a

geometric design feature (e.9., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.9., farm equiprnent)?

tr x

The Project consists ofthe construction and nraintenance ofunderground storm drains, street improvements, and an outlet
structure. Street improvements have been designed to comply with County development standards and would not result in
traffic sal'ety impacts. The proposed Project would not include a design feature or an incornpatible use that would increase
hazards in the area. No impact would occur.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? tr tr tr
Construction and maintenance of the proposed Project may require temporary road closures. However, a traffic control
plan would be implemented during the construction phase to maintain traffic flow and provide emergency response
access in the Project site. Impacts would be less than significant.

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance ofa 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 ofthe landscape, sacred place. or object
with cultural value to a Califomia Native American tribe.
and that is:

Porcnliall)
Si-snificarl

lmpact

Lcss than
Significanr

wilh
IU nigariorl

Signilic!nt
No

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

tr tr tr a

A Cultural Resources Phase I Survey and records search was completed for the proposed Project (Chambers, 2021). A
foot survey of the Project site did not identifo any CRHR eligible resources to be present on the Project site (Chambers,
2020c). No known California Register listed. or eligible resources have been identitied on the Project site. As sLrch, no
impact to historic resources would occur.
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b)

tr tr

AB 52 Consultation

Assembly Bill No. 52 (AB 52) requires good faith consultation with Calilomia Native American Tribes on the potential
for impacts to tribal cultural resources (TCR). TCR is defined by Public Resourced Code (PRC) Section 2 1074 as 'sites,
features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe'
that are either 'included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources' or
'included in a local register of historical resources'. TCR also include those resources determined by a lead agency in its
discretion, supponed by substantial evidence, to be significanl. Additionally, PRC Section 2 1074 describes Tribal Cultural
Landscapes (TCL) as being considered 'a tribal cultural resource to the extent that the landscape is geographically defined
in terms ofthe size and scope ofthe landscape.

In accordance with the requirements of AB 52, the District sent project notification letters to a list of Califomia Native
American Tribes, which had previously submitted general consultation request letters pursuant to 21080.3. I (d) ofthe Public
Resources Code. Ofthose Tribes contacted, consultation proceeded with the Pechanga Band ofLuisefro Indians (Pechanga)

and Soboba Band of Luisefio lndians (Soboba). The Pechanga and Soboba Tribes also provided suggested mitigation
measures for the Project. With the input ofthe Pechanga and Soboba tribes, AB 52 consultation was completed with Soboba

and Pechanga on August 25. 2023.

lmpact Analysis:
Consultation under AB 52 and a Sacred Lands File search by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
determined that TCR are present within a I -mile vicinity ofthe Project site (Chambers, 2021 ). Public disclosure ofprotected
TCR is prohibited by law, as such, details of the location of such resources was communicated in government-to-
government consultation between the District and the Tribes. It is possible that unknown buried TCR could be present
within the area during ground-disturbing activities. Significant impacts may occur from the discovery of unknown TCR
during ground disturbing activities from Project construction. Impacts to unkrown TCR would be less than significant with
the implementation of Mitigation Measure TCR-l and TCR-2.

TCR-l The District shall prepare a Tribal/Cultural Resources Management Plan (TCRMP) prior to ground disturbing
activities. The TCRMP shall be based on the final construction grading plans prepared by the District and may include
requirements for pre-construction cultural sensitivity training, notification, and monitoring protocol. The TCRMP will
consider concerns of the consulting Tribes and the consulting Tribes will have an opportunity to review and comment on
the draft TCRMP.

ln the eyent that the cL,ttsulting Tribes ure not uble lo reasonubh, uK'o,nmodole the District's reErests ctnd/or needs

regarding monilorin&. lhe Dislrid n?a1, proceed x,ith Mitigution Meosure TCR-2 as needed:

TCR-2 The District may, at its discretion, conducl archaeological monitoring and-/or reconnaissance of the Project site
using a qualified archaeologist that is not a Tribal monitor or representative ofa Native American Tribe. This would occur
only as needed during ground-disturbing construction activities.

.ll

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 (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. ln applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the
lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a Calilomia Native American
tribe?

x tr



XIX. UTILITIES AND SER\/ICE SYSTEMS.

Porcnlially
SiSnilicant

lmpacl
Significant

wirh
MiligalioD

Lcss than

SiSnilicant
lmpacl

No
lmpact

a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded_water, or
wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

tr

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it hus adequate capacity to
serve the projecl's projected demand in
addition to the provider's existing
commitments'l

tr D x tr

The Prqect will not require the use ofwastewater treatment services, some limited temporary disposal ofwastewater from
construction workers would be needed during construction. No new permanent source ofwastewater would result from the
Project. A less than significant impact would occur in this regard.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards. or in excess of the capacity
of local inlrastructure. or otherwise impair
the attainment ofsolid waste reduction goals?

tr tr tr

Construction activities may generate small quantities of solid waste. inert materials, and green waste. No new permanent
source of solid waste would result from the Project. AII waste would be disposed of in accordance with all local statutes
and regulations. Therefore, impacts are less than significant.

4l

Would the project:

The Project consists of the construction, operation and maintenance of underground storm drains, and an outlet struclure
and paving ofexisting unpaved/paved roads. Although it is unlikely that utility lines are under the vacant parcel where the
outlet structure will be constructed, there is potential for the underground storm drains to require relocation of any
underground utilities. Should any existing underground utility need to be relocated, it would be relocated within the existing
right of way for that utility company and in coordination with the respective owner of the utility. Therefore, impacts
associaled with the relocation or construction ofany ofthe above-listed facilities would be less lhan significant.

tr

The proposed Project does not include the development of any residential or commercial developments. Water will only
be necessary temporarily during construction and maintenance to control fugitive dust from leaving the site. The Project
does not require supplemental water once constructed and no new demand inducing facilities would be constructed. A less

than significant impact would occur in this regard.

x



D D x

XX. WII,DFIRE.

lf located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the
project:

Potentially
Sienificanl

Impacl

Less than
Significant

wirh
MiliSarion

Significanl
lmpacl

No
hnprcr

a) Substantially impair an adopled emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? tr tr a tr

The Project site is not located within a state responsibility area (SRA); however, it is located adjacent to the SRA at Lake
Matthews (Board of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2022). Operation of the Project would not interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan. However, the construclion and maintenance ofthe Project may require temporary lane closures
which has the potential to interfere with emergency response access. If lane closures are anticipated, the Project would
implement a traffic control plan that provides precautionary measures (i.e., detour signage, flagging) to address any
temporary circulation impacts at this intersection. A less than significant impact would occur in this regard.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds. and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread ofa wildfire?

tr tr x

The Project would construct drainage infrastructure and street improvements and would not include the permanent siting
of employees or housing on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not expose residents in the surrounding area to
pollutant concentrations from wildfire due to any change in the conditions of slope. prevailing winds. or other factors. No
impact would occur.

c)

tr x tr

The Project consists ofthe construction and maintenance ofunderground storm drains, street improvements, and an outlet
structure. The District currently maintains access to all improved facilities, up to and including, access roads within District
right of way. The proposed street improvements include paving existing dirt roads within an established residential
neighborhood, these streets would be maintained by the RCTD on an intiequent basis, due to the minimal size and scope

ofthe improvements. Maintenance activities would be expected to occur on a limited nrmber ofoccasions per year. A less

than significant impact would occur in this regard.

d) Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff,
post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes'l

tr tr

,l.l

e) Comply u,ith federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

The small quantities of solid waste generated by the Project during construction activilies would be handled in accordance
with all applicable federal, state, and local statutes and regulations. No impact would occur.

!

Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power
lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

tr x



The primary purpose ofthe Project is to prevent flooding from storm events under normal conditions. The construction and
maintenance ofthese facilities is necessary to provide adequate flood control within the Project site and would be beneficial
in the event of flooding or post-fire runoff. Therefore, no adverse impacts associated with downstream flooding are
anticipated to occur.

XXI. MANDATORY
SIGNIFICANCE.

FINDINGS OF Potcntially
Significant

lmpact
Signillcant

Miligalion

Lcss than
Significant

lmpaci

No
Impact

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

tr x tr tr

The majority of the proposed Project alignment is within previously developed urban area. The proposed Project consists
primarily ofthe installation ofunderground storm drain facilities. The proposed Project has the potential to adversely affect
biological resources and tribal cultural resources. With the adoption and implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO- I

Bunowing Owl and BIO-2 Nesting Bird, potential impacts to these biological resources would be reduced to less than
significant levels. ln addition, Mitigation Measures TCR-l: Tribal/Cultural Resources Management Plan and TCR-2:
Archeological Monitoring/Reconnaissance would reduce or avoid polential impacts to tdbal cultural resources.

b)

The Project would not result in any impacts that would be significant, after the inclusion of mitigation. Implementation of
mitigation measures at the pro.ject-level would reduce the potential for the incremental effects of the proposed Project to
be considerable when viewed in conneclion with the effects of past projects, current projects, or probable future projects.
With the mitigation measures listed in this Initial Study, impacts from dhe Project wor.rld nol be cumulalively considerable.

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

tr tr tr a

The conslnrction of the proposed storm drainage thcility and street improvernents would not cause a substantial adverse
effect on human beings. The proposed improvements would beneficirlly protecl life and property by reducing flood risk
within the Project site by allowing for vehicular access during a stonn event to the surrounding area for ernergency services
and residential access. No adverse impact would occur.

11

Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ('Cumulatively considerable'
means that the incremental effects ol 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. )

tr x D
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Project Certification

This report has been completed in compliance with the Low Impoct Development: Guidance and Standards

fot Transportotion Profects, prepared to comply with the Santa Ana Region MS4 Permit requirements
applicable to Transportation Projects. The signatory of this document attests to the technical information
contained herein and the date upon which recommendations, conclusions, and decisions have been based. I

find this report to be complete, current, and accurate:

Benjie Cho, P.E.
Name:

Title:

Agency

Date:

Senior Civil Engineer

Riverside County Transportation Dept.

6t28t23

RIVERSIDE COU TY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
6-10



Section 1: lntroduction

The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) establishes requirements for the discharge of urban runoff from Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

program. On fanuary 29, 2oro, the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) issued Permit
Order No. R8-zoro-oo33 ("MS4 Permit") to authorize the discharge ofurban runofffrom M54 facilities in fuverside
County within the Santa Ana Region M54 Permit area.

The M54 Permit requires development of a standard design and post-development Best Management Practices
(BMP) guidance to guide application ofLow Impact Development (LID) BMPs to the maximum extent practicable
(MEP) on streets, roads, or highways under the jurisdiction of the Permittees used for transportation of
automobiles, trucks, motorcycles, and other vehicles. The Santa Ana Region M54 Permit Program prepared the
Low Impoct Development: Guidonce ond Standards for Tronsportation Profects ("Guidance") to provide direction
to Transportation Proiect owners and operators regarding how to address MS4 Permit requirements for public
works Transportation Projects within their jurisdiction.

The LID-based BMP techniques contained within this document are based on information provided by a variety
ofsources, including the Desig n Handbook for Low Impact Development Best Monogement Practices prepared by
the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, Environmental Protection Agency's
(USEPA) Municipal Handbook, Monaging Wet Weather with Green Infrostructure: Green Streets, and the low
Impact Development Manuolfor Southern California prepared for the Southern California Stormwater Monitoring
Coalition, in cooperation with the State Water Resources Control Board, by the Low Impact Development Center.
This Guidance also provides links and references to other sources of information regarding the application of
LID-based BMPs to Transportation Proiects (Section 6). This referenced material should be used by the project
owner/operator as appropriate to support the use of this template during the project design phase.

This template was prepared to provide a tool for proiect proponents to (r) determine the applicability of the
Guidance to a proposed Transportation Project; (z) provide a process for evaluating the feasibility of using LID-
based techniques in the proposed proiect; and (:) establish a template for documenting the proiect evaluation
process and the decisions made regarding the feasibility to incorporate LID-based BMPs into the design of the
project. Users should review the Guidance before applying this template to a proposed proiect.

G uidance Applicability

Table r.r summarizes the applicability ofthe Guidance to Transportation Projects. Ifthe Guidance applies to the
proposed proiect, this template should be used to evaluate the feasibility of incorporating LID-based BMPs into
the project design. Figure r-r illustrates the process for completing the template. Refer to this figure as needed to
ensure that all steps are completed.

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CO'{TROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
6-11
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Table 1.1. Transportation Proiect Guidance Applicability

The Transportation Project Guidance applies to the tollowing prolects

Public Transportation Proiects in the area covered by the Santa Ana Region M54 Permit, which involve

the construction of new transportation surfaces or the improvement ofexistinS transportation surfaces
(includinS Class I Eikeways and sidewalks).

The Transportation P,oject Guidance does not apply to the followint prolects that are either exempt or
covered by other MS4 Permit requirementg:

. Transportation Projects that have received CEQA approval by the effective date of this Guidance

Emergency Projects, as defined by this Guidance (see Section 2 of the G!idance)

Maintenance Projects, as defined by this Guidance (see Section 2 of the Guidance)

Dirt or gravel roads

Transportation Projects that are part of a private new development or significant redevelopment
project and required to prepare a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP)

Transportation Projects subject to other M54 Permit requirements, e.8., California Transportation
Department (Caltrans) oversight projects, cooperative projects with an adjoining County or an agency

outside the jurisdiction covered by the Santa Ana Retion MS4 Permit

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
6-12
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Figure 1-1. Process to Complete Transportation Project BMP Template
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Section 2: Project lnformation
The purpose of this section is to provide general project information and a description of the proposed project.
The description should have sufficient detail to identifl the project location, project boundaries and size, and, if
classified as a Category j Proiect, the basis for the subcategorization (Capacity vs. Non-Capacity Roadway

Improvement Project or non-ad)oining Class I Bikeway or Sidewalk Project).

Table 2.1 - Project Characteristics

Project Name Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan lmprovements

Project Owner/Operator (Agency) Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

Project Contad Name Helio Takano - Engineering Proiect Manater

Mailing
Address

1995 Market St.

Riverside, CA 92501

E-mail

Address
Telephone (9s1)9ss-1270

Project Category

Check the box for the applicable Project Category (see rdbie 2 1 1 Guidon(e)

Check the appropriate boxes below, based on the Project Category checked above

Category 3

E Roadway Capacity

lmprovement Project

E Lane additions

E Bridge project

E Grade separation proiect

E Other project type

E Non-Capacity Roadway

lmprovement Project

E Shoulder improvements

E ParkinS lane improvements

E Turn pocket addition

tr SiSnal project that add5 a turn lane

E Horizontal alignment correction (improve sight distance)

E Grade separation project

E Passing lane addition

E Turn out addition

tr Other project type

E Class I Bikeway or sidewalk
E lmprovement to existing Class I Bikeway or sidewalk

E Other project type

Category 4

i New road proiect

E New brid8e project

E New Class I Bikeway or sidewalk project

Project Schedule:

Approximately start of construction - Mid 2023

RIVERSIDE COUI{TY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISIRICT
6-14
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Table 2.2 - Project Description

6eneral Project Description:

Project-related improvements include

1. The adequate collection of 100-year flow rates by installinS approximately 10,000-LF of underground storm drain to
alleviate existing flooding issues documented by properties along the naturalcourses generally bounded by mariposa

Ave to the south, Taft St to the east, Wood Rd to the west, and Dallas Ave to the north.

2. Provide streets improvements to the roads of Granite Avenue, Boulder Ave, and Dallas Avenue. Existing Granite Avenue,

Boulder Avenue and Dallas Avenue will be paved. For instance, Granite Ave and Boulder Ave will be improved from Taft

St to wood Rd while Dallas Ave will be improved from Obsidian Dr. to wood Rd.

Project Area (ft'?) 167,697 ftr Project tength (ft) 6,850 ft
Coordinates ofthe
approximate center of
the proiect: See ri8ht

Latitudel
33"52',15.67"N
tongitude:
117'20',8.56"W

For Category 3 & 4 projects, complete the inrormation below.

Describe how the existing surface footprint
will be modified, if applicable

Existing Granite Avenue, Boulder Avenue and Dallas Avenue will be paved. For

instance, Granite Ave and Boulder Ave will be improved from Taft St to wood Rd

while oallas Ave will be improved from Obsidian Dr. to wood Rd.

Describe how the capacity of the existinS

transportation surface (if any) will be

improved

Currently, there is not much traffic through this area except for residential vehicles

The proposed road improvements will have adequate capacity with 1 lane on each

5ide of the road centerline.

For a Class I Bikeway or sidewalk proje.t,

describe how the existing surface will be

improved

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Section 3: Regulatory Requirements & Site-Specific
Characteristics
Describe the regulatory requirements and site-specific characteristics associated with the pro,ect site that can

influence the selection of LID-based BMPs. Attach supporting information, as needed.

* See soils section ofthe Flood Control District's Hydrology Manual

http://floodcontrol.co. riverside.ca. us/downloads/plannin&/Hydrology%zoManual%20-%20complete.pdf

Table 3.1- Regulatory Requirements & Site-Specific Characteristics

Regulatory Requirements

Consult Local lmplementation Plan(s) to
document pollutants of concern based

on impaired waters listings or TMDt
implementation requirements.

Per the Riverside County Stormwater & Water Conservation trackinS tool (sWCTT)

geodatabase, pollutant of concern for Woodcrest-Rinehart project are pathogens,

metalloids (copper, Lead).

Document any known CEQA conditions,
Multi-Species Habitat Conservation

Plan, California tish & Game Code

Section 1600, CwA Section 401, or CwA

Section 404 requirements

Environmentally Sensitive Area within 200 feet {Fish and Wildlife Habitat/Species):

None

Environmentally Sensitive Area within 200 feet (CVMSHCP): None

Environmentally Sensitive Area within 200 feet (WRMSHcP): Burrowing owl Survey

Required area

Site-Specifi c Charaderistics

Draina8e Area (ft'?) " 167 ,697 sl

Existing Site lmpervious Area (ft2) " 3,400 sf

Expected Post-Project lmpervious Area
(ftr)

. L67 ,697 sl

Hydrologrc SoilGroup*

Expected lnfiltration Characteristics Soils inside the proposed project have low potentialfor infiltration. These soils have a

very slow rate of water transmission. See appendix C for geolotic evaluation report

excerpt (Woodcrest Rinehart Charter).

Sediment load impacts will be minimaland therefore have no impact in the selection of
BMP,5,

Depth to Groundwater
The site is underlain by Sranitic rock (tonalite) that is not typically considered a water-

bearinS formation. Groundwater was not encountered within exploratory boring5 that
extended to a depth of 16 feet. see appendi,( C for geolotic evaluation report excerpt
(Woodcrest Rinehart Charter).

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Section 4: lnfrastructure & Project-Specific Characteristics
Describe the existing infrastructure and project-specific characteristics associated \Mith the project site that can

influence the selection of LID-based BMPs. Attach supporting information, as needed; insert N/A for any element
that is not applicable to the proposed project.

Table 4. 1 - lnfrastructure & Project-Specific Characteristics

Programmatic & Funding Restrictions

Project Funding
Prcvide inJatnotion regotding ptatect

Project Budget: S4,125,000

Funding Sourcer Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

Are there any limitations or restrictions on the use ofdedicated funds?

E Yes; if this box checked, explain limitations

8No

Programmatic Constraints
tdeutily ony progrotnnotit at
regulotary constroints, e.q, Amer icans

wilh Disobilities Att; need for
emer9en(y oc.ess, et(.

I No; The use of a basin was investigated at the outlet ofthis project. However, due to
constraints in acquiring the property and the mitigation and O&M needed to implement it, it
proved to be unfeasible-

lmpaired Waters & TMDL Requirements

Regulatory Constraints

ENo

ROW Constraints
There is dedicated and accepted road right of way of 60' width. Acquisition of additional ROW

for LID BMP is limited due to close proximity to residencies along existing streets.

Drainage Connectivity

Connectivity Constraints

ooes the proiect require compliance with other programmatic, regulatory, or code

requirements that may affect application of BMPs?

E Yes; if this box checked, explain limitations

ldentify the M54 Local lmplementation Plan(s) consultedl

Does the applicable LIP(s) identify any BMP requirements that need to be implemented in the
project area?

D Yes; describe the BMP requirements and how they have been addressed in the project

design:

Right-of-way (ROW)

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER COI{SERVATIO DISTRICT
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Table 4.1 - lnfrastructure & Project-Specific Characteristics

Utilities

Utility Constraints
tdentily ory utillty t€1!tcd tol\ttoint

Does the project have any utility constraints that that may affect application of BMPs?

B Yes, if this box checked, explain constraints

Due to close proximity of residences, dry utilities run in the vicinity of riSht of way.

!No

Resource Availability

jrr gation Water

N/A

ovoiktbility ol power

e al on tnigotion systen

Estimated Road Use

Vehicle Load

H-20 trucks are expected to us€ the transportation surface upon project completion

Maximum Allowable Speed (MAS)

The maximum allowable speed anticipated on Mariposa Ave, 6ranite Ave, Boulder Ave, and

Dallas Ave is 25 MPH while maximum allowable speed on Wood Rd. is 45 MPH.

Roadside Parking Requirements
Dr*rb. tttv nti r!1DDj I

There are presently no off-street parkinS area requirements

Capacity Design (Average Daily

Traffic, ADT). ls the ADT > 25,000?
E Yes

8No

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Section 5: BMP Feasibility Analysis

Section 5.1 - Overview

Proiects categorized as a Category 3 or Category 4 shall incorporate the following site design BMP principles to
the maximum extent feasible:

. Conservation ofnatural areas to the extent feasible

. Minimization of the impervious footprint

. Minimization ofdisturbances to natural drainage

. Design and construction ofpervious areas to receive runofffrom impervious areas

. Use oflandscaping that minimizes irrigation and runoff, promotes surface infiltration, and minimizes the use

of pesticides and fertilizers

The extent to which these design principles may be incorporated into a project through the use of BMP techniques
depends on the proiect type and the pro,ect-specific feasibility analysis. This section provides a stepwise approach

for evaluating the feasibility to incorporate LID-based BMPs into a proposed project. Table 5.r identifies the BMPs

required for evaluation in relation to the project category or type. Based on the box checked the proiect reviewer

is directed to the appropriate table for subsequent analyses. Table 5.2 provides sources for BMP planning and

design information that may be considered for use in Transpoltation Projects. Table 5.3 provides a checklist for
LID BMP feasibility analysis for Category f or 4 projects, and Table 5.4 provides a similar checklist applicable to

Class I Bikeway or Sidewalk Projects analysis.

Section 5.2 - BMP References

To support completion ofthe feasibility analyses for each LID-based BMP in Table 5.3, Table 5.2 provides sources

for BMP design information that may be considered for use in Transportation Projects. These information sources

are intended to guide decision-making with regards to making feasibility determinations about the efficacy of
incorporating LID-based BMPs in the project design. Additional general information regarding the use of LID-
based BMPs in Transpoftation Projects may be found in Section 6.C ofthe Guidance.

The resource information provided in Table 5.2 does not represent an exhaustive list ofsource material regarding
LlP-based BMPs; in fact, new information regarding how to design LlD-based BMPs is regularly published. In

addition, this information is not to be used as a substitute for development ofengineering designs appropriate to
the project site.

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.1 - LID BMP Evaluation Requirements

Check the appropriate box. The LIO BMP5 listed within each category must be included in the learibility
analvsis

I Gtegory 3 or 4 (other than a Class I Bikeway or sldewalk
prorect)

. 1 - Minimum Road Width

. 2 ' DrainaSe Swales

. 3 - lnfiltration Basins

. 4 - Eioretention

. 5 - Sidewalk Trees and Tree Boxes

. 6 - Permeable Pavement

E Class I Elkewav or Sldewalk project

. orain to Pervious Surfaces

. Minimum width

' Use of TreeWells

. Permeable Pavement

lf the cat€gories 3 or 4 box was checked above, complete the feasibility analysis for gaqh ofthe tlD BMPs

in Table 5.3

lf the Class I Bikeway or Sidewalk project box was checked, complete Table 5.4

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.2 - BMP Design lnformation

LID-based BMP lnformation Source

Minim
um

Street
width

Draina

te
swales

lnliltra
tion

Basins

Biorete
ntion

Sidewa
tk

Trees
& Tree
Eoxes

Perme
able

Pavem
ent

etside County Flood Contrcl ond Wotet ConseNotion Oistrid Oesign Hondbook lot Low lmpoct

D ev el o pfi ent M onog e me nt Pro ct i ces

r,://rcfl ood.or! /NPDtS/LIDBMP.aspx

Section
3.1

Section
3.5

Section
3.5, p.51

Section

v lmpoct Development Monuol lor Southen ColiJonio: Technicol Guidonce ond Site Plonning

Strotegies http://wrvw.casq.r.orglLl D/SoCnlLl D/tabid/ra/Defnult.asox
pp.68-84 p.71'

pp. 83-

113

U. S. EPA Municipol Hondbook: Grcen Streets, Monoging WetWeother with Grcen lnfrustrudute2
http://watcr.eDa.gov/infrastrudure/greeninfrastnrcture/upload/!i munichandbook green streets.pdf

pp.2'4

County ofSon Diego, Lot^/ lmpoct Development Hondbook: Stormwoter Monogement Strctegies
http://www. sdcou ntv.ca.cov/d olu/d ocs/Llo H and book. odf (General lnformation)
http:1/www.sdcounty..a.BovldplU/docs/LlD-Appendrces.pdf (Fact Sheets)

Fact

Sheet 14,

15

Fact

Sheets

15, 19

pp.46-
51, Fact

Sheets 8,

9, 10

county of Los Angeles Low lmpoct Development stondords Monuql. Jonuory 2009
http://dpw.lacounw.Eov/wmd/LA Countv LID Manual.pdf

pp.49-
52'

pp.53-57

City oI Sonto Borboro Storm Wotet BMP Guidonce Monuol
httpr/lwww.santabarbaraca.gov/Resident/Community/Creeks/Storm Water Management Pro8ram.htm

Section
6.5.2

Section
6.6.1

Section
6.8

p. D-5
pp. B-11

- 8-12

pp. B-7 -
B-10

Evoludtion of Best Mondgenent Prdcticesfor Highwoy Runolf ControL Low lmpod Development
Design Monuollor Highwoy Runolf Contrcl
http://wv/w..oralreef .sovltransoortation/evalbmo.pdf

Section
74

Section
5

Section
10

lformation focuses on design of planter boxes

landbook provides information on all LID types except lnfiltration Basins, but information is general in nature

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATIOI{ DISTRICT 6-2r
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Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
1- Minimum Road Widths

1.a Does the project need to meet
jurisdictional code or General Plen

requirements for minimum road widths?

I Yes; if checked, describe requirements
Street improvements in accordance with County Transportation Standard No. 138 for residential rural
roads, The primary purpose ofthese improvements is to facilitate drainage to the proposed storm draln
inlets.

E lro

1.b - Based on the findings of 1.a.,
determine ifthis BMP can be applied to the
project. lf applicable, describe how it was
incorporated into the project design.

E Applicable, describe design features incorporatinS this BMP; include in Table 7.1

E Not Applicable, describe basis for decision (e.g., project requirements, traffic, or pedestrian safety
concerns)
There is a limited available road right of way of 60' for street improvements. Also, there is no
mechanism for funding and operation maintenance.

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
2 - Drainage Swales

2,a - Are there any programmatic constralnts
rl al preve,1t the .rse of t rr5 8MP.

E Yes;if checked, provade basis for findinS and STOP; this 8MP is infea5ible

E No; 8MP is potentially feasible, continue to 2.b

2.b - Coflsidering grade and need for drainage
connectivity, is there sufficient ROW for proper

swale installation?
E ves

2,c can drainaSe swales be sized larSe enough
to capture site run-on and redirect it into the
drainage system?

I No; if checked, provide basis for findinB

There is only dedicated and accepted road right of way of 60' width for street improvements.

Also, there is no mechanism for funding and operation maintenance.

C ves

2.d - are existinS soil cha racte rist ics sufficient to
support infiltration such that nuitance or vector
conditions are not creat€d by any ponded water

E No; ifchecked, provide basis for findinS

Soils inside the proposed project have low potentialfor infiltration. These soils have very slow

rate of water transmission. see appendix C for Seologic evaluation report excerpt (woodcrest

Rinehart chaner).

E'res
. tf "No" is checked for 2.b, 2.c, 9I2.d, then STOP ' this BMP is infeasible; Bttach appropriate documentation support as needed

. lf "Yes" is checked for 2.b, 2.c, q!!L2.d, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 2.e and 2.f

2.e - Are irrigation water and power available to
support vegetation in swale during dry periods?

E No, it checked, provide basis forfinding

E ves

2.f - lf irrigation water and power are not
available, can the site support native vegetation
that does not require irriSationT

E No; ifchecked, provide basisforfinding

E Yes

. ll "No, is checked for 2.e aru! 2.f, this 8MP is infeasible

. lf "Yes" is ch€ck€d for 2.€ QI2.f, then this BMP is potent ally feasible; continue to 2.9

2.9 - A.e there any special maintenance,
equipment, or experience requirements
associated with the implementation of thrs
8MP?

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this BMP

2.h - lf this BMP is implemented, will there be

any one-time capital costs incurred, e.9., for new
equipment required to maintain the BMP, that
impacts project fLrndinB?

E Yesi if checked, provide basis for findin8 and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this BMP

!No

2.i - ls there long term fundinS available to
maintain this 8MP?

E ves

E r.lo

.lfanyofthefindinSsfrom2.g,2-h9I2.ipr€venttheuseofthisBMP,thenthisBMPisinfeasibleiattachappropraatedocumentationasneeded

.lfthefindin8sfrom2.B.,2.h,Bld2.idonotpreventlmplementationofthisBMP,thentheBMPisfeasible;incorporateintoTableT.l

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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E No; if checked, provide basis for findin8

There is only dedicated and accepted road riSht ofway of60'width for street improvements-

E r,,ro



Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
3 - lnfiltration Basins

3.a - Ar€ there any proSrammatic connraints
prevent the use of this BMP, 

'

that E Yesiifchecked, provide basisforfinding and sToP;this 8MP is infeasible

I No; 8MP ls potentially feasible, continue to 3.b

3.b'Do appropriate soilconditions exist at the project
site to allow effective infiltration consistent with a

drawdown period, not to exceed 72 hours?

I No; if checked, provide basis for findinS

Soils inside the proposed project have low potential for infiltration. These soils have very
slow rate of water transmission. See appendix C for geoloSic evaluation report excerpt.

E ves

3.c - ls there at least 10 feet separation between the
planned basin invert and the measured groundwater
elevation?

I No,ifchecked, provide basis for finding

Basin is not being proposed for th€ project due to right of way constrains as well as not
appropriate 50ils conditions-

I No; if checked, provide basis for finding

Basin is not being proposed for the project due to right of way constrains as well as not

appropriate soils conditions.

! ves

3.e - ls the underlyinS soil and/or groundwater free
from any known contamination?

E ves

3-l - ls there sufficient space to size or place an

infiltration basin that:
. Has slopesthat are no steeper than 4:1, g!!L
. ls located al least 100 feet from bridSe structures?

E yes

B No;ifchecked, provide basis forfinding
gasio is.ot beinS proposed for the project due to right of way constrains as well as not
appropriate soils conditions-

3.8 - For a proiect area that has hi8h vehicular traffic
(25,000 or more average daily traffic), can the planned
infiltration basin meet the M54 Permit's pretreatment
of runoff requirements?

E No; if checked, provide basis forfinding

E Yes

3,h - Can an infiltration basin be incorporated into the
site plan in a manner that does not create traffic or
pedestrian safety concerns?

E No;ifchecked, provide basis for finding

E ves

3.i'Does inclusion ofan infiltration basin detract from
the aesthetics of the roadway or proiect area that
cannot be mitigated?

E No, if checked, provide basis for finding

tr Yes

. lf "No" is checked for any of the above questions (3.b - 3.i), this 8MP is infeasible

. lt "Yes" is checked for all of the above (3.b - 3.i), then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 3.j

3,j-Are there any specialmaintenance, equipment, or
experience requirements associated with the
implementation of this BMP?

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the fandinSs prevent

implementation of this BMP

Eto

3-k-lfthas BMP is implemented, will there be anyone-
time capital costs incured, e.9,, for new equipment

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for findinS and determine whether the findinSs prevent

implementation of this BMP

Santa Ana Region MS4 Permit Program
Transportauon Project BMP Template
Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plans lmprovements

E ves

3.d- ls there at least 100 feet separation from the
proposed basin(s)and any known water supply wells?

E No; if checked, provide basis for findinE.

Per the Riverside County Stormweter & water conservation tracking tool (SWCTT)

Seodatabase, pollutant ofconcern for Wood crest-Rineha n proiect are pathogens, metalloids
(Copper, fead).

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION OISTRICT
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required to maintain the BMP, that impacts proiect
funding?

ENo

3.1 - ls there long term fundinB available to maintain
this 8MP?

E ves

Eruo
.lfanyofthefindingsfrom3.j,3.kql3.lpreventtheuseofthisaMP,thenthisBMPisinfeasible;attachappropriatedocumentationasneeded
.lfthefindingsfrom3.j.,3.k,!!d3.ldonotpreventimplementationofthisBMP,thentheBMPisfeasible; incorporate intoTable 7.1

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
4 - Bioretention

4.a - Are there any programmati( constra nts that
prevent the use of this BMP,

E Yes;ifchecked, provide basis for finding and STOP; this BMP is infeasible

4.b - ls there suffi€ient ROW to consider curb

extensions?

I No; if cherked, provide basis for fanding

There is only a dedicated and accepted road riSht of way of60'width which is the mlnimum for
residential rural roads.

E ves

4.c - ls there sufficient ROW to consider sidewalk
planters?

I No;ifchecked, provide basis forfindanS

There is onlydedicated and accepted road right ofway of60'width for street improvements

E ves

4,d - ls there sufJicient space to consider using the
aoad medien for bioreteotion?

El Noj ifchecked, provide basisforflnding
There is onlydedicated and accepted road right ofway of60'width forstreet improvements

E Yes

.lf"No"ischeckedfor4.b,4.c!!lL4.d,thenSTOP this BMP is infeasible;attach appropriete documentation support as needed

.lf"Yes"ischeckedfor4.b,4.cql4.d,thenthisBMPispotentiallyfeasible,continueonto4.e

4-e - Can the ,ite be desiSned so that median, curb
extensions or sidewalk planters tie into the existing

drainaSe at the projed site?

E No; if checked, provide basis for finding

E Yes

. lf "No" is checked for 4.e, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

. lf "Yes" is checked for 4.e, then thi5 BMP ir potentially feasible, continue on to 4.f and 4.9

4.f - Are irrigation water and power available to
support bioretention area or sidewalk planters?

E No; if checked, provide basis for flnding

E Yes

4.9 - lf irriSation water and power are not available,
can the site suppon n at ive v€Setation that does not
require irrigataon?

E No; ifchecked, provide basisfor finding

E Yes

. lf "No" is checked for 4.f 4! 4.8, then STOP - this BMP is in{easible

.lf"Yes"ischeckedfor4.fql4.g,thenthisBMPispotentiallyfeasible;continueonto4.h

4.h - Based on anticipated traffic capacity and MAS

applicable tothe project site, arethere any trafiic or
pedestrian safety aoncerns that prevent application
ofthis BMP?

E Yes; ifchecked, provide basisfor findin8

trno
. lf "Yes" is checked for 4.h this 8MP is infeasible
. lf "No" is checked for 4.h, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 4.i

4.i - Are there any Special maintenance, equipment,
or erperience requirements associated with the
implementation of this BMP?

E Yes; if checked, provid€ basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this BMP

E trro

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for findin8 and determine wh€ther the flndinSs prevent

implementation of this BMP

Il no

4.j - ls there long-term funding available to maintain
this BMP?

E ves

E lro

lf any of the findings from 4.i,4.jor 4.k prevent the use ofthis BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

RIVERSIDE COU TY FLOOD CONTROI- & VYATER CONSERVATIOI{ DISTRICT
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E Noj BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 4.b

4.j - lf this 8MP is implemented, will there be anv
one-time capital costs incurred, e.9., for new
equipment requhed to maintain the BMP, that
impacts project funding?
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lf the findings from 4.i,4.j, q$!4.k do not prevent implem€ntation ofthis BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1

Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
5 - Sidewalk Trees and Tree Boxes

5 a Arelhereanyorprogrammaiicconslraint5that
p evan rhP u\F of lh \ BMP

E Yes;ifchecked, provide basis for finding and STOP;this BMP is infeasible

B No; BMP h potentially feasible, continue to 5.b

5.b - ls there sufficient ROW to incorporate sidewalk

trees or tree boxes into th€ project site?

I Noj if checked, provide basis for finding

There is dedicated and accepted road right of way of only 60' widlh

tr ves

. lf "No" as checked for 5.b, then STOP this 8MP is infeasible; attach appropriate documeotation support as ne€ded

. lf "Yes" is checked for 5-b, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 5.c and 5.d

5,c - Are irriSation water and power available to
suppo vegetation in the bioretention area or
sidewalk planters?

E ves

5.d - lf irrigation water and power are not available,
can the site support native vegetation that does not
require irrigation?

5.e - Based on anticipated traffic capacity and MAS

applicable to the project site, are there anytraffic or
pedestrian safety concerns that prevent application
ofthis aMP?

E Yesj if checked, provide basisfor finding

!lo
. lf "Yey' is checked for 5.e this BMP is infeasible
.lf"No"ischeckedfor5.e,thenthisBMPispotentiallyfeasible;continueto5.f

5-f - Are there any special maintenance, equipment,
or experience requirements associated with the
implementation of this BMP?

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this BMP

I trto

5.8 - lf this BMP is implemented, will there be any

one time capital costs incured, e,9., for new
equipment required to maintain the BMP, that
impacts proj€ct funding?

E Yesi if checked, provide basis for findinS and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this BMP

nuo

5.h - ls there lonS term fundinB available to
maintain this 8MP?

tr ves

INo
.lfanyofthefindingsfromS.f,S.gqlS.hpreventtheuseofthisgMP,thenthlsBMPisinfea5ible;attachappropriatedocumentationasneeded
.lfthefindingsfrom5.lS.garu!5.hdonotpreventimplementationofthisBMP,thentheBMPisfeasible;incorporateintoTableT.l

E Noj if checked, provide basis for finding

E No; if checked, provide basis for finding

E Yes

. lf "No" is checked for 5.c ?!lL 5.d, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible

.lf"YeJ'ischeck€dforS.cql5.d,thenthisBMPispotentiallyfeasiblei.ontinueonto5.e

RIVERSIDE COU TY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.3 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis
6 - Permeable Pavement

6.a - Are there any or prograrnmatic con5traints
lhar prFve-t rle use of rh s BVP.

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding; STOP, this BMP is infeasible

6.b Doesthe planned road project include any of
the listed types of impervious surfaces (check all

that apply)?

! Roadside parking/parkinS lane

E Driveways

E sidewalks, walkways

f None of the above

. lf "none of the above" is checled in 6.b, then STOP - aMP is infeasible

. lf any box other than "none of the above" is checked, BMP is potentially feasiblei continue to 6.c

6.c - Will any of the transportation surfaces

checked in 6.b be subject to high traffic volume or

heavy traffic loads that prevent the use of
permeable pavement?

:l Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding

3lo

6.d - Do the underlyinS soih at the proiect site

provide adequate inflltration capacity for use of
this 8MP while not causing structural concerns?

I No;ifchecked, provide basis for finding

Soils inside the proposed project have low potential for infiltration. Soil Sroup is mainly C; these

5oils have a very Slow rate of water t ra nsmission,

I ves

. ll "Yes" is checked for 6.c 9I "No" it checked for 6.d, then STOP - this 8MP ls infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

.lf"No"ischeckedfor6.c?!!L"Yes"ischeckedfor6.d,thenthisBMPispotentiallyfeasibleforallimpervioussurfacetypescheckedin6.b;continue
to 6,e

. lf "Yes" is checked for 6.c 44 6.d A!!l"sidewalks, walkways" was che.ked in 6.b, then this BMP is potentially feesible for sidewalk or walkway

elements ofthe project;continue to 6.e

6.e - Are there any special maintenance,
equipment, or experience requirements
associated with the implementation of this gMP?

E Yes

E Noi if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findinSs prevent

implementation of thas 8MP

6.f - Will the BMP maifltain an adequate service
lile (ai least 5 years) such that the BMP is

economically f easible?

tr Yes

E No; if checked, provide basis for findin8 and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of this 8MP

6.9- lfthis BMP is implemented, willthe.e be any
one-time capital costs incurred, e.9., for new
eqoipment requked to maintain the BMP, that
impacts project funding?

f tto

D Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent

implementation of thh 8MP

6.h - ls there long-term funding available to
maintain this BMP?

! ves

llo
.lfanyofthefindingsfrom6.e,6.f,6.gql6.hpreventtheuseofthisBMP,thenthisBMPisinfeasiblejattachappropriatedocumentationasneeded
.lfthefindingsfrom6.e,6.f,6.g3!!!6.hdonotpreventimplementationofthisBMP,thentheBMPisfeasible;incorporateintoTableT.l

I No, BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 6.b

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Table 5.4 - LID BMP Feasibility Analysis - Class I Bikeway and Sidewalks

1 - Has the Class I Biteway or sidewalk been

desi8ned to sheet'flow runoff onto adjacent
permeable areas in a manner that will
maximize opportunitles for infiltration and

filtration, while not chan.lelizing or causing

E Yes; if checked, provide basis for findinB, incorporate BMP into Table 7.1

! No; if checked, provide basis forfindin$ continu€ to Question 2

2 Has the class I Bikeway or sidewalk been

designed usinS the minimum width possible,

given expected usage, and considering public

! Yes;ifchecked,providebasisforfinding;incorporateBMPintoTableT.l;continueonto

Questions 3 and 4.

3'lf trees are incorporated into the design of
the gikewayor sidewalk, havetree boxesbeen

Lrsed?

- Yes;if checked, provide bash for finding; incorporate BMP into Table 7.1

. No; if checked, provide basis for finding

4 Do the underlying soils at the project site

provide adequate infiltration capacity for use

of some type of permeable pavement?

! No; ifchecked, BMP is infeasiblej provide basis for finding

! Yes; if checked, continue on to Question 5

5 - Are there any project fundinS or
proBrammatic constraints that prevent the
use of permeable pavement in the project

desiSn, r ., ,r'', , r; Lrir,, 1.,r,i,r/,./li:
, t :t tt.r't):t t) it)1,,r:.1 I No; if checked, continue to Question 6

6 - Are there any maintenance requirements,

including long-term funding, that prevent the
use of permeable pavement in the project

design?

! Yes; ifchecked, BMP is inf€asiblej provide basis forfinding

E No; if checked, include permeable pavement in the project design and incorporat€ the

BMP into Table 7-1

RWERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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X No;ifchecked, provide basis for finding; continue to Questions 3 and 4

i Yes; if€hecked, BMP is infeasiblej provide basis for finding
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Section 6 identifies source control BMPs potentially applicable to the proposed project. If this is strictly a road
project, then only Part r needs to be filled out. Part 2 needs to be filled out ifthe road project includes bike path
or sidewalk features adjoining or non-adjoining the road surhce, or if the proposed project is only a Class I

Bikeway or sidewalk project. The project reviewer should evaluate the applicability of each source control BMP
and identifr the agency responsible for implementing the BMPs once the project is constructed.

Table 5.1- Source Control BMPs

Source Control BMP
Check One lf not Included, P,ovide

Basis

ll lncluded, Agency
Responsible for
lmplementationlncluded Not lncluded

Part 1: Category 3 or 4 Projects (oth€r than Class I Eikeway or sidewalk proiects)

lrriSation System and Landsaape
Maintenance

tr txl Due to limited R/W

Sweeping of Transportation Surfaces
adjoining curb and Sutter

tr tr County Trans

Draina8e Facility lnspection and
Maintenance tr County Trans

M54 Stenciling and Sienage ! County Trans

Landscape and lrrigation System
Design a Due to limited R/W

Proted Slopes and Channels U tr Co!nty Trans

Maintain Full Trash Devices a tr County Trans/City
(north of Mariposa Ave)

Part 2: Class I Bikeway and Sidewalk Proiects

Public Education Program !

Use ofSiBnage tr
lnsta lation and Maintenance of Trash
Bins and Pet Wane Collectron Bags

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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Section 6:Source Control BMPs
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Section 7: Project Summary
Table 7.r summarizes and documents (a) applicability and use of LlD-based BMPs in the project design;
(b) applicable source control BMPs, and (c) known regulatory requirements that impacted the project design. Fill
out the information relevant to the proiect t)?e and provide supporting information where needed. Continue to
Section 8 on the following page for the steps to follow for applicable pro,ects to appropriately size proposed

BMP(s).

Table 7.1 - Project Summary (Category 3 & 4 Projects)

E Category 3 or Catetory 4 Project

(other than Class I Eikeway or
sidewalk projects)

Summarize the LID BMPS incorporated
into the project design (based on the
findings of the Table 5.3 , UD 8MP
Feasibility Analysis). For each LID 8MP
checked:

Describe briefly howthe LID BMP was
incorporated; and

Provide referen€es to attachments or
design plans (e.9., sheet numbers)

where needed to support description

E Minimum Road width

E Drainage Swales Maintenance Responsibilityi

E lnfiltration Easins Mainteoance Responsibility

E Bioretent on

E Sidewalk Trees and Tree Eoxes

E Permeable Pavement Maintenance Responsibility:

I FullTrash Device (Co of Riv. Standard 313) Maintenance Responsibility:
County Transportation

tr class 1 Bikeway and Sidewalk

Proieds

Summarize the LID BMPs incorporated

into the project design (based on the
Table 5.4 ' LID BMP Feasibllity Analysis).

For each BMP checked:

Oescrlbe briefly how the LID AMP was

incorporated;and

Provide references to attachments or
design plans (e.8., sheet numbers) as

needed to support desaription

E Drain to Pervior.rs Surfaces

O Minimum width

O Use ofTree wells

E Permeable Pavement Maintenance Responsibility

Retulatory Requirements
Oocument design elements that address
any known re8ulatory requirements (see

Table 3.llj if none, check the N/A box.

E Desi8n elements affected by regulatory requkements

Describe:

E N/A

Source Control BMPr
Summarize the applicable source
controls and the aBency responsible for
implementation

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATIOI{ DISTRICT
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Maintenance Responsibility;

Maintenance Responsibility:

Maintenance Responsibility:

County Transportation will be responsible for the implementation of sweepinS of transportation
surfaces, drainage facility inspection and maintenance, MS4 stenciling and siSnaSe and protection of
slopes and channels, county Tra nsportat ion will be responsible for the implementation and
maintenance ofthe FullTrash Devices installed in catch basins.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Project L,ocation

Appendix B; SWCTT Output

Appendix C: Excerpt from Woodcrest Rinehart Chafter

Appendix D: Water Quality BMP Plan and Standards

Documentation
List all attachments that support this See below for list of appendices

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Table 7.1 - Project Summary (Category 3 & 4 Projects)
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NOTE: All documentation and anolyses used in t/ris seoion sholl be provided in Appendix D, Woter Quality BMP
Plan and Standard.

The following steps are used to size previously selected BMPs (e.g. LID and Treatment Control) for Category f
and 4 projects:

r. Delineate drainage areas tributary to proposed BMP locations and compute imperviousness

z. Using the information provided in Table 5.2 above, Iook up the recommended sizing method for the BMP
selected in each drainage area and calculate target sizing criteria (e.g,, Design Capture Volume).

3. Using the information provided in Table 5.2 above, appropriately design your BMP(s) per the provided
guidance links.

4. Attempt to provide the calculated sizing criteria for the selected BMPs

5. If sizing criteria cannot be achieved, document the constraints that override the application of BMPs, and
provide the largest portion ofthe sizing criteria that can be reasonably provided given constraints.

If BMPs cannot be sized to provide the calculated volume for the tributary area, it is still essential to design the
BMP inlet, energy dissipation, and overflow capacity for the full tributary area to ensure that flooding and scour
is avoided. It is strongly recommended that BMPs which are designed to less than their target design volume be
designed to bypass peak flows.

For those Category 4 proiects that cannot meet the sizing criteria, notification to the Santa Ana Regional Water

Quality Control Board - lnland Stormwater Unit is required. Notification must include a cover letter justirying

why your Category 4 proiect cannot meet the sizing criteria and needs to include the feasibility analysis used to
reach that conclusion. A copy ofthis notification must also be included in Appendix D, below.

The most si8nificant constrain is due to the existing and dedicated road right of way of 60 feet wide. Duetotheclose
proximity of residences, dry utilities run in the vicinity of the right of way. ln addition, no sufficient rightofway
prevents the proper installation of drainage swales, tree boxes as well as curb extensions or sidewalk planters. The

project onsite soils conditions are relatively impermeable and have a very slow rate of water transmission. The existing

soils conditions do not allow effective infiltration consistent with a drawdown period of 72 hours preventing the use of
an infiltration basin. Due to the unique nature of the project, site constrains were considered as part of the effort to
evaluate the feasibility of implementing the BMP mentioned above. lnstead, fossil filter inserts will be installed in catch

basins since is the most feasible BMP technique for the project.

RWERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
6-33

Section 8: BMP Sizing for Applicable Green Streets Projects
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Appendix A: Project Location
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Appendix B: SWCTT Project Output
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Appendix C: Excerpt from Woodcrest Rinehart Charter
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1.2.2 I'rojcca Arca I)escription

The Project area consists of natural topography in combination with
developed areas with a generally southeasterly drainage pattem. Existing
development within the Project area is low density residential to rural

community-very low density residential. The project area is partly in the

City of Riverside and partly in the County. The City limits extend from the

centerline of Mariposa Ave to the north, with the County limits extending

to the south of this centerline. The area covered by the City of Riverside

2025 General Plan has designations including low density residential, very

low density residential, and parks. The area covered by the Riverside

County April 2019 Gcneral Plan has a land use designation of rural
community - very low density residential. The total tributary area to the

Project is approximately 169 acres. Hydrologic soil groups are primarily
soil groups C and D, which have low infiltration rates, meaning potential

for infiltration opportunities is low.

1.2.-l llldrological l)escription of'l'r'il)utarl Area and l)rainag€ ( ourses

Stormwatcr runofftributary to the Projcct area is part ofthc headwaters of
the Mockingbird Canyon Wash. Flows originatc from a slight ridgc to the

northwesl, and then run southeasterly through rural privatc properties and

thc streels of Granite Avc, Boulder Ave, and Dallas Avc, until thcy

culminatc at a road culvcrt about 150 LF north ofthe intersection of Dallas

Avc and Wood Rd, which conveys them to a bluelinc strcam to the cast.

This blueline slream then flows south and ultimately turns to flow in the

northwestcrly direction as part of thc Mockingbird Canyon Wash.

1.2.1 Regulated Floodplains

Thc northern parl of the Project arca is in FEMA Firm Pancl No.

06065C0740G and is dcsignatcd as Zonc D (areas of undetermined but
possible flood hazards). The southern part of thc Projcct arca is in FEMA
Firm Pancl No. 06065C 1405G and is dcsignated as Zonc Unshaded X (area

of minimal flood hazards). Zonc D insurancc ralcs arc as high as Zonc A
because a detailed study has nol been performed to detcrmine a base flood
elcvation.

RtvERstDE CoUNI-y FLooD C)NTR)L AND WATER CoNseRVAT\)N DtsrRtcr
Page l4

PRoJECT CHARTER

Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan

o



at lesser depths where auger refusal was encountered in granitic bedrock. Actual

boring depths ranged from approximately 3.5 to 16 feet below existing ground surface
(bgs). The borings were drilled with a truck-mounted rotary auger drill rig. The

approximate locations of the exploratory borings are shown on Figure A-28. Boring logs

are included in Appendix A with descriptions of the drilling and sampling procedures.

Laboratory test results are presented in Appendix B.

Geologic mapping and subsurface exploration indicate that the project area is underlain

by a relatively thin veneer of alluvial deposits overlying granitic bedrock (tonalite). The

alluvial deposits generally consist of silty sand (SM) and silty clayey sand (SC-SM).

Artificial fill consisting of silty sand (SM)was encountered within exploratory boring 8-06
to a depth of approximately 3.5 feet. Artificial fill is expected in other areas of the
project.

Granitic bedrock is relatively shallow, with depths to bedrock generally less than five
feet bgs. Exceptions are borings B-07, B-08, B-09, and B-17, where bedrock was
encountered at depths of approximately eight (8) to nine (9) feet.

The alluvial soil encountered in the borings was generally medium dense to very dense.

The bedrock encountered was dense to very dense. Drilling refusal in granitic bedrock
was encountered within borings B-01 , B-10, B-1 3, B-1 5, and B-1 6 at depths of
approximately 7.5, 3.5, 13.'1, 10.3, and 11 feet, respectively.

Groundwater was not encountered within the exploratory borings, which extended to a

maximum depth of 16 feet below the existing ground surface. The soil encountered in
the borings was generally slightly moist to moist.

Where present, asphalt concrete (AC) pavement encountered in exploratory borings

ranged in thickness from approximately three (3) to six (6) inches. Aggregate base was
not encountered below the AC.

Sand equivalent values of soil samples tested within the depth of excavation ranged

from 10 to 44. Sand equivalent test results are listed in Appendix B.

A soil corrosivity evaluation for this project was conducted by HDR Engineering, lnc
The soil corrosivity evaluation report prepared by HDR is appended.

Descriptions of the subsurface soil conditions encountered are presented on the boring

logs in Appendix A.

Gcot!(h. lnvestigttti!)n Rinctu ,4Ll-L,s llDP
Projecr No. R206-023 l\lorth 2021 l3 of28 Inland Foundation Engineering, Inc.
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CONNECTO
PIPE

BYPASS
AREA

CURB OPENING

C

'-t-'-
I

)--

A (2)

TYPE A (BACK WALL MOUNT)

8' SLIDING IVOSOUITO
TESTING COVER (4)

I

REMOVABLE SCREEN
I

EAR WALL ANCHOR BOLT

SCREEN SUPPORT FRAME

SIDE PANEL SCREEN

SUPPORT FRAIVE ANGLE
I

SUPPORT BRACKET

SELF TAPPING FRAME
SCREWS

REAR WALL ANCHOR
BOLT

G

PERFORATED
DEFLECTOR

H

H

H

SCREEN SUPPORT
ANGTE GUIDE

L=A+2B (FOR
TYPE A ONLY)

PERFORATED
DEFLECTOR CATCH BASIN SIDE WALL

SUPPORT FRAME ANGLE

SELF TAPPING FRAI\,4E

SCREWS

H

Hb

Hs

DIN/ENSIONS

SCREEN LENGTH (1)
REIVIOVABLE SCREEN WIDTH (2)
SCREEN HEIGHT (1)

SCREEN BYPASS HEIGHT (1)
MINIMUIV WALL CLEARANCE (2)
MtNrMUr\4 |NTER|OR SPACE (2)
DISTANCE BELOW GUTTER FL (1)
CATCH BASIN HEIGHT (5)

TYPE B (S|DE WALL TVOUNT)

SIDE WALL ANCHOR
BOLT

SCREEN SUPPORT
ANGLE GUIDEt

L

w (24', TO 36',)
HS

Hb

B='10"

H

NOTES

(1) SEE TABLES ON PAGES 1O-13 FOR VALUES
(2) SEE FTCD GENERAL NOTES ON STD 313-3
(3) SEE FTCD SCREEN TYPE AND LOCATIONS

WITHIN CATCH BASINS ON STD 313] TO -8
(4) MOSOUITO TESTING COVER REQUIRED ONLY

FOR STD NOS. 301 AND 302 APPLICATIONS
(5) CB HEIGHT IS VERTICAL DISTANCE FROM TOP

OF CURB TO OUTLET PIPE FLOW LINE

PATRICIA ROMO RCE 56OM
REV, BY

CURB OPENING

8' SLIDING MOSQUITO
TESTING COVER (4) l G

SUPPORT
BRACKET CONNECTOR PIPE

REI\,4OVABLE SCREE BYPASS
AREA

\\'u
\\\ 1.il /
-\H

SCREEN SUPPORT

-1
FRAME

APR'D REVREVISIONS

2

3

DATE BY APR'D DATE

STANDARD NO. 313 (1 of 14)

I

I

- --l

F--w---l

I

APPROVED BY:

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FULL TRASH CAPTURE
DEVICE (FTCD) - CONNECTOR

PIPE SCREEN (CPS)
1

5
I rt

6



FCTD SPECIFICATIONS

1 FULL TRASH CAPTURE DEVICE (FTCD)SHALL BE A UNITED STORM WATER, INC. CONNECTOR
PIPE SCREEN (CPS)OR EQUIVALENT. EQUIVALENT SYSTEMS OR ALTERNATIVE DESIGNS SHALL
BE ON THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA APPROVED TRASH CAPTURE DEVICE LIST AND REQUIRE
APPROVAL OF THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

2. FTCD SHALL HAVE STRUCTURAL FRAME FOR STIFFNESS AND TO ENABLE BOLTING TO CATCH
BASIN FLOOR AND WALL. FRAME MEMBERS SHALL BE FABRICATED FROM PERFORATED 14

GAUGE GRADE 304 STAINLESS STEEL HAVING 5 MM DIAMETER HOLES.

3. FTCD SCREENS SHALL BE FABRICATED FROM PERFORATED 14 GAUGE GRADE 304 STAINLESS
STEEL HAVING 5 mm DIAMETER HOLES.

4, FTCD SHALL HAVE A PERFORATED DEFLECTOR SCREEN COVERING THE TOP OF THE FTCD TO
PROHIBIT DEBRIS FROM FALLING BEHIND THE FRONT AND SIDE SCREENS. THE DEFLECTOR
SHALL BE ABLE TO WITHSTAND A VERTICAL LOAD OF 1O LBS PER SQUARE FOOT

5. FTCD FRAME AND SCREEN SHALL HAVE SUFFICIENT STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY TO WITHSTAND
THE FORCE OF STANDING WATER IN THE CATCH BASIN ASSUMING THE SCREEN IS lOOO/O

CLOGGED.

6. FCTD SHALL BE FASTENED TO THE CATCH BASIN WALLS AND FLOOR WITH ANCHOR BOLTS.
ANCHOR BOLTS SHALL BE SS.3O4, 3/8" DIAMETER AND 3" LENGTH, AND SHALL BE EPOXY SET
INTO CATCH BASIN CONCRETE. IF REINFORCEMENT STEEL IS ENCOUNTERED DURING
INSTALLATION, RELOCATE THE ANCHOR HOLE AND FILL VACANT HOLE WITH EPOXY. EPOXY
SHALL BE ON THE CURRENT APPROVED LIST OF CHEMICAL ADHESIVES FOR USE IN CALTRANS
CONTRACTS. ANCHOR BOLT SPACING TO BE 12" O.C. EXCEPT WHERE FRAME LENGTH WOULD
RESULT IN LESS THAN 3 BOLTS PER FRAME MEMBER. IN THIS CASE FASTEN FRAME TO CATCH
BASIN WALL USING 3 ANCHOR BOLTS.

7 THE SCREEN SHALL BE SECURED TO THE SUPPORT FRAME, BRACKETS AND SIDE PANEL USING
#12X0.5" SELF TAPPING SS.3O4 TECH SCREWS .

8 THE FTCD SHALL BE FABRICATED ON SITE TO BE FLUSH WITH THE INTERIOR SURFACES OF THE
CATCH BASIN. THE MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GAP BETWEEN THE FTCD AND THE CATCH BASIN
SURFACES rS 5MM (0.197 TNCHES).

9 FOR SCREEN SPANS (DIMENS|ON',A',FOR TYPE A OR D|MENS|ON '.1',FOR TYPE B PER STD. 313-1)
GREATER THAN 36'PROVIDE ADDITIONAL SUPPORT BRACKETS AND SUPPORT FRAME ANGLES
AT 36'ON CENTER OR LESS. SEE STD. 313-1 TYPE B FOR TYPICAL SUPPORT BRACKET AND
SUPPORT FRAME ANGLE CONFIGURATION.

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS
SPECIFICATIONS

REVISIONS REV

1

2

3

BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

4

STANDARD NO. 313 (2 of 14)5

6



FTCD GENTERAL NOTES (NEW CONSTRUCTION)

2 THE REMOVABLE SCREEN WIDTH (W) SHALL EQUAL THE CONNECTOR PIPE DIAIVETER OR 24',
WHICHEVER IS GREATER, BUT SHALL NOT EXCEED 36', WHERE DIMENSION'A'PER STD. 313-1
ryPE A (BACK WALL MOUNT) IS LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO 36', THE REMOVABLE SCREEN MAY
EXTENO THE FULL WIDTH OF THE FTCD (W = A). IN THIS CASE SUPPORT BRACKETS AND THE
ASSOCIATED SUPPORT FRAME ANGLES WILL BE OMITTED.

IF THE FTCD CANNOT PROVIDE A SIDE WALL CLEARANCE (C) OF 12", PROVIDE A SIDE WALL
MOUNT, AN L-SHAPED FTCD WILL HAVE ONE SIDE WALL AND ONE BACK WALL MOUNT.

THE INTERIOR SPACE Dlt,4ENSlON 'B' PER DRAWING 313-1 TYPE A, SHALL BE AT LEAST 10"
UNLESS OTHERWISE AUTHORIZED BY THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

POSITIVE DRAINAGE TO THE OUTLET PIPE IS REOUIRED FOR THE ENTIRE CATCH BASIN FLOOR

THE CATCH BASIN SHALL INCLUOE MAINTENANCE GAUGE STENCILING ON THE INTERIOR WALL
OPPOSITE THE FTCD THAT IDENTIFIES THE ACCUMULATED DEBRIS ELEVATION AT40% ANO 1OO%

OF THE FTCD HEIGHT. SEE STD. 313-9 FOR STENCILING REOUIREMENTS.

TRANSPORTATION DEPT. APPROVAL REQUIRED WHERE CONNECTOR PIPE SIZE > 42" DIA,

CATCH BASINS (NEW OR EXISTING) WITH FOSSIL FILTERS (PER STANDARD 3OOA OR EQUIVALENT)
SHALL REOUIRE SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR INCORPORATION OF THE FTCD, A MODIFIED FTCD
DESIGN SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW AND
APPROVAL PRIOR TO FABRICATION.

ENGINEER MAY PREPARE SITE SPECIFIC CPS DESIGN UTILIZING THE CPS FLOW CHART PER STD.
313-,I4 IN LIEU OF SIZING PER STD.313-10 THROUGH 3,13-13,

FTCD RETROFIT NOTES
10 WHERE I\4ANHOLE CONFIGURATIONS IN THE EXISTING CATCH BASIN DO NOT CONFORM WITH

FTCD LOCATIONS SHOWN IN STD, 3134 THROUGH 313-8, NEW MANHOLES OPENINGS SHALL BE
INSTALLED TO CONFORM WITH THESE REQUIREMENTS. RETROFIT DESIGN DRAWINGS MUST BE
APPROVED BY THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

11 IF ADEQUATE SPACE IS NOT AVAILABLE FOR RETROFIT OF EXISTING CATCH BASIN WITH FTCD, A
MODIFIED FTCD DESIGN SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR
REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO FABRICATION.

12. CATCH BASINS THAT DO NOT DRAIN TOWARD THE CONNECTOR PIPE SHALL BE MODIFIED TO
DRAIN PROPERLY UTILIZING A POLYESTER POLYi,4ER CONCRETE OVERLAY PRODUCT APPROVED
BY THE TRANSPORTATION DEPT. PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF THE FTCD. THE BASIN FLOOR
SHALL BE ROUGHENED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE TRANSPORTATION DEPT. PRIOR TO
APPLICATION OF THE OVERLAY. SURFACE PREPARATION i/UST PROVIDE FOR MINIMUM OVERLAY
THICKNESS PER OVERLAY PRODUCT MANUFACTURER'S SPECIFICATIONS. PROPER DRAINAGE OF
BASIN FLOOR SHALL BE ACHIEVED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE TRANSPORTATION DEPT.

APPROVED BY: COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION DATE
PATRICIA ROMO RCE 56064

7

8

9

REVISIONS APR'D REV BY

1 4

DATE

5

3 6

FTCD - CPS
GENERAL NOTES AND

RETROFIT NOTES

STANDARD NO. 313 (3 of 14)

APR'D DATE

1 FTCD SHALL CONFORM TO THE CONFIGURATIONS SHOWN IN STD.313-4 THROUGH 313.8 AND
SHALL BE SIZED ACCORDING TO THE SIZING TABLES SHOWN IN STD.313-,10 THROUGH 313-13.

3.

4.

5.

6.

REV, BY:

2



O
/

CENTERED CP OFFSET CP BACK WALL CP

0'

MANHOLE(2)
rr)

_l
Ao CO

FTCD CURB FACE

coNNECTOR PtPE (C

srDE oR coRNER CP(1)(3)

L.SHAPED
FTCD(1)

CURB FACE

NOTES

(1) FOR CORNER AND S|DE CONNECTOR P|PE (CP) LOCATTONS THE FTCD SHALL BE r-SHAPED TO
FULLY COVER THE PIPE OPENING. A SUPPORT FRAME ANGLE SHALL BE PROVIDED IN THE
CPS CORNER.

(2) DETATL VALTD FOR CATCH BASTN WTDTHS LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO 10 FEET. MULTTPLE
MANHOLES REQUIRED FOR CATCH BASIN WIDTHS GREATER THAN 1O FEET. SEE STANDARD
NO. 313-5 AND 313-6.

(3) FOR S|DE OR CORNER CP LOCATTONS WHERE REQUTRED SCREEN LENGTH (L)CANNOT BE
ACHIEVED SPECIAL DESIGN MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL.

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

MANHOLE LOCATIONS FOR
10' MAX. WIDTH STD. NO. 3OO

TREVISIONS REV BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (4 OF 14)
n 5

J 6



CENTERED CONNECTOR PIPE (CP) (1)(2)

P MANHOLE END MANHOLE

11'-18 1r)

cr)

FTCD

CURB FACE CONNECTOR PIPE
OFFSET OR BACK WALL CP (1)(3)

SIDE OR CORNER CP (4)(5) r-CENTERE

I 2.s',

L-SHAPED
FTCD (4)

CURB FACENOTES

(1) FOR CONNECTOR P|PE EX|T|NG TOWARD STREET CENTERLTNE, LOCATE CONNECTOR prpE (Cp)
MANHOLE ALONG BACK WALL OPPOSITE OF CP CENTERLINE. LOCATE END MANHOLE AT
EITHER END WHEN CP IS CENTERED IN CATCH BASIN, OR ON OPPOSITE SIDE OF CP WHEN CP IS
ON EITHER SIDE OF CATCH BASIN CENTERLINE.

(21 SHALLOW CATCH BASTNS W|TH A HETGHT (H) LESS THAN 3.5',SHALL TNCLUDE A TH|RD MANHOLE
ON THE OPPOSITE SIDE OF THE CONNECTOR PIPE FROM THAT SHOWN PLACED AGAINST THE
END WALL.

(3) CONNECTOR PIPE EXITING THROUGH BACK WALL OF CATCH BASIN MUST BE CENTERED IN

CATCH BASIN UNLESS APPROVED BY THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

(4) FOR CORNER AND SIDE CONNECTOR PIPE (CP)LOCAT|ONS, THE FTCD SHALL BE L-SHAPED TO
FULLY COVER THE PIPE OPENING. A SUPPORT FRAME ANGLE SHALL BE PROVIDED IN THE CPS
CORNER.

(5) FOR SIDE OR CORNER CP LOCATTONS WHERE REQUTRED SCREEN LENGTH (L)CANNOT BE
ACHIEVED, SPECIAL DESIGN MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR
REVIEW AND APPROVAL.

APPROVED BY:

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD. CPS SCREEN /
MANHOLE LOCATIONS FOR
11'-18'STD. NO. 300 CURB

INLET CATCH BASINSREVISIONS REV BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (5 of 1a)
3 6



CENTERED OR MIDDLE ZONE CP (1) END MANHOLE (TYP. OF 2)

1g',-28', ro

cf)

CURB FACE FTCD

CONNECTOR PIPE

MIDDLE ZONE MANHOLE LOCATED
OPPOSITE CONNECTOR PIPE

oUTER ZONE CP (2)

q',-28'

CENTERED
I

OUTER ZONE MANHOLE LOCA
OPPOSITE CONNECTOR PIPE

SIDE OR CORNER CP (3)(5)

I 2.5' CE

NOTE
BACK WALL CP (4) SEE STANDARD NO. 313-7

FOR REFERENCED NOTES
CENTERE 4

CURB FACE OFFSET FCTD FROM CP CENTERLINE IF
NEEDED TO ACCOMMODATE ACCESS STAIRS

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS SCREEN /
MANHOLE LOCATIONS FOR
19'-28'STD. NO. 3OO CURB

INLET CATCH BASINSREVISIONS REV.

1

2

3

BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

4

STANDARD NO. 313 (6 of 1a)
b



NOTES (FOR STD.313-6)

(1) FOR CONNECTOR PtPE EXTT|NG TOWARD STREET CENTERLINE lN MTDDLE ZONE, LOCATE
ooNNECTOR ptpE (Cp)MANHOLE ALONG BACK WALL OPPOSITE OF CP CENTERLINE. LOCATE
END MANHOLES AT EITHER END OF CATCH BASIN AS SHOWN.

(2\ FOR CONNECTOR prpE EXTT|NG TOWARD STREET CENTERLTNE rN OUTER ZONE, LOCATE OUTER
ZONE MANHOLE ALONG BACK WALL OPPOSITE OF CP CENTERLINE. LOCATE ONE END MANHOLE
ON THE OPPOSITE SIDE OF THE CB CENTERLINE FROM THE CP, AND ONE CENTERED MANHOLE
ALONG THE CATCH BASIN BACK WALL.

(3) FOR CORNER AND S|DE CONNECTOR prpE (CP) LOCATTONS THE FTCD SHALL BE L-SHAPED TO
FULLY COVER THE PIPE OPENING. A SUPPORT FRAME ANGLE SHALL BE PROVIDED IN THE CPS
CORNER.

(4) CONNECTOR PIPE EXITING THROUGH BACK WALL OF CATCH BASIN MUST BE CENTERED IN

CATCH BASIN UNLESS APPROVED BY THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

(5) FOR S|DE OR CORNER CP LOCATTONS WHERE REQUTRED SCREEN LENGTH (L)CANNOT BE
ACHIEVED SPECIAL DESIGN MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR
REVIEW AND APPROVAL.

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS SCREEN /
MANHOLE LOCATION NOTES

FOR 19'-28'STD. NO. 3OO CURB
INLET CATCH BASINSREVISIONS REV. BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (7 of 14)5

3 6



CATCH BASIN 301

CENTERED OR BACK WALL CP (1X5) SIDE OR CORNER CP (2X4)

SINGLE GRATE
(PARTIAL VIEW)

CATCH BASIN LID AND GRATES
OI\4ITTED FOR CLARITY

STEPS

trl 4"

FTCD CONNECTOR
PIPE

CENTERED OR BACK WALL CP (3X5) SIDE OR CORNER CP (2X3X4)

CATCH BASIN LID AND GRATES
OMITTED FOR CLARITY

(1) WHEN STEPS OBSTRUCT THE STANDARD FTCD INSTALLATION, ANGLE THE SCREEN IN FRONT OF
THE CONNECTOR PIPE TO AVOID THE STEPS AS SHOWN.

(2) FOR CORNER AND SIDE CONNECTOR PIPE (CP) LOCATIONS, THE FTCD SHALL BE L-SHAPED TO
FULLY COVER THE PIPE OPENING. .

(4) FOR SIDE OR CORNER CP LOCATIONS WHERE REOUIRED SCREEN LENGTH (L) CANNOT BE
ACHIEVED. SPECIAL DESIGN MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT FOR
REVIEW AND APPROVAL.

(5) INSTALL FTCD, TYPE B (SIDE WALL MOUNT), TO AVOID STEPS AS NECESSARY,

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
RCE 56064

o T
N

o

o
II

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

REVISIONS APR'D DATE BY: APR'D DATE

FTCD. CSP SCREEN
LOCATIONS FOR STD. NO.
CB3O1 AND CB3O2 COMB.

INLET CATCH BASINS
1

2 5

6
STANDARD NO. 313 (8 of 14)

PATRICIA ROMO

3

DATE

3'

CURB
FACE

CATCH BASIN 302

NOTES

(3) MULTIPLE GRATE CATCH BASIN WIDTH SHOWN. FOR SINGLE GRATE APPLICATIONS PLACE FTCD
PER CATCH BASIN 301 DETAILS ABOVE.

o
fT_l

fT

REV, BY: REV,



2" 1B-

,,I
36" 1

1OO% STRIPE
(RED STRIPES AND NUMBERS ON WHITE BACKGROUND)

40Yo rc 40o/o

40% STRIPE
(RED STRIPES AND NUMBERS ON WHITE BACKGROUND)

G

FTCD

P N

100%
STRIPE

Hs

CP INVERT AT CATCH
BASIN INSIDE WALL

40%
STRIPE

NOTES

(1) PAINT SHALL BE RED STRIPES AND NUMBERS ON WHITE BACKGROUND ON THE BACK WALL OF
THE CATCH BASIN, LABELING 40% AND 1OO% SCREEN HEIGHT AS SHOWN ABOVE. PAINT SHALI-
BE WATERBORNE ACRYLIC AND REFLECTIVE.

(2) SURFACES SHALL BE CLEAN, DRY AND FREE FROM ALL CONTAMINANTS PRIOR TO PAINTING

(3) STENCILING SHALL BE VISIBLE FROtvl THE STREET THROUGH CATCH BASIN OPENING

100% 100%

0.4Hs

APPROVED BY

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS
MAINTENANCE GAUGE

REVISIONS REV. BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (9 of 14)5

3 6



CATCH
BASIN TYPE

CATCH BASIN
WIDTH (FT)

(1)

NUIVBER OF

GRATES

BYPASS
HEIGHT Hb

(N)

SCREEN
HEIGHT Hs (lN)

SCREEN
LENGTH L (FT) G (rN)

300

(30lnches)

7.0

8.0 B,O

7.4

10.0 7.4

14.0 10.0

2.67
(32 inches)

70
8.0 10.0

7.4

4.010.0 l.a
14.0 10 0

2.83
(34 inches)

7.0

8.0 12.0

7.0

4.0
10.0

14.0 10.0

21.0 11.0

3.0

7.4
8.0 12.0

4.0
6.0

10.0 6.0

14.0

8.0 14.0

10.0

14.0

28.0 18.0

7.4

8.0 18.0

4.0

6.0

10.0 6.0

14.0 6.0

21.0
10.0 16.0

70
28.0 90

4.0

7.0

12.0 20.0

4.0

6.0

10.0 6.0

14.0 6.0

21.0 7A

28.0 8.0

4.5 0R
GREATER

7.0

12.0 24.0

4.0

8.0

10.0 6.0

6.0

21.0 7.0

28.0 BO

(1)
(21

FOR CATCH BASIN WIOTHS NOT SHOWN USE NEXT HIGHER VALUE
WHERE THE SCREEN LENGTH (L) IS EOUAL TO THE CATCH BASIN WIDTH, THE CPS
SHALL BE THE FULL WIDTH OF THE CATCH BASIN AND UTILIZE A SIDE WALL MOUNT.

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

REV BY APR'O DATE REV BY APR'D DATE

FTCD - CPS SIZING TABLE
FOR STD. NO. 3OO CURB

INLET CATCH BASIN
ON GRADE CONDITION

T

2

REVISIONS

3 6
STANDARD NO. 313 (10 of 14)

H (Fr)

4.0

7.0

4.021.0

3.5

14.0

FTCD SIZING TABLE FOR STANDARD NO. 3OO CURB INLET CATCH BASIN
ON GRADE CONDITION

NOTES

APPROVED BY:



CATCH BASIN
TYPE

H (FT)
CATCH BASIN

WIDTH (FT)
(1)

NUMBER OF
GRATES

BYPASS
HEIGHT Hb

(tN)

SCREEN
HEIGHT Hs (lN)

SCREEN
LENGTH L (FT)

G
(tN)

301

3.0

7.0 I

8.0 10.0

4.0

10.0
10.0 7.0

14.0 I 8.0

14.0 2 8.0

3.5

7.0 1

10.0 12.0

6.0

12.0
'10.0 2 5.0

14.0 1 5.0

14.0 2 6.0

4.0

7.0 1

12.0 15.0

4.0

13.0
10.0 2 5.0

14.0 1 4.0

14.0 2 5.0

4.5 0R
GREATER

7.0 1

12.0 18.0

4.0

16.0
10.0 a 5.0

14.0 1 4.0

14.0 2 5.0

302

3.0

1

9.0 9.0

3.0

10.02 5.0

3 6.0

3.5

1

10.0 12.0

.E

12.0I 4.0

3 5.0

4.0 0R
GREATER

1

10.0 18.0

2.5

12.02 4.0

3 5.0

FTCD SIZING TABLE FOR STANDARD NO. 301 AND 302 COMBINATION INLET CATCH BASIN
ON GRADE CONDITION

NOTES

(1) FOR CATCH BASIN WIDTHS NOT SHOWN USE NEXT HIGHER VALUE

APPROVED BY:

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD. CPS SIZING TABLE FOR
STD. NO.3O1 AND 302 COMB.

INLET CATCH BASIN
ON GRADE CONDITIONREVISIONS REV BY: APR'D DATE REV

6

BY: APR'D DATE

1

STANDARD NO. 313 (11 of 14)2

J

No
E,p

4

I



FTCD SIZING TABLE FOR STANDARD NO. 3OO CURB INLET CATCH BASIN
SUMP CONDITION

NOTES

(1) FOR CATCH BASTN WTDTHS NOT SHOWN USE NEXT HTGHER VALUE

CATCH
BASIN WPE

H (Fr)
CATCH BASIN

WIDTH (FT)
(1)

NUMBER OF
GRATES

BYPASS
HEIGHT Hb

(tN)

SCREEN
HEIGHT Hs (lN)

SCREEN
LENGTH L (FT)

G (rN)

300

3.5

7.0 12.0 16.0 7.0
4.0

10.0
14.0 14.0

6.0

14.0 7.0

4.0

7.0

16.0 't8.0
7.0

4.0

10.0 b.u

14.0 6.0

21.0
18.0 16.0

7.0

28.0 8.0

tt

7.0

16.0 18.0

7.0

10.0

10.0 6.0

14.0 6.0

21.0
18.0 16.0

7.0

28.0 8.0

5.0 0R
GREATER

7.0 7.0

10.010.0 6.0

14.0 6.0

21.0
18.0 20.0

7.0
12.0

28.0 8.0

APPROVED BY:

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS SIZING TABLE
FOR STD. NO. 3OO CURB

INLET CATCH BASIN
SUMP CONDITIONREVISIONS REV BY: APR'D DATE REV BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (12 of 14)5

3 6

16.0 24.0

Exp

I

I

I



CATCH
BASIN TYPE

H (FT)
CATCH BASIN

WIDTH (FT)
(1)

NUMBER OF
GRATES

BYPASS
HEIGHT Hb

(tN)

SCREEN
HEIGHT Hs (lN)

SCREEN
LENGTH L (FT)

G (rN)

301

3.5 7.0 1 14.0 9.0 7.0 11.0

4.0
7.0 1

16.0 11.0
5.0

13.0
10.0 Z 6.0

4.5

7.0 1

18.0 15.0 13.0
10.0 2 6.0

14.0 1

14.0 6.0

5.0 0R
GREATER

7.0 1

18.0 18.0

4.0

16.0
10.0 6.0

14.0 1 5.0

14.0 2 6.0

302

4.0
2

14.0 8.0
2.5

18.0
3 6.0

4.5

1 16.0 8.0 2.5 22.0
a

16.0 10.0
5.0

20.0
3 7.0

5.0 0R
GREATER

1

16.0 12.0

2.5

24.02 5.0

3 7.0

FTCD SIZING TABLE FOR STANDARD NO. 301 AND 302 COMBINATION INLET CATCH BASIN
SUMP CONDITION

NOTES

(1) FOR CATCH BASIN WIDTHS NOT SHOWN USE NEXT HIGHER VALUE

APPROVED BY:

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROMO, RCE 56064

DATE

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FTCD - CPS SIZING TABLE FOR
STD. NO. 301 AND 302 COMB.

INLET CATCH BASIN
SUMP CONDITIONREVISIONS REV. BY: APR'D DATE REV, BY: APR'D DATE

1 4

STANDARD NO. 313 (13 of 14)5

3 6

I

I

5.0

5.0



H

CO

FREEBOARD (FB)
= 0.5' MIN

NOTE:

THE BELOW ANALYSIS ASSUMES
THAT THE CONNECTOR PIPE
SCREEN IS COMPLETELY CLOGGED
AND ALL FLOW IS CONVEYED
THROUGH THE BYPASS

VALUE UNITS DESCRIPTION

H FT
HEIGHT OF CATCH BASIN, AS DEFINED
IN STANDARDS NO,3OO,3O1 AND 302

Hmin FT

H6 IN BYPASS OPENING HEIGHT

Hs IN SCREEN HEIGHT

L FT BYPASS OPENING LENGTH

FREE.
EOARD

(FB)
FT

MINIMUM ALLOWABLE FREEBOARD (FB) IS
0.5'TO ENSURE THAT WATER LEVELS
INSIDE THE CATCH EASIN DO NOT IMPAIR
THE CATCH BASIN STREET INTERCEPTION
CAPACITY

co IN

CURB OPENING HEIGHT (CO) IS DEFINED
HERE AS THE HEIGHT FROM THE TOP OT

CURB TO THE FLOW LINE OF THE INLET AT
THE LOCAL DEPRESSION

ol CFS

FLOW RATE INTERCEPTED BY THE INLE]
AS DETERMINED BY THE ENGINEER FOR
SITE.SPECIFIC CONDITIONS

oo CFS

ow CFS
BYPASS FLOW RATE UNOER WEIR FLOW
CONDITION

co ORIFICE FLOW COEFFICIENT = 0.61

WEIR FLOW COEFFICIENT = 0.61

FI2
BYPASS OPENING AREA FOR ORIFICE
FLOW, ASSUMES THAT THE ENTIRE
BYPASS OPENING FUNCTIONS AS A
RECTANGULAR ORIFICE

ORIFICE
FLOW

CAPACITY

WIER
FLOW

CAPACIT'/

NO YES

IDENTIFY
Q1, H6, Hs, and L

H min =
H - (CO + Hs)/ '12 - FB

Ao=LHb/12

29 (H min -Hb/2)Co Ao

oO Qw=

!
t Cvqr/29 L H 6;n I

Qbypass = min (Q6, Qyy)

0bypass 2 Q;

PROPOSED CPS
UNACCEPTABLE

PROPOSED CPS
ACCEPTABLE

DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION
PATRICIA ROi,4O, RCE 56064

APPROVED BY:

DATE

REVISIONS REV BY APR D REV 8Y

T

5

3

DATE

6

FTCD. CPS
BYPASS CHECK

FLOW CHART

STANDARD NO. 313 (14 of 14)

APR'D DATE

I

DEPTH FROM TOP OF SCREEN TO
FREEBOARD

BYPASS FLOW RATE UNOER ORIFICE FLOW
CONDITION, ASSUIVES THAT ENTIRE
BYPASS OPENING FUNCTIONS AS A
RECTANGULAR ORIFICE

CW

I
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

I



Statc Cleoringhous€ Number:
202309066

MITIGATED Nf GATIVE Df, CLARATION

ked Agency and Project Sponsor:
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
1995 Markel Street, Riverside, CA 92501

Proj€ct Cont&ct:
Jason Swenson

Phone:
951 .95 5.8082

Emril:
jdswenso@rivco.org

Projecl Description:
The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) is proposing to construct, operate
and maintain approximately 8,000 lineal feet (LF) ofa reinforced concrete pipe storm drain system, including cstch
basins and an outlet structure. The storm drains will be located along portions of Granite Avenue, Obsidian Drive,
Boulder Avenue, Mariposa Avenue, Dallas Avenue and Wood Road and will convey flows to lhe proposed outlet.
The proposed outlet structure will discharge flows into a natural wash at lhe southeast intersection of Wood Road
and Dallas Avenue. Additionally, the project includes approximately 10,000 LF of street improvernents necessary
to collecl and deliver runoffto the proposed storm drains. The purpose ofthe project is to provide flood protection
to Woodcrest and adjacent communities. The project will address complains and allow for proper drainage wilhin
the encompassed community.

Projecl I-ocstion:
The project site is generally located south of Mariposa Avenue, west of Parsons Road, north of Dallas Avenue and
eas of Taft Street. The proposed outlet location is within a portion of Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 26621 l-
004. The Project site is located within the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Steele Peak, Califomia 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle and Sections 3l and 32 ofTownship 3 South and Range 4 West.

Leed Agency Finding:
The General Manager-Chief Engineer ofthe Riverside Coung' Flood Control and Water Cons€rvation District has

made a finding that the proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment. Supporting
documents incorporated by reference include the CEQA Initial Study (and related technical appendices) and the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Progran. This finding will berome final upon adoption of this Mitigated
Negative Declaration by the Board of Supervisors ofthe Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District.

Signature:
J E

IManager tef Engineer

Bord of Supervisors Action:
The Board of Supervisors of the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, assembled in
regular session on March5,2024, h8s determined that the Woodcr€st-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project will not
have a significant adverse effect on the environment and has adopted I Mitigation Monitoring and Reporring
Program and a Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Signature Dated
KIMBERLY RECTOR
Clerk ofthe Board

ESS:bad
P8/254882

LEY

Projecl:
Woodcrest-Rinehart Acres Drainage Plan Project

Datd: Z - lY- LbZt

Copies to: I ) County Clerk
2) State Clearinghouse



Attachment "F"

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Woodcrest-Reinhart Acres Draina Plan

lmplementati0n Timinglssuc
Potential
InrDaca

iltitigation Measurcs ''1ction
lmplementalion
Responsibilitv

Governing Agency

No more than lo-da) s

prior to grading or
ground disturbance

Biological
Resourccs

'[ he proposed Proiect
contains suilablc habitat
lor bunowing o\\l and

implementalion ofthe
Project has the potential

to inpacl buffowing
orvl.

Mitigation Measure BIO-l: Burrowing Ou1.
A prc-conshrclion sun'e-r" lbr burrowing
ouls shall be conducted. in compliance with
lhc Wcstcm Ri!crside County MSIICP,
rvithin 30 days priorto ground disturbance to
avoid direcl impacts to the species. The
sur\e] shall en!ompass suirable habrtat in
lhe construction fbotprint plus a 500-foot
bufler and follow the 2006 Burrou,ing Olr'l
Survey Instructions lbr the Westem
Riverside Mulliplc Specics IIabital
Consenation Plan Area. This requirement
shall be included on project conslruction
plans and spccificclions. II lhe species is

delected. a Burrou.ing Owl Protection and
Relocalion Pla, shall be drafted lo ensure
prolcction of the species. Thc plan shall
includ€ appropriatc avoidancc buffers.
passive and/or aclive relocation,
construclion moniloring. and reporting
requiremenls. The plan shall be revie$ed
and approved within 30 days of receipt by
lhe Regional Conservation Aulhorilv and
Califomia Depanment of Fish and Wildlife.
Iflhe spccics is nol detecled. then no l'urlh€r
action is requited.

Riverside Count]
!'lood Control and

Water Consen'ation
District

(DISTRICT)

Calilbrnia
Depanmcnl offish

and Wildlife
(CDFW) & Regional

Consenation
Authorily (RCA)

Cl)FW: I JSFWS Prior to grading or
ground disturbance if

construction is scheduled
to occur helween

December 156 -
September l5s.

Biologicrl
Rcsourccs

The proposed Proiecl
has the polential lo
inrpact nesting birds if
conslruction occurs
during the nesting
season.

Mitigalion Measure BIO-2r Vegetalion
clearing shall bc conducled outside of the
nesling season. which is gcnerally identified
as FebruaD thmugh August each year. If
avoidance of the nesting season is not
feasible. then a qualified biologist shall
conducl a nesling bird suney lithin three
days prior to an) sile dislurbance. including
disking. demolition activities. and grading.
The sun el- shall encompass suitable habilat
in the construclion lbotprint plus a 500-foot
bullir. l, addilional areas are proposed lbr
disturbance. a ne\\ ncsling bird suncy that
corcrs thosc areas shall be conducted. Ihis

DISTRICI'

Pre-conslruction sur\'e].

Pre-construction surve!'



lssuc
Potential

I mprcl \{iligation Measures .\ (l i', n
lmplementation
Resnonsibilitv

Governing Agency Implenl€ntation Timing

requircnrcnt shall be included on pmiect
construction plans and spccifications. If
nests wilh eggs or ]oung are detected. the
biologisl shall eslablish suitable buffers
around the nests. and the buffer areas shall
be avoided unlil lhe nesls are no longer
occupied afld lhe.iuvenile birds can survive
independentl! lrom the nests. lf no aclive
ncsls arc delcclud. lhcn no funher aclion is
required.

Cultural
Resources

(CR)

Cround disturbing
activities have thc
potentialto impact
cultural resources

\\'ithin lhe Project sitc

Mirigalion Menslre CR-l: Accidental
Discovery. lfsubsurtice deposits believed to
bc cultutalor human in origin are discovered
during conslruction. all $ork nlus1 halt
r\ilhin a I0o-lilol radius ofthe discover). A
qualilied prolessional archaeologist meeting
lhc Secrctar-1 of the Interior's Prolessional

Qualification Standards for prchistoric and
hisloric archaeologist shall bc rctained to
evaluale the significance of lhe find. The
archaeologisl shall have lhc aulhorilv to
modif) lhe no-rvork radius as appropriate.
using pro fession al judgment.

If the profcssional archaeologisl delermines
that the lind does not represent a cultural
rcsource. \\'ork may resume immediatel)'.
and no agenc-v notificalions are required.
II- the prolcssional archaeologisl detemines
lhal thc find rcprescnls a cultural resource.
the handling oIthe cultural resource(s) shall
follo$ the applicable recommendations as

described in lhe Cullural Resources
Managemenl Plan (CRMP) prepared lbr thc
Project. as required by TCR"l.

Preparation of a Cultural
Resources Managemenl

Plan

DISTRICT Slatc I lisloric
Presen'alion omce

Prior to earthwork
aclivities wilhin the

Project site.

Tribal
Cullural

Resources
(TCR)

Miligalion Measure TCR-l : Tribal/Cultural
Resources Management Plan. Thc District
shall prepare or cause for the preparation of
a Tribal/Cultural Resources Management
Plan (TCRMP) prior to ground dislurbing
activities- The TCRMP shallbe based on the
linal construction grading plans prepared by
lhe Districl and mar" include requirements

'Iribal/Cullural Resources

Moniloring Plan
lmplementation

DISI'RICT Prior to ea(h\\,ork
activilies \rilhin lhe

P.oject site.



lssuc
Potential
lmpact

Ntitigation Measures Action
Implemcntation
Rcs!onsibilitr

(]o\ erning ,\gencl Implenrentation Timing

lor prc-conslruction cuhural scnsitiviO
training. notificalion. and monitoring
protocol. The TCRMP rvill consider
concems of the consulting fribes and the
consulting Tribcs rvill have an opportunir)_ lo
re\ ie$'and commenl on lhc drall TCRMP

In the eyent that the cons tihg T|ibes arc not
uble to redsonahh, accommoddte the
Dtctrtcl's requests andor necds tcgotdinq
moniloring, the Dislticl fiur^ proceed wilh
Ilitigatioh Measurc TaR-2 ds needed.

Tribal
Cullural

Resources

Mitigalion Mcasurc TCR-2: Archcological
Monitoring/Reconnaissance as-needed. The
District ma]'. at its discretion. conduct
archaeological monitoring and/or
reconnaissance of tle Proiecl sile using a
qualificd archa€ologisl thal is nol a Tribal
monitor or representative ol a Nalive
Arnerican Tribe. This *ould occur onl) as

nccded during ground-disturbing
constnlction aclivitics.

CLrltural \lonitoring I)ISTRICT



STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES
Woodcrest-Reinhart Acres Drainage Plan

Potcntial
lmpact

St.ndard Oper.ting Procedrre .\clion lmplementation
ResDonsibilih

Golerning ,\gencJ l plcmenlation Timing

Cultural
Resources

Ground disturbing
activities have the
potential for the
discorerv ofhuman
remains.

Human Remairs
If human remains or remains that are
polenlialh human are lbund. the Dislricl
shall retain a qualified professional
archaeologist lo ensure reasonable prolection
measures are taken to protecl the discovery
liom dislurbance. The archaeologist shall
noti$ the RiYerside Counq Coroner per $

7050.5 ol' the Heallh and Salely Code.
Ilandling of the discovery shall follow the
provisions sel forth by S 7050.5 of the
Califomia tlealth and Safeq Code and g

5097-98 ol lhe Califomia Public Resources
Code.

Contact County Coroner if
human remains are

discovered.

DISI'RIC I' Rivcrside Coun$
Coroner

During earth$ork
activities wilhin the

Projcct sile.

llazardous
Materials

Be located on a site.

which is included on

a list of hazardous

materials sites

complied pursuant to
Govemment Code
Seclion 65962.5.

In lhe event that an) hazardous malerials.
historical. archaeological. or paleonlological
re.ourccs arc accidenlalll discovered uithin
project limits. thc contractor shall
inrmedialell' ceaseall constructionorground
disturbance actility in the vicinity ofthe llnd
and nolil-v lhe cnginecr. Dislrict will providc
lhe appropriate professional lo assess the
significance of the discovery and. if
necessary. develop apprcpriale management
and lreatmenl measures- The contractor shall
not resume constnrction in the aflected area
'$'ithoul engincer's approval-

Construction Monitoring DISTRICT t)ls rRlc-t' During earth$ork
activilies wilhin the

Project sile.

Hydrology and

war€r Qualit]
Violate any water
qualit-v standards or
$?stc discharge
requirements or
othenvise
substantially degrade

surfacc or
groundwater quali0.

All BMP malerials are lo be onsite prior to
mainlenance activil) and readl lbr use.
BMPs shall be in compliance rvith all
specifications gov€ming the proper design.
installalion. operation. and mainlenance of
such managemenl praclices including lhe
inrplemenlarion ol lhe Water Qualir]
Managemcnt Plan and treatment controls.

Implementalion of Water

Qualitv Resl Management
Practiccs (BMP).

DISIRICI' I)ISl RI('I DurinS Proicct
mainlenance,

.l
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