
 

 Board of Directors 
Finance, Affordability, Asset Management, and Efficiency 

3/11/2025 Board Meeting 

7-8 

Subject 

Review and consider the County of Riverside negative declaration and authorize the General Manager to execute 
a new ground license agreement with Verizon Wireless for up to 25 years for a new telecommunication site on 
Metropolitan’s fee-owned property in the unincorporated community of Winchester, identified as County of 
Riverside Assessor Parcel Number 964-030-005; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 

This action authorizes the General Manager to execute a new ground license agreement with Verizon Wireless for 
a new telecommunication site on Metropolitan’s property just west of Lake Skinner in Riverside County 
(Attachment 1). The proposed telecommunication site will enhance cellular phone communication for staff and 
the general public in the area while bringing in additional revenue to Metropolitan.  

Proposed Actions/Recommendations and Options 

Staff Recommendation:  Option #1 

Option #1 

Review and consider the County of Riverside negative declaration and authorize the General Manager to 
execute a new ground license agreement with Verizon Wireless for up to 25 years for a new 
telecommunication site on Metropolitan’s fee-owned property in the unincorporated community of 
Winchester, identified as County of Riverside Assessor Parcel Number 964-030-005.  

Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan will receive a one-time processing fee of $9,000 and an annual license fee of 
$51,000 with a 4 percent annual adjustment. 
Business Analysis:  The option will allow the use of Metropolitan’s fee-owned parcel to generate additional 
revenue and facilitate a public benefit with the enhancement of local cellular phone communication.  

Option #2 
Do not authorize the license agreement.  
Fiscal Impact: Metropolitan will forgo the opportunity to generate revenue. 
Business Analysis: Metropolitan would be responsible for ongoing costs associated with weed abatement, 
trash removal, trespassing, security issues, and illegal dumping.  

Alternatives Considered  

Not applicable 
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Applicable Policy 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8201: Authorization to General Manager 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8230: Grants of Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8231: Appraisal of Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8232: Terms and Conditions of Management 

By Minute Item 48766, dated August 16, 2011, the Board adopted fair market value policies for managing 
Metropolitan's real property assets.  

Related Board Action/Future Action 

Not applicable  

Summary of Outreach Completed 

Not applicable  

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

CEQA determination for Option #1: 

Acting as the Lead Agency, the County of Riverside adopted a Negative Declaration on April 7, 2021, for Plot 
Plan No. 180013 for construction of a wireless communication facility for Verizon Wireless. The Negative 
Declaration concluded that all potential impacts associated with Plot Plan No. 180013 were less than significant. 
The environmental documentation is included in Attachment 2. (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15096) 

The Board has reviewed and considered the Negative Declaration and adopts the findings of the Lead Agency. 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Details and Background 

Background 

Metropolitan acquired the subject property in 1964 for the original construction of Lake Skinner and its related 
treatment plant and subsequent installation of San Diego Pipelines 3 and 4, which are located approximately 
160 feet east of the proposed cell tower. The telecommunications site is located west of Washington Street 
between Benton and Auld Roads in the Winchester area of Riverside County. Metropolitan’s Lake Skinner 
Treatment plant is on the east side of Washington Street. This proposed communication site has been identified as 
a coverage gap for telecommunications, and this site will help increase the reliability of transmitting 
communication data including emergency services in the area. Verizon will construct a 20-foot-wide access road 
to the cell tower site for a total of 8,615 sf on Metropolitan’s property. Verizon Wireless will be responsible for 
the maintenance of this access road, weed abatement and landscaping.  
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The proposed license agreement will have the following key provisions:  

 Subject to Metropolitan’s paramount rights provision 

 License area of 8,615 sf 

 10-year base term with three 5-year option(s) to renew by mutual consent 

 An annual license fee of $51,000 per appraised market rates 

 Reappraisal every 5 years 

 Annual fee increase of 4 percent 

 Processing fee of $9,000 

 

 2/28/2025 
Elizabeth Crosson 
Chief Sustainability, Resilience and 
Innovation Officer 

Date 

 

 2/28/2025 
Deven N. Upadhyay 
General Manager 

Date 

Attachment 1 – Location Map 

Attachment 2 – State CEQA Guidelines Section 15096 

Ref# sri12702321 
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSl:S$ME:NT FQRM: INJJI_AL STUDY. 

Environmental Assessment (CEQ / EA) Number: CEQ180046 
Project Case Type (s) and Number(s): Plot Plan No. 180013 
Lead Agency Name: County of Riverside Planning Department 
Address: P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, CA 92502-1409 
Contact Person: Tim Wheeler 
Telephone Number: 951-955-6060 
Applicant's Name: Verizon Wireless 
Applicant's Address: 15505 Sand Canyon Road Building D1, Irvine CA 92618 

I. PROJECT INFORMATION 

Project Description: Plot Plan No. 180013 is a proposal to construct a wireless communication facility 
consisting of a 70 foot high mono-pine for Verizon Wireless. The facility would consist of 12 panel 
antennas, two parabolic antenna dishes; one 4 foot and one 2 foot in diameter, 12 Remote Radio Units, 
two junction box units all mounted on the mono-pine tower. The tower is within a 700 square foot 
equipment lease area with a 15 KW DC generator and all enclosed by a 6 foot high decorative block 
wall with perimeter landscaping. 

A. Type of Project: Site Specific [gl; Countywide 0; Community 0; Policy D. 

B. Total Project Area: 700 square feet of lease area 

Residential Acres: Lots: Units: Projected No. of Residents: 

Commercial Acres: Lots: Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: Est. No. of Employees: 
Industrial Acres: Lots: Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: Est. No. of Employees: 
Other: 70 foot high tower 

C. Assessor's Parcel No(s): 964-030-005 

Street References: The project site is located north of Auld Road, south of Benton Road, east of 
Moser Road, and west of Washington Street. 

D. Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal Description: 
Township 7 South Range 2 West Section 4 

E. Bri,ef description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and its 
surroundings: The site is currently vacant and is immediately surrounded by open space, 
agricultural uses and scattered single-family residential to the west, and a water treatment facility 
to the east. 

II. APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING REGULATIONS 

A. General Plan Elements/Policies: 

1. Land Use: The proposed project is consistent with the Community Development: Public 
Facilities (CD: PF) land use designation and other applicable land use policies within the 
General Plan. 

2. Circulation: The project has adequate circulation to the site and is therefore consistent with 
the Circulation Element of the General Plan. Additionally, this is an unmanned wireless 
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communication facility that will require occasional maintenance personnel to access the site. 
The proposed project meets all other applicable circulation policies of the General Plan. 

3. Multipurpose Open Space: No natural open space land was required to be preserved 
within the boundaries of this project. The proposed project meets with all other applicable 
Multipurpose Open Space element policies. 

4. Safety: The proposed project is not located within a fault zone but is located within a dam 
inundation zone. The project is not located within any other special hazard zone (area with 
high liquefaction potential, etc.}. The proposed project has allowed for sufficient provision of 
emergency response services and safety measures to the project through the project design 
and payment of development impact fees. The proposed project meets with all other 
applicable Safety element policies. 

5. Noise: Sufficient measures against any foreseeable noise sources in the area have been 
provided for in the design of the project. The project will not generate noise levels in excess 
of standards established in the General Plan or noise ordinance. The project meets all other 
applicable Noise Element Policies. 

6. Housing: The project is for an unmanned wireless communication facility and the Housing 
Element Policies do not apply to this project. 

7. Air Quality: The proposed project has been conditioned to control any fugitive dust during 
grading and construction activities. The proposed project meets all other applicable Air 
Quality element policies. 

8. Healthy Communities: The project is for an unmanned wireless communication facility so 
the Healthy Communities Policies do not apply to this project. 

9. Environmental Justice (After Element is Adopted): N/A - not adopted. 

B. General Plan Area Plan(s): Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) 

C. Foundation Component(s): Community Development 

D. Land Use Designation(s): Community Development: Public Facilities (CD: PF) 

E. Overlay(s), if any: N/A 

F. Policy Area(s), if any: Highway 79 

G. Adjacent and Surrounding: 

1. General Plan Area Plan(s): Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) 

2. Foundation Component(s): Community Development (CD) and Rural (R) 

3. Land Use Designation(s): Community Development: Public Facilities (CD: PF), 
Community Development: Commercial Tourist (CD: CT), Community Development: Medium 
Density Residential (CD: MOR), and Rural Residential (R: RR). 

4. Overlay(s), if any: N/A 
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5. Policy Area(s), if any: Highway 79 

H. Adopted Specific Plan Information 

1. Name and Number of Specific Plan, if any: Winchester 1800, Specific Plan #286 (to the 
north) 

2. Specific Plan Planning Area, and Policies, if any: Planning Area 48 (to the north} 

I. Existing Zoning: Light Agriculture -10 Acre minimum (A-1-10) 

J. Proposed Zoning, if any: N/A 

K. Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning: SP #286 to the north, Light Agriculture - 10 Acre 
minimum (A-1-10) to the west, Light Agriculture-5 acre minimum (A-1-5) and Rural Residential 
(R-R) to the south, and Rural Residential (R-R) to the east. 

Ill. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 

The environmental factors checked below ( x ) would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" or "Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Incorporated" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

D Aesthetics 
D Agriculture & Forest Resources 
D Air Quality 

D Biological Resources 
D Cultural Resources 
D Energy 
D Geology/ Soils 
D Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

IV. DETERMINATION 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

D Hazards & Hazardous Materials 
D Hydrology / Water Quality 
D Land Use / Planning 
D Mineral Resources 

D Noise 
D Paleontological Resources 
D Population / Housing 
D Public Services 

D Recreation 
D Transportation 
D Tribal Cultural Resources 
D Utilities / Service Systems 
□ Wildfire 
D Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS NOT 
PREPARED 
1:8:1 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 
D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project, described in this document, 
have been made or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
will be prepared. 
D I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is reauired. 

A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED 
D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, NO 
NEW ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED because (a) all potentially significant 
effects of the proposed project have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration 
pursuant to aoolicable leQal standards, (b) all potentially siqnificant effects of the proposed project have 
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been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (c) the proposed project 
will not result in any new significant environmental effects not identified in the earlier EIR or Negative 
Declaration, (d) the proposed project will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental 
effects identified in the earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (e) no considerably different mitigation 
measures have been identified and no miti ation measures found infeasible have become feasible. 

I find that although all potentially significant effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier 
EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable legal standards, some changes or additions are 
necessary but none of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist. 
An ADDENDUM to a previously-certified EIR or Negative Declaration has been prepared and will be 
considered b the a rovin bod or bodies. 
D I find that at least one of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 
exist, but I further find that only minor additions or changes are necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation; therefore a SUPPLEMENT TO THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required that need only contain the information necessary to 
make the revious EIR ade uate for the ro·ect as revised. 

I find that at least one of the following conditions described in California Code of Regulations, 
Section 15162, exist and a SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required: (1) 
Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR 
or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; (2) Substantial changes have occurred 
with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which will require major 
revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 
or (3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known 
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the 
negative declaration was adopted, shows any the following:(A) The project will have one or more 
significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or negative declaration;(B) Significant effects 
previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR or negative 
declaration;(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project 
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives; or,(D) Mitigation measures or 
alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR or negative 
declaration would substantial! reduce one or~ ignificant effects of the project on the environment, 
but the ro·ect nents de ad mI i ation measures or alternatives. 

Signaty/e 

Tim Wheeler, 
Project Planner 
Printed Name 
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V. ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES ASSESSMENT 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 
21000-21178.1 ), this Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the proposed project to determine any 
potential significant impacts upon the environment that would result from construction and 
implementation of the project. In accordance with California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, this 
Initial Study is a preliminary analysis prepared by the Lead Agency, the County of Riverside, in 
consultation with other jurisdictional agencies, to determine whether a Negative Declaration, Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report is required for the proposed project. The 
purpose of this Initial Study is to inform the decision-makers, affected agencies, and the public of 
potential environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the proposed project. 

AESTHETICS Would the project: 
1. Scenic Resources 

a) Have a substantial effect upon a scenic highway 
corridor within which it is located? 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and unique or 
landmark features; obstruct any prominent scenic vista or 
view open to the public; or result in the creation of an 
aesthetically offensive site open to public view? 

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or quality of public views of the site 
and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are 
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points.) If the 
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with 
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic 

uali ? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure C-8 "Scenic Highways" 

Findings of Fact: 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a) According to Southwest Area Plan Figure 9, Southwest Area Plan Scenic Highways, the nearest 
County Eligible Scenic Highway is 1-215 located approximately 5.5 miles to the west of the Project 
site. Views of the Project site from 1-215 are not possible due to distance, existing development and 
topography. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not have a substantial effect upon the corridor, 
and there will be no impacts. 

b) The proposed Project is located on a 700 square-foot lease area within an approximately 38-acre 
vacant site. Under current conditions, the Project site is relatively flat and is regularly tilled to prevent 
overgrowth. As the site has previously been disturbed with a maintenance road, it is not likely that the 
proposed Project would have impacts substantially beyond the existing. 

c) With respect to the visual character of the surrounding area, the proposed Project would be 
disguised as a monopine tower to blend in with trees in the vicinity of the Project site. Accordingly, the 
proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site and its 
surroundings. 
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As indicated above, the Project would not substantially damage scenic resources, including but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and unique or landmark features. Additionally, the Project would 
not obstruct any prominent scenic vista or view open to the public, or result in the creation of an 
aesthetically offensive site open to the public view. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

2. Mt. Palomar Observatory 
a) Interfere with the nighttime use of the Mt. Palomar 

Observatory, as protected through Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 655? 

□ 

Source(s): GIS database, Ord. No. 655 (Regulating Light Pollution) 

Findings of Fact: 

□ □ 

a) Riverside County Ordinance No. 655 identifies portions of the County that have the potential to 
adversely affect the Mt. Palomar Observatory. Specifically, Ordinance No. 655 identifies Zone A as 
comprising lands within a 15-mile distance of the observatory, while Zone "B" comprises lands located 
greater than 15 miles, but less than 45 miles from the observatory. The Project site is located 
approximately 20.14 miles northeast of the Mt. Palomar Observatory, and is therefore subject to the 
provisions of Ordinance No. 655, Zone B. Ordinance No. 655 requires methods of installation, definition, 
requirements for lamp source and shielding, prohibition and exceptions. The project incorporated the 
lighting requirements of the Riverside County Ordinance No. 655 into the proposed project design with 
shielding and directing the light directly into the lease area only. This will reduce the impacts to be less 
than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

3. Other Lighting Issues 
a) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

b) Expose residential property to unacceptable light 
levels? 

Source{s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Description 

Findings of Fact: 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

a-b) The proposed wireless communications facility will provide a service light to be used at the time of 
servicing the facility and on a timer. However, it will not create a new source of light or glare in the area 
and will not expose residential property to unacceptable light levels as the lighting is shielded and 
directed into the project lease area. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

4. Agriculture D 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

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

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

c) Cause development of non-agricultural uses within D 
300 feet of agriculturally zoned property (Ordinance No. 625 
"Right-to-Farm")? 

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

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-2 "Agricultural Resources," GIS database, and 
Project Application Materials. 

Findings of Fact: 

a) According to "Map My County," the project site is designated as "Farmland of Local Importance" and 
"Other Lands". However, the 700 square-foot lease area is located entirely within the portion of the 
Project site designated as "Other Lands." Areas surrounding the Project site are designated as "Urban­
Built Land," "Other Lands," and "Farmland of Local Importance." No portion of the Project site or 
immediately surrounding areas contains "Prime Farmland," "Unique Farmland," or "Farmland of 
Statewide Importance." Accordingly, the Project would not result in the conversion of Farmland to a 
non-agricultural use, and there will be no impacts. 

b) According to "Map My County," there are no lands on the Project site or in the off-site improvement 
areas that are located within an agricultural preserve. As such, the Project would have no impacts to 
any Riverside County Agricultural Preserves. 

Additionally, according to mapping information available from the California Department of 
Conservation, the Project site is not subject to a Williamson Act Contract and is not located near a 
property subject to a Williamson Act Contract. There will be no impacts. 

c) The Project site and the area immediately to the west of the Project site are zoned Light Agriculture 
- 10 acre minimum (A-1-10). However, the 700 square-foot lease area is not being utilized for any 
agriculture uses. Due to limited scale of the proposed Project and because the property is designated 
for Public Facility uses, impacts will be less than significant. 

d) The project will not involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
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Potentially Less than Less No 
Significant Significant Than Impact 

Impact with Significant 
Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

5. Forest □ □ □ 
a) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, 

forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 
(as defined by Govt. Code section 51104(9}}? 

b) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest □ □ □ i;gJ 
land to non-forest use? 

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment □ □ □ i;gJ 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in con-
version of forest land to non-forest use? 

Source{s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-3a "Forestry Resources Western Riverside 
County Parks, Forests, and Recreation Areas," Figure OS-3b "Forestry Resources Eastern Riverside 
County Parks, Forests, and Recreation Areas," Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 

a-c) No lands within the Project site are zoned for forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned 
Timberland production. Therefore, the Project would have no potential to conflict with forest land, 
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production, nor would the Project result in the loss of forest 
land or cause other changes in the existing environment which would result in the conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

AIR QUALITY Would the project: 
6. Air Quality Impacts 

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

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non­
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard? 

c) Expose sensitive receptors, which are located within 
one (1) mile of the project site, to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to 
odors adverse! affectin a substantial number of eo le? 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ i;gJ □ 

Source(s}: Riverside County General Plan, Riverside County Climate Action Plan ("CAP"), SCAQMD 
CEQA Air Quality Handbook 

Findings of Fact: 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

a) A significant impact could occur if the proposed project conflicts with or obstructs implementation of 
the South Coast Air Basin 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Conflicts and obstructions that 
hinder implementation of the AQM P can delay efforts to meet attainment deadlines for criteria pollutants 
and maintaining existing compliance with applicable air quality standards. Pursuant to the methodology 
provided in Chapter 12 of the 1993 South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook, consistency with the South Coast Air Basin 2016 AQMP is affirmed when a project (1) does 
not increase the frequency or severity of an air quality standards violation or cause a new violation and 
(2) is consistent with the growth assumptions in the AQMP. Consistency review is presented below: 

(1) The proposed project will result in short-term construction and long-term pollutant emissions 
that are less than the CEQA significance emissions thresholds established by the SCAQMD, as 
demonstrated by the CalEEMod analysis conducted for the proposed site; therefore, the project 
will not result in an increase in the frequency or severity of any air quality standards violation 
and will not cause a new air quality standard violation. 

(2) The CEQA Air Quality Handbook indicates that consistency with AQMP growth assumptions 
must be analyzed for new or amended General Plan Elements, Specific Plans, and significant 
projects. Significant projects include airports, electrical generating facilities, petroleum and gas 
refineries, designation of oil drilling districts, water ports, solid waste disposal sites, and offshore 
drilling facilities. 

According to the consistency analysis presented above and the analysis presented in section b) below, 
the proposed project will not conflict with the AQMP. There will be no impacts. 

b-c) The SCAQMD has also developed regional significance thresholds for regulated pollutants, as 
summarized in Table 1, SCAQMD Regional Thresholds. The SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Significance 
Thresholds (March 2015) indicate that any projects in the SCAB with daily emissions that exceed any 
of the indicated thresholds should be considered as having an individually and cumulatively significant 
air quality impact. 

Table 1 SCAQMD Regional Thresholds 

MAXIMUM DAILY EMISSIONS THRSHOLDS (REGIONAL THRESHOLDS) 

Pollutant Construction Operational 

Nox 100 lbs/day 100 lbs/day 

voe 75 lbs/day 75 lbs/day 

PM10 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

PM2.s 55 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

SOx 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

co 550 lbs/day 550 lbs/day 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

lnco orated 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

I Lead I 3 lbs/day I 3 lbs/day 
(AQMD) 

It should be noted that all projects within the SCAB, including the proposed Project, would be required 
to comply with applicable state and regional regulations that have been adopted to address air quality 
emissions within the basin. This includes the following requirements pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 403: 
• All clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation activities shall cease when winds exceed 25 
mph per SCAQMD guidelines in order to limit fugitive dust emissions. 

Additionally, the Project would be subject to Title 13, Chapter 10, Section 2485, Division 3 of the 
California Code of Regulations, which imposes a requirement that heavy duty trucks accessing the 
site shall not idle for greater than five minutes at any location. This measure is intended to apply to 
construction traffic. Any implementing grading plans would be required to include a note requiring a 
sign be posted on-site stating that construction workers need to shut off engines at or before five 
minutes of idling. 

The proposed Project is not expected to exceed the maximum daily thresholds during the construction 
phase nor the operational phase. Impacts will be less than significant. 

c) A sensitive receptor is a person in the population who is particularly susceptible to health effects 
due to exposure to an air contaminant than is the population at large. Sensitive receptors (and the 
facilities that house them) in proximity to localized CO sources, toxic air contaminants or odors are of 
particular concern. High levels of CO are associated with major traffic sources, such as freeways and 
major intersections, and toxic air contaminants are normally associated with manufacturing and 
commercial operations. Land uses considered to be sensitive receptors include long-term health care 
facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, retirement homes, residences, schools, 
playgrounds, childcare centers, and athletic facilities. The nearest sensitive receptor is French Valley 
School located at 36680 Cady Rd, Winchester, CA 92596 at approximately .63 miles northwest of the 
Project site. 

While the proposed Project would be located within one mile of sensitive receptors, any impacts 
would be less than significant based on the analysis above and due to the limited scale of the 
proposed Project. Impacts will be less than significant. 

d) A sensitive receptor is a person in the population who is particularly susceptible to health effects 
due to exposure to an air contaminant than is the population at large. Sensitive receptors (and the 
facilities that house them) in proximity to localized CO sources, toxic air contaminants or odors are of 
particular concern. High levels of CO are associated with major traffic sources, such as freeways and 
major intersections, and toxic air contaminants are normally associated with manufacturing and 
commercial operations. Land uses considered to be sensitive receptors include but are not limited to 
long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, retirement homes, 
residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, and athletic facilities. The proposed Project 
would not be located within one mile of an existing substantial point source emitter as none are known 
to exist in the immediate area. Land uses within one mile of the site comprise residential, commercial, 
schools, water treatment facility, and undeveloped lands, none of which are considered sources of 
point source emissions. Therefore, the project would not result in the construction of a sensitive 
receptor near a point source emitter. There will be no impacts. 
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The potential for the Project to generate objectionable odors has also been considered. Land uses 
generally associated with odor complaints include: agricultural uses (livestock and farming); 
wastewater treatment plants; food processing plants; chemical plants; composting operations; 
refineries; landfills; dairies; and fiberglass molding facilities. 

The Project does not contain land uses typically associated with emitting objectionable odors. 
Potential odor sources associated with the proposed Project may result from construction equipment 
exhaust and the application of asphalt and architectural coatings during construction activities and the 
temporary storage of typical solid waste (refuse) associated with the proposed Project's (long-term 
operational) uses. Standard construction requirements would minimize odor impacts from 
construction. The construction odor emissions would be temporary, short-term, and intermittent in 
nature and would cease upon completion of the respective phase of construction and is thus 
considered less than significant. It is expected that Project-generated refuse would be stored in 
covered containers and removed at regular intervals in compliance with the County's solid waste 
regulations. The proposed Project would also be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to 
prevent occurrences of public nuisances. Impacts will be less than significant as it relates to odors 
associated with the proposed Project construction and operations. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project: 
7. Wildlife & Vegetation 

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any endangered, or 
threatened species, as listed in Title 14 of the California 
Code of Regulations (Sections 670.2 or 670.5) or in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations (Sections 17.11 or 17.12)? 

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

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

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

f) Have a substantial adverse effect on State or 
federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, 
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marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ 

Source(s): GIS database, WRCMSHCP and/or CVMSHCP, On-site Inspection 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project site and the proposed lease area do not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 
conservation plan. The proposed Project is not subject to Criteria Area requirements and would not 
conflict with the provisions of the MS HCP [as stated in section b and c, shown below]. There will be no 
impacts. 

b-c) The proposal will disturb approximately a 700 square foot lease area for the construction of the 
telecommunication tower and associated equipment. A biological assessment conducted by Michael 
Brandman Associates in December 2014 concluded that the Project site does not contain any suitable 
habitat in the proposed lease area for Munz's onion, San Diego ambrosia, many-stemmed dudleya, 
California Orcutt grass, spreading navarretia and Wright's trichocoronis. Based upon the absence of 
suitable habitat, no recommendations were made for the focused rare plant surveys. The Project site 
and the proposed lease area is located within a fallow field that appears to be routinely disced. The site 
contains no suitable nesting habitat for burrowing owl. The site lacks small mammal burrows and does 
not provide sufficient habitat for nesting. Therefore, focused surveys for burrowing owl are not 
recommended. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Based on previous construction, the site is not anticipated to have habitat modifications, on any 
endangered, or threatened species, as listed in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (Sections 
670.2 or 670.5) or in Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations (Sections 17.11 or 17.12). Impacts will be 
less than significant. 

d) The project will not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish 
or wildlife species or with established native resident migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites. There will be no impacts. 

e-f) The project site does not contain riverine/riparian areas or vernal pools. There will be no impacts. 

g) The proposed project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 
8. Historic Resources 

a) Alter or destroy a historic site? 
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource, pursuant to California 
Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
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Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ ~ 
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Source(s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials, PDA04904; 2014, Bonner; Cultural 
Resources Assessment Verizon Wireless Facility Candidate "Soledad Wine", Winchester, Riverside 
County, California 

Findings of Fact: 

a) Based upon analysis of records and a survey of the property by a County approved Archaeologist, 
it has been determined that there will be no impacts to historical resources as defined in California Code 
of Regulations, Section 15064.5 because they do not exist on the project site. There will be no impacts 
to historic resources. 

b) Based upon analysis of records and a survey of the property by a County approved Archaeologist, it 
has been determined that there will be no impacts to significant historical resources as defined in 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5 because they do not exist on the project site. As such, 
no change in the significance of historical resources would occur with the implementation of the 
proposed project because there are no significant historical resources. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

9. Archaeological Resources 
a} Alter or destroy an archaeological site? 
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource, pursuant to 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

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

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials. PDA04904; 2014, Bonner; Cultural 
Resources Assessment Verizon Wireless Facility Candidate "Soledad Wine", Winchester, Riverside 
County, California. 

Findings of Fact: 

a) Based upon analysis of records and a survey of the property it has been determined that there will 
be no impacts to archaeological resources as defined in California Code of Regulations, Section 
15064.5 because there were no archaeological resources identified during the survey of the project 
site. Impacts will be less than significant. 
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b) Based upon analysis of records and a survey of the property it has been determined that there will 
be no impacts to significant archaeological resources as defined in California Code of Regulations, 
Section 15064.5 because they do not occur on the project site. Therefore, no change in the significance 
of archaeological resources would occur with the implementation of the proposed project because there 
are no significant archaeological resources. Impacts will be less than significant. 

c) Based on an analysis of records and archaeological survey of the property, it has been determined 
that the project site does not include a formal cemetery or any archaeological resources that might 
contain interred human remains. Nonetheless, the project will be required to adhere to State Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5 if in the event that human remains are encountered and by ensuring that 
no further disturbance occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin of 
the remains. Furthermore, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 (b), remains shall be 
left in place and free from disturbance until a final decision as to the treatment and their disposition has 
been made. This is State Law, is also considered a standard Condition of Approval and as pursuant to 
CEQA, is not considered mitigation. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

ENERGY Would the project: 
10. Energy Impacts 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental 
impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

b) Conflict with or obstruct a State or Local plan for 
renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

Source(s}: Source: Project implementation materials 

Findings of Fact: 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

a-b) The proposed Project is an unmanned wireless communication facility. This use would increase 
consumption of energy for operation of facility equipment. 

Planning efforts by energy resource providers take into account planned land uses to ensure the long­
term availability of energy resources necessary to service anticipated growth. The proposed Project 
would develop the site in a manner consistent with the County's General Plan land use designations for 
the property; thus, energy demands associated with the proposed Project are addressed through long­
range planning by energy purveyors and can be accommodated as they occur. Therefore, Project 
implementation is not anticipated to result in the need for the construction or expansion of existing 
energy generation facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. 

Implementation of the proposed Project is not expected to result in or conflict with applicable energy 
conservation plans. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

Potentially 
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project directly or indirectly: 
11. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or County D 

Fault Hazard Zones 
a) Be subject to rupture of a known earthquake fault, 

as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
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D 

Less No 
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Significant 
Impact 

D 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-2 "Earthquake Fault Study Zones," GIS database, 
Geologist Comments, Geology Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project site is not located within a currently designated State of California Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zone and no active faults have been identified on or adjacent to the site. In addition, 
the site does not lie within a fault zone established by the County of Riverside. According to County 
Geologic Report No. 2410, the nearest fault is located approximately 7.8 miles away from the project 
site. Therefore, the potential for active fault rupture at the site is considered very low and no direct 
seismically induced rupture impacts would occur. Additionally, the project is subject to the California 
Building Code (CBC) requirements pertaining to commercial development and thereby mitigating any 
potential impact to less than significant. CBC requirements are applicable to all commercial 
development, so they are not considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes. Impacts will 
be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

12. Liquefaction Potential Zone 
a) Be subject to seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? 

D D 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-3 "Generalized Liquefaction," Geology Report 

Findings of Fact: 

□ 

a) Seismically induced liquefaction occurs when dynamic loading of a saturated sand or silt causes 
pore-water pressures to increase to levels where grain-to-gran contact is lost, and material temporarily 
behaves as a viscous fluid. Liquefaction can cause settlement of the ground surface, settlement and 
tilting of engineered structures, flotation of buoyant structures, and fissuring of the ground surface. 
Typically, liquefaction occurs in areas where groundwater lies within the upper 50 +/- feet of the ground 
surface. According to "Map My County," the Project site is identified as having a "low'' liquefaction 
susceptibility. Additionally, County Geologic Report No. 2410 found that is very low due to presence of 
fine grained clay and clayed silt layers. Adherence to CBC requirements are applicable to all commercial 
developments but are not considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes. Impacts will be 
less than significant. 
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

13. Ground-shaking Zone 
a) Be subject to strong seismic ground shaking? 

Potentially 
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~ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-4 "Earthquake-Induced Slope Instability Map," 
and Figures S-13 through S-21 (showing General Ground Shaking Risk) 

Findings of Fact: 

According to "Map My County," the Project site is not located in a fault zone or near an identified fault­
line. As is common throughout Southern California, the potential exists for strong seismic ground 
shaking. However, with mandatory compliance with Section 1613 of the current CBC, structures within 
the site will be designed and constructed to resist the effects of seismic ground motions. Accordingly, 
ground shaking impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required. Impacts will be 
less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

14. Landslide Risk 
a) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, 
lateral spreading, collapse, or rockfall hazards? 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): On-site Inspection, Riverside County General Plan Figure S-5 "Regions Underlain by Steep 
Slope," Geology Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) Based on the relatively flat topography across the site and the surrounding area, the potential for 
landslides is considered low. The Project site has minimal possibilities of resulting in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, collapse, or rock fall hazards. As noted in the comments from geological or 
geotechnical report (GEO02410) provided by the applicant, there is no potential for landslides, and 
seismic slope instability is not expected to occur at the project site. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

15. Ground Subsidence 
a) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in ground subsidence? 
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Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-7 "Documented Subsidence Areas Map," Geology 
Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The effects of area subsidence generally occurs at the transition of boundaries between low-lying 
areas and adjacent hillside terrain, where materials of substantially different engineering properties (i.e. 
alluvium vs. bedrock) are present. According to "Map My County," the Project site is mapped as 
susceptible to subsidence. However, County Geologic Report No. 2410 concluded that subsidence 
should not be considered a hazard. Additionally, California Building Code (CBC) requirements 
pertaining to development would reduce any potential impact. Through the CBC, the State provides a 
minimum standard for building design and construction. The CBC contains specific requirements for 
seismic safety, excavation, foundations, retaining walls, and site demolition. It also regulates grading 
activities, including drainage and erosion control. Adherence to CBC requirements are applicable to all 
commercial developments but are not considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes. 
Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

16. Other Geologic Hazards 
a) Be subject to geologic hazards, such as seiche, □ □ □ 

mudflow, or volcanic hazard? 

Source(s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials, Geology Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project site is more than 29 miles from the Pacific Ocean and is not located in close proximity to 
any natural enclosed bodies of water. Additionally, there are no volcanoes in the Project vicinity. As 
such, the project site would not be subject to inundation by tsunamis or seiches and would not be 
affected by volcanoes. The Project site is located approximately . 71 miles west of Skinner Reservoir 
and within a high dam hazard zone, as illustrated by the Riverside County General Plan, Southwest 
Area Plan, Figure 10, Southeast Area Plan Flood Hazards. Additionally, Figure 10, Southwest Area 
Plan Flood Hazards illustrates that the Project site is not located within a 100-Year Flood Zone. Due to 
the relatively flat topography of the Project site and surrounding areas, there is not a potential for the 
Project site to be impacted by mudflow hazards. The Project site would not be affected by any other 
geologic hazards beyond what is discussed herein under the appropriate topic heading. Impacts will be 
less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

17. Slopes 
a) Change topography or ground surface relief □ □ □ 

features? 
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b) Create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher 
□ □ ~ □ than 1 O feet? 

c) Result in grading that affects or negates 
□ □ □ [g] 

subsurface sewage diSQOSal s:tstems? 

Source(s): Riv. Co. 800-Scale Slope Maps, Project Application Materials, Slope Stability Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a-b) Under existing conditions, the Project site is relatively flat. Implementation of the proposed Project 
would require limited grading of the site to accommodate the unmanned wireless communication facility. 
Due to the limited scale of the proposed Project, the site's existing topographic conditions would be 
maintained. Impacts will be less than significant. 

c) Under existing conditions, the Project site is vacant; there are no subsurface sewage disposal 
systems. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

18. Soils 
a) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

to soil? 
b) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Section 

1803.5.3 of the California Building Code (2019), creating 
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or QroQerty? 

c) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting use 
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service Soil Surveys, Project Application Materials, On-site 
Inspection, Soils Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) Construction activities associated with the Project would temporarily expose underlying soils to water 
and air, which would increase erosion susceptibility while the soils are exposed. Exposed soils would 
be subject to erosion during rainfall events or high winds due to the removal of stabilizing vegetation 
and exposure of these erodible materials to wind and water. However, due to the project's limited scale, 
and with incorporation of Best Management Practices (BM P's) would reduce the impact to below a level 
of significance. Impacts will be less than significant. 

b) The Project may be located on expansive soil; however, compliance with California Building Code 
(CBC) requirements pertaining to commercial development reduce the potential impact to less than 
significant. CBC requirements are applicable to all development, so they are n9t considered mitigation 
for CEQA implementation purposes. 
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c) No septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems are proposed to be constructed or 
expanded as part of the Project. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

19. Wind Erosion and Blowsand from project either on 
or off site. 

a) Be impacted by or result in an increase in wind 
erosion and blowsand, either on or off site? 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-8 "Wind Erosion Susceptibility Map," Ord. No. 
460, Article XV & Ord. No. 484 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project site is considered to have a "moderate" susceptibility to wind erosion (Riverside County, 
2003, Figure S-8). Proposed grading activities would expose underlying soils at the Project site which 
would increase wind erosion susceptibility during grading and construction activities. Exposed soils 
would be subject to erosion due to the exposure of these erodible materials to wind. Erosion by wind 
would be highest during period of high wind speeds. Wind Erosion requires buildings and structures to 
be designed to resist wind loads which are covered by the CBC. Following construction, wind erosion 
would be non-existent, as the disturbed areas would be covered with impervious surfaces. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed Project would not significantly increase the risk of long-term wind 
erosion on- or off-site and impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Would the project: 
20. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

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

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

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, Riverside County Climate Action Plan ("CAP"), Project 
Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project proposes the installation of an unmanned wireless communication facility disguised as 
a 70 foot tall mono-pine within a 700 square-foot lease area. The installation of the mono-pine will 
involve small-scale construction activities that will not involve an extensive amount of heavy duty 
equipment or labor. Therefore, greenhouse gas emissions generated during construction phase are 
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minimal. In addition, the powering of the cell tower will not require an extensive amount of electricity. 
Therefore, the Project is not anticipated to generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, and impacts will be less than significant. 

b) The Project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 
21. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
□ □ □ environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

c) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
□ □ □ with an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency 

evacuation plan? 
d) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 

□ □ □ acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter (1/4) mile of an existing or proposed school? 

e) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
□ □ □ hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

Source(s): Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The project is not associated with the need for routine transport, use or disposal of substantial 
quantities of hazardous materials. This project is not forecast to cause any significant environmental 
impacts related to activities related to routine delivery, management or disposal of hazardous materials. 
There will be no impacts. 

b) During the construction of any new proposed development, there is a limited potential for accidental 
release of construction-related products although not in sufficient quantity to pose a significant hazard 
to people and the environment. Impacts will be less than significant. 

c-d) Any new development on the project will not impair implementation of or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan. The project site is not located 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. When combined with the lack of uses that 
would generate hazardous emissions, no adverse impact from hazardous emissions is forecast to 
occur. There will be no impacts. 
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e) The site is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, its development would not create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

22. Airports 
a) Result in an inconsistency with an Airport Master 

Plan? 
b) Require review by the Airport Land Use 

Commission? 
c) For a project located within an airport land use plan 

or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two (2) 
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

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

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-20 "Airport Locations," GIS database 

Findings of Fact: 

IZI 

IZI 

a-c) The nearest airport to the Project site is the French Valley Airport, which is located approximately 
2.4 miles southwest of the Project site. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in an 
inconsistency with an Airport Master Plan or require review by the Airport Land Use Commission. 
Additionally, the proposed Project would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in 
the Project area. There will be no impacts. 

d) The project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip, or heliport and would not result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 
23. Water Quality Impacts 

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

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that 
the project may impede sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin? 
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course 
of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces? 

d) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or 
off-site? 

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

f) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources 
of polluted runoff? 

g) Impede or redirect flood flows? 

h) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk the 
release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

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

Ian? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-9 "Special Flood Hazard Areas," Figure S-10 
"Dam Failure Inundation Zone," Riverside County Flood Control District Flood Hazard Report/ 
Condition, GIS database 

Findings of Fact: 

a) Due to the limited scope of the proposed Project, it is not anticipated that implementation of the 
proposed Project will violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Since this 
is a wireless communication facility with no water supply, impacts will be less than significant. 

b) Due to the relatively small nature of the proposed project, it is not anticipated that the project would 
substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such 
that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. Impacts to 
groundwater recharge as a result of project implementation would be less than significant. 

c) The proposed project is not anticipated to substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces. Project development would include the grading of a small pad area in a relatively 
small portion of the site and would not create a substantial amount impervious surfaces. Due to the 
natural terrain, the majority of the site would remain untouched and in its natural condition. Because of 
the implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) and compliance with relevant regulating 
agencies, impacts would be considered less than significant. 

d) The proposed project is not anticipated to result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or off-site. 
Project development would include the grading of a small portion of the site and would not create 
areas that would erode or cause siltation because of compliance with relevant regulations preventing 
such conditions. Due to the existing terrain, the majority of the site would remain untouched and in its 
existing condition. The utilization of Best Management Practices (BMPs) and compliance with the 
relevant regulating agencies would reduce impacts to less than significant levels. 
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e) Because most of the site would be left untouched and the small scale of the graded area that 
would support the development, project development is not anticipated to substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-site or off-site. The 
project would be required to comply with regulations that would prevent such conditions to occur. The 
utilization of Best Management Practices (BMPs) and compliance with the relevant regulating 
agencies would reduce impacts to less than significant levels. 

f) Because most of the site would be left untouched and the small scale of the graded area that would 
support the development, project development is not anticipated to substantially create or contribute 
runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. Impacts are considered less than significant. 

g) The project site is located within a flood zone. However, due to the limited scope of the proposed 
Project, the small structures would not cause a significant impact to a flood hazard area which would 
impede or redirect flood flows. Impacts would be less than significant. 

h) The project site is located within a flood zone and approximately 0.72 mile west of Lake Skinner. 
The risk for tsunami would be very remote as the project is located approximately 30 miles from the 
Pacific Ocean and has mountainous terrain in between the ocean and the site. Due to the limited 
scope of the proposed Project, the small structures and minimal electrical equipment that would be 
part of the monopine facility would not cause a significant impact to a release of pollutants due to 
inundation. Impacts would be less than significant. 

i) As presented above, the relatively small scope of the project would not have the potential to conflict 
with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

LAND USE/PLANNING Would the project: 
24. Land Use 

a) 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 environmental 
effect? 

b) Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an 
established community (including a low-income or minority 
community)? 

□ □ 

□ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, GIS database, Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 

□ 

□ 

a) a) Under existing conditions, the Project site is vacant. With implementation of the proposed Project, 
only the 700 square-foot lease area would be disturbed. According to the General Plan, the proposed 
wireless communication facility would be in compliance with the current land use designation of 
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Community Development: Public Facilities (CD: PF). Although the proposed Project will not result in a 
substantial alteration of the present or planned land use of the area, all potential environmental impacts 
associated with the Project are evaluated throughout this environmental assessment. Therefore, the 
project would not cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adppted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigation an environmental effect. Impacts 
will be less than significant. 

b) There are residential communities to the north and west of the Project site. However, there are no 
components of the proposed Project that would obstruct access to the communities. The residential 
communities would continue to utilize the existing circulation system. Accordingly, the proposed Project 
would not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community. There will be no 
impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 
25. Mineral Resources 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region or the residents 
of the State? 

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

c) Potentially expose people or property to hazards 
from proposed, existing, or abandoned quarries or mines? 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-6 "Mineral Resources Area" 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a-b) Based on available information, the Project site has never been the location of mineral resource 
extraction activity. No mines are located on the property. According to General Plan Figure OS-5, 
Mineral Resources Area, the Project site is designated within the Mineral Resources Zone 3 (MZ-3) 
pursuant to the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA). According to the California 
Department of Conservation California Surface Mining and Reclamation Policies and Procedures, lands 
designated as MRZ-3 are defined as areas of undetermined mineral resource significance. 
Furthermore, the Project site is not identified as an important mineral resource recovery site by the 
General Plan. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the region or the residents of the State, nor would the Project 
result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan. There will be no impacts. 

c) The Project site is not located near lands classified as Mineral Resources Zone 2 (MRZ-2), which 
are areas known to have mineral resource deposits. Additionally, lands abutting the Project site do not 
include any State classified or designated areas, and there are no known active or abandoned mining 
or quarry operations on lands abutting the Project site. Accordingly, implementation of the proposed 
Project would not result in an incompatible use located adjacent to a State classified or designated 
area or existing mine. In addition, implementation of the proposed Project would not expose people or 
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property to hazards from proposed, existing, or abandoned quarries or mines. There will be no 
impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

NOISE Would the project result in: 
26. Airport Noise 

a) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two (2) 
miles of a public airport or public use airport would the project 
expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

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

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-20 "Airport Locations," County of Riverside Airport 
Facilities Map 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The nearest airport to the Project site is the French Valley Airport, which is located approximately 2.4 
miles southwest of the Project site and the Project is not located within an Airport Influence Area. 
Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in an inconsistency with an Airport Master Plan or 
require review by the Airport Land Use Commission. Additionally, the proposed Project would not result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area. There will be no impacts. 

d) The project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip, or heliport and would not result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

27. Noise Effects by the Project 
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or 

permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of 
the project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan, noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

b) Generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels? 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, Table N-1 ("Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise 
Exposure"), Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 
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a) Although the project will increase the ambient noise level in the immediate vicinity during construction, 
and the general ambient noise level may increase slightly after project completion due to 
occasional/periodic facility maintenance, the impacts are not considered significant. Therefore, the 
proposed Project itself would not result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the Project vicinity above levels existing without the Project. Impacts would be less than significant. 

b) The Project's only potential to result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in noise levels 
would be during short-term construction activities, as long-term operation of the unmanned wireless 
communication facility would not result in the generation of any significant temporary or periodic noise 
increases. The occasional facility maintenance would not result in a significant noise increase. Impacts 
would be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 
28. Paleontological Resources 

a) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto- □ □ □ 
logical resource, site, or unique geologic feature? 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-8 "Paleontological Sensitivity," Paleontological 
Resource Impact Mitigation Program ("PRIMP") Report 

Findings of Fact: 

a) According to "Map My County," the project site has been mapped as having a low potential for 
paleontological resources. Additionally, a paleontological report (PDP No. 1474) was prepared by 
Kenneth J. Lord in 2014. PDP No. 1474 concluded that the project has low potential of encountering 
Paleontological resources at or near the surface (within the upper 1 O feet) but that there is a high 
potential for sensitive paleontological resources within the subsurface at depth. PDP No. 1474 
recommended no monitoring program to mitigate for potential impacts to Paleontological resources. 
Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project: 
29. Housing 

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

b) Create a demand for additional housing, 
particularly housing affordable to households earning 80% or 
less of the County's median income? 

c) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
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Source(s): Project Application Materials, GIS database, Riverside County General Plan Housing 
Element 

Findings of Fact: 

a & c) Under existing conditions, there are no existing homes on-site, nor is the site occupied by any 
people. Thus, implementation of the proposed Project would not displace housing or people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. There will be no impacts. 

b) The Project simply proposes an unmanned wireless telecommunication and would not result in an 
affordable housing demand. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

PUBLIC SERVICES Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered government facilities or the need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order 
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
following public services: 
30. Fire Services O O t8J 0 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element 

Findings of Fact: 

The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protection services to the Project area. The 
proposed Project would primarily be served French Valley Station (Station No. 83), located 
approximately 2.7 miles southwest of the Project site at 37500 Sky Canyon Dr. # 401 
Murrieta CA, 92563. Thus, the Project site is adequately served by fire protection services under 
existing conditions. Because the proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication 
facility, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in the need for new or physically altered 
fire protection facilities and would not exceed applicable service ratios or response times for fire 
protection services. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

31. Sheriff Services □ □ □ 
Source(s): Riverside County General Plan 

Findings of Fact: 
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The Riverside County Sheriffs Department provides community policing to the Project area via the 
Southwest Sherriffs Station located approximately 2.2 miles southwest of the Project site at 30755 Auld 
Road, Murrieta, CA 92563. The proposed Project's demand on sheriff protection services would be little 
to nonexistent because the proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in in the need for new or physically 
altered sheriff stations. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

32. Schools □ □ □ 
Source: Temecula Valley Unified School District correspondence, GIS database 

Findings of Fact: 

The Project simply proposes an unmanned telecommunication facility. Therefore, there would be no 
impact. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

33. Libraries □ □ □ 181 
Source(s): Riverside County General Plan 

Findings of Fact: 

Implementation of the Project would result in the development of an unmanned wireless communication 
facility. No housing, which could increase the demand for library services, is being proposed. There will 
be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

34. Health Services □ □ □ 
Source(s): Riverside County General Plan 

Findings of Fact: 

The Project simply proposes an unmanned wireless communication facility. No housing, which could 
increase the demand for health services, is being proposed. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

RECREATION Would the project: 
35. Parks and Recreation 

a) Include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which 
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

b) Increase the use of existing neighborhood or 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

c) Be located within a Community Service Area (CSA) 
or recreation and park district with a Community Parks and 
Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 
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□ 

□ 

□ 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
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□ 

□ 

□ 

Source(s): GIS database. Ord. No. 460, Section 10.35 (Regulating the Division of Land - Park and 
Recreation Fees and Dedications), Ord. No. 659 (Establishing Development Impact Fees), Parks & 
Open Space Department Review 

Findings of Fact: 

a) The Project simply proposes an unmanned wireless communication facility and does not involve the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. There will be no impacts. 

b) The Project simply proposes an unmanned wireless communication facility and does not involve the 
use of existing neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational facilities. Implementation of the 
Project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional park use that would cause 
physical deterioration of recreational facilities. There would be no impacts. 

c) According to "Map My County," the Project site is not located within a County Service Area (CSA). 
There would be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

36. Recreational Trails 
a) Include the construction or expansion of a trail 

s stem? 

□ □ □ 

Source(s): Riv. Co. 800-Scale Equestrian Trail Maps, Open Space and Conservation Map for Western 
County trail alignments 

Findings of Fact: 

a) According to the Southwest Area Plan Figure 8, Trails and Bikeway System, there are regional trails 
planned along Washington Street. However, due to the limited scope of the proposed Project, it is not 
likely that the planned trail would be negatively impacted as the proposed development does not impact 
the right-of-way. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

TRANSPORTATION Would the project: 
37. Transportation 

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

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

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

d) Cause an effect upon, or a need for new or altered 
maintenance of roads? 

e) Cause an effect upon circulation during the pro-
ject's construction? 

f) Result in inadequate emergency access or access 
to nearby uses? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 
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□ 

□ □ 

□ 

~ □ 

□ 

□ 

a) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility. Any traffic resulting 
from the proposed Project would be due to occasional maintenance. Therefore, there would be no 
substantial traffic increase in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system and 
there would be no conflict with the Riverside County Transportation Commission's (RCTC) 2011 
Riverside County Congestion Management Program. Impacts will be less than significant. 

b) Pursuant to Senate Bill 743, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, the most appropriate measure of 
transportation impacts is vehicle miles traveled (VMT), which refers to the amount and distance of 
automobile travel attributable to a project. The proposed Project would require a minimal amount of 
temporary construction vehicle trips. The construction vehicle trips are anticipated to come from the 
local region. Regional construction vehicle trips for temporary project construction are not anticipated 
to generate a substantial increase in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT} on local or regional roadways or 
vehicle emissions. When construction is completed, all construction worker commute trips would halt, 
and the operational facility would require a minimal amount of periodic vehicle trips (less than 5 trips 
per day) for occasional maintenance, which is anticipated to have no substantial impacts to local or 
regional roadways or cause a substantial increase in vehicle emissions. The Project is anticipated to 
fall below any thresholds for screening for VMTs and would have a minimal effect on VMT during 
construction and operation. Projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may 
be assumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact. Impacts are considered less than 
significant. 

c) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility that would not 
substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature. The project would be accessed off 
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of Washington Street and would have a gated driveway on-site to allow periodic maintenance of the 
facility. Impacts would be less than significant. 

d-e) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility and does not propose 
any change in street design. No effect upon, or a need for new or altered maintenance of roads are 
anticipated for construction or Project operations. All construction staging would be on-site and periodic 
maintenance of the operational facility would not require any roadway improvements that would cause 
an effect upon circulation during the Project's construction. Impacts would be less than significant. 

f) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility on a 700 square-foot 
lease area. All construction would be located on-site. No roadway improvements are proposed that 
would result in inadequate emergency access to nearby uses. There would be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

38. Bike Trails 
a) Include the construction or expansion of a bike 

system or bike lanes? 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan 

□ □ □ 

Findings of Fact: The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility and 
does not create a need for- or impact a bike trail in the vicinity of the project. No bike trails are required 
or proposed along Washington Street or near the proposed site. No impact would occur. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a 
site, feature, place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope 
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe, and 
that is: 
39. Tribal Cultural Resources 

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

b) 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? (In 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 California Native American 
tribe. 
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Source(s): County Archaeologist, AB52 Tribal Consultation 
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a-b) In compliance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB52), notices regarding this project were mailed to all 
requesting tribes on July 13, 2015. Consultation was requested by the Pechanga Band of Luiseno 
Indians. The tribe was provided with the cultural report on September 2, 2015 and this project was 
discussed in a meeting held October 14, 2015. Atthis meeting the tribe requested the Tower 
Construction Notification System {TCNS) number for the project and did not identify any tribal cultural 
resources that may be impacted by this project. Consultation was concluded on May, 06, 2016. The 
Native American tribes did not identify any tribal cultural resources, so there would be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 
40. Water 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction 
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm 
water drainage systems, whereby the construction or 
relocation would cause significant environmental effects? 

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

Source{s): Project Application Materials, Water Company 

Findings of Fact: 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

a-b) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility. No water service is 
required for construction or operation. Therefore, the proposed Project would not require or result in the 
construction of new water treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. There would be no 
impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

41. Sewer 
a) Require or result in the construction of new 

wastewater treatment facilities, including septic systems, or 
expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or 
relocation would cause significant environmental effects? 

b) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider that serves or may service the project that 
it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected 
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments? 
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Source(sl: Department of Environmental Health Review 
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a-b) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless communication facility and would not 
require any connection to sewer lines or the creation of a septic system. No sewer service is required 
for Project construction or operation. Therefore, the Project will not require or result in the construction 
of new wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. There would be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

42. Solid Waste 
a) Generate solid waste in excess of State or Local 

standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, 
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 

oals? 
b) Comply with federal, state, and local management 

and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid 
wastes including the CIWMP (County Integrated Waste 
Management Plan)? 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

Source(s}: Riverside County General Plan, Riverside County Waste Management District 
correspondence 

Findings of Fact: 

a-b) The proposed Project is simply an unmanned wireless telecommunication facility and would not 
require solid waste services. Construction of such a small facility would generate minimal construction 
waste that would be hauled off the site in accordance with County regulations as construction 
activities are completed. No waste would be generated during operation and maintenance workers 
would be required to haul and appropriately dispose of any minimal amount of waste generated. 
Therefore, the proposed Project would not require or result in the construction of new landfill facilities, 
including the expansion of existing facilities. There would be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

43. Utilities 
Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new facilities 
or the expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant 
environmental effects? 
a) Electricity? D D [8] D 
b) Natural gas? D D ~ D 
c} Communications systems? D D [8] D 
d) Street lighting? D D [8] D 
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Potentially Less than Less No 
Significant Significant Than Impact 

Impact with Significant 
Mitigation Impact 

lnco!Eorated 

e} Maintenance of QUblic facilities, including roads? □ □ IX] □ 
fl Other governmental services? □ □ IX] □ 

Source(s): Project Application Materials, Utility Companies 

a-f} Implementation of the proposed Project would require the construction of electrical and 
communication facilities. Electrical service would be provided by Southern California Edison and 
communication systems would be provided by Verizon. No natural gas would be required to serve the 
site, no street lighting is required for project implementation, no public facility or roadway maintenance 
would be required for project construction or operation. No other governmental services are required 
for project construction or operation. Any physical impacts resulting from the construction of necessary 
utility connections to the Project site have been evaluated throughout this environmental assessment. 
Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

WILDFIRE If located in or near a State Responsibility Area ("SRA"), lands classified as very high fire 
hazard severity zone, or other hazardous fire areas that may be designated by the Fire Chief, would 
the Qroject: 
44. Wildfire Impacts 

a} Substantially impair an adopted emergency response 
Ian or emer enc evacuation Ian? 

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 SQread of a wildfire? 

c) 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? 

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? 

e} Expose people or structures either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving wildland fires? 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-11 "Wildfire Susceptibility," GIS database 

Findings of Fact: 

IX] 

a-e} According to County of Riverside General Plan, Southwest Area Plan, Figure 11, Southwest Area 
Plan Wildfire Susceptibility, the Project site is not located within a wildland fire zone. Any structure 
constructed within this project shall comply with the special construction provisions contained in 
Riverside County Ordinance 787, CFC, and CBC. There would be no impacts. 
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Does the Project: 
45. Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality D 
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self- sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, 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 
California history or prehistory? 

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials 

Findings of Fact: 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

□ 

As indicated in the discussion and analysis of Biological Resources (Section 7), Cultural Resources 
(Section 8), Archaeological Resources (Section 9), and Paleontological Resources (Section 34), 
implementation of the proposed project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populations to drop 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory. Impacts would be less than significant. 

46. Have impacts which are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, other current projects and probable future 
projects)? 

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials 

□ □ □ 

Findings of Fact: As documented throughout this Initial Study, the project does not have impacts which 
are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. No impacts would occur. 

47. Have environmental effects that will cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly 
or indirectly? 

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials 

□ □ □ 

The Project's potential to result in substantial adverse environmental effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly, have been evaluated throughout this environmental assessment. There are no 
components of this project likely to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings that have not 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less No 
Than Impact 

Significant 
Impact 

already been evaluated and disclosed throughout this environmental assessment or reference source 
documents. Impacts would be considered less than significant. 

VI. EARLIER ANALYSES 

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 as per California Code of 
Regulations, Section 15063 (c) (3) (D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

Earlier Analyses Used, if any: N/A 

Location Where Earlier Analyses, if used, are available for review: 

Location: County of Riverside Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92505 
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