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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
The Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the proposed Canterwood Project has been 
prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and the 
County of Riverside policies for implementing CEQA. 
 
The following is an excerpt from the CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 that states: “The Final EIR 
shall consist of: 
 

(a) Environmental Impact Reports shall contain the information outlined in this article, but the 
format of the document may be varied. Each element must be covered, and when these 
elements are not separated into distinct sections, the document shall state where in the 
document each element is discussed. 

(b) The EIR may be prepared as a separate document, as part of a general plan, or as part of 
a project report. If prepared as a part of the project report, it must still contain one separate 
and distinguishable section providing either analysis of all the subjects required in an EIR 
or, as a minimum, a table showing where each of the subjects is discussed. When the Lead 
Agency is a state agency, the EIR shall be included as part of the regular project report if 
such a report is used in the agency’s existing review and budgetary process. 

(c) Draft EIRs shall contain the information required by Sections 15122 through 15131. Final 
EIRs shall contain the same information and the subjects described in Section 15132. 

(d) No document prepared pursuant to this article that is available for public examination shall 
include a “trade secret” as defined in Section 6254.7 of the Government Code, information 
about the location of archaeological sites and sacred lands, or any other information that is 
subject to the disclosure restrictions of Section 6254 of the Government Code. 

 
The Final EIR includes all of these required components. 
 
In accordance with § 15088 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the County of Riverside, as the lead 
agency for the proposed Project, evaluated comments received on the Draft EIR (DEIR), State 
Clearinghouse No. 2018101010, and has prepared responses to the comments received.  The 
preceding Table of Contents provides of a list of all persons, organizations, and public agencies 
commenting on the DEIR.  Section 2.0 includes the Responses to Comments received by the 
County of Riverside on the DEIR.  It should be noted that responses to comments also resulted in 
various editorial clarifications and corrections to the original DEIR text.  Added or modified text is 
shown in Section 3.0, Errata, by underlining (example) while deleted text is shown by striking 
(example).  The additional information, corrections, and clarifications are not considered to 
substantively affect the conclusions within the EIR.  This Response to Comments document is part 
of the Final EIR, which includes the EIR pursuant to § 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
After review and discussion by County staff and the Planning Commission, responses to comments 
will be sent to commenting agencies and individuals.  This satisfies the requirement of Section 
21092.5 of CEQA to send responses to the public agency comments received on the DEIR at least 
10 days prior to Project approval.  This document includes responses to all written and verbal 
comments received on the DEIR. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On October 8, 2018, the County of Riverside publicly noticed its decision to prepare an 
environmental impact report (EIR) for the Project by noticing the State Clearinghouse, related 
agencies, other government agencies and surrounding property owners within a 600-foot radius 
from the Project site boundaries. 
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On November 5, 2018, the County of Riverside held a duly noticed public scoping meeting 
regarding the preparation of the EIR to discuss and hear from the public on the potential 
environmental impacts, which meeting was publicly noticed by an agenda posting and a notice to 
surrounding property owners within a 600-foot radius from the Project site boundaries, at least ten 
(10) days prior to the public meeting. 
 
Between February 10, 2020 and March 25, 2020, the State-mandated forty- five (45)-day public 
review period for the Draft Project EIR (DEIR) took effect, which was publicly noticed by a 
publication in a newspaper of general circulation, notice to owners within 600 feet of the Project site 
boundaries, related agencies and government agencies, and other interested parties, copies of the 
DEIR were sent to the State Clearinghouse, a copy placed at the County of Riverside Planning 
Department counter and a copy placed at the Paloma Valley Library and the Riverside Public 
Library. 
 
Comments and testimony are responded to through Response to Comments as part of the Final 
EIR and the Response to Comments shall be distributed to all public agencies and other interested 
parties that submitted comments on the DEIR at least 10 days prior to certification of the Final 
Project EIR (Final EIR) in accordance with CEQA. 
 
No evidence of new significant impacts, as defined by CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, have 
been received by the County after circulation of the DEIR which would require re-circulation. 
 
The DEIR for the Canterwood Project, dated February 2020 and Final EIR for the Canterwood 
Project, dated June 2020 provide an assessment of the environmental impacts associated with the 
Canterwood Project and have been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., and State regulations in Title 14 of the 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15000 et seq.. 
 
As set forth in more detail in the Responses to Comments and Errata, none of the clarifications or 
amplifications set forth herein change the significance conclusions presented in the DEIR or 
substantially alters the analysis presented for public review.  Furthermore, the DEIR circulated for 
public review was fully adequate under CEQA such that meaningful public review was not 
precluded.  Thus, the clarifications provided in the Responses to Comments and Errata do not 
constitute significant new information that might trigger recirculation. 
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2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
 

Comment Letter No. 1 
 

Cheryl Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Cultural Resources Manager 
Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians (2-2-2020) 
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Responses to Comment Letter No. 1 
 

1.1 These are introductory statements thanking the County of Riverside for the opportunity to 
comment on the Project and acknowledging that the Project location is within the Territory 
of the Luiseño people, and is also within Rincon’s specific area of Historic interest; no 
response is required. 

 
1.2 The commenter is in agreement with the measures which include archaeological and 

Luiseño tribal monitoring, a monitoring report, and protocols for discovery of cultural material 
and human remains and has no further concerns pertaining to cultural resources. 

 
The Rincon Band will be notified of any changes in Project plans and a copy of the final 
monitoring report will be sent to the Rincon Band, when available. 

 
1.3 These are closing statements indicating not to hesitate to contact the commenter, if needed; 

no response is required. 
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Comment Letter No. 2 
 
Glenn Robertson, Engineering Geologist, PG, M.S.  
Regional Water Quality Control Board (3-5-2020) 
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Responses Comment Letter No. 2 
 

2.1 These are introductory statements indicating that the Staff of the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board wish to convey messages about water bodies within three Menifee sites; no 
response is required. 

 
2.2 Regarding jurisdictional impacts and the need for future permitting through the Regional 

Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Mitigation Measure MM-BIO-3 on DEIR p. 4.5-46 
states the following: 

 
MM-BIO-3:  Prior to issuance of grading permits, the applicant must provide 
documentation demonstrating that streambed permits have been applied for. This would 
include a Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration was submitted to the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1602. If CDFW 
determines that a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement is required as a result of the 
Notification process, the applicant shall provide the final Agreement documentation. Also, 
a 401 Certification from Regional Water Quality Control Board shall be applied for and the 
final agreement documentation shall be provided to EPD. When the requested documents 
are completed and ready for EPD review, please upload them to our Secure File Transfer 
server to ensure prompt response and review. If you are unfamiliar with the process for 
uploading biological documents to the FTP site, please contact Matthew Poonamallee at 
mpoonama@rivco.org and Teresa Harness at tharness@rivco.org for instructions. 
Biological documents not uploaded to the FTP site may result in delayed review and 
approval. 

 
This measure addresses the concerns/issues raised by the RWQCB in this comment and 
no additional response is needed. 

 
2.3 These are comments regarding two projects in the City of Menifee (TTM 37668 and Mill 

Creek Promenade) that are unrelated to TTM 37439; no response is required. 
 

2.4 These are closing statements indicating to contact the commenter, if needed; no response 
is required. 
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Comment Letter No. 3 
 
Molly Earp-Escobar, Cultural planning Specialist 
Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians (3-6-2020) 
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Responses Comment Letter No. 3 
 
Note: The Comment Letter is addressed to Russell Brady, yet the greeting is to Mr. Fowler (Planner at 
City of Menifee).  Also, the Letter references Standard Conditions SC-CUL for the Project when there 
is only one SC for the Project and all others are Mitigation Measures MM-CUL.  However, after careful 
review, the Standard Conditions in the Letter do match up exactly with the Mitigation Measures in the 
DEIR, so no revised Letter was requested. 
 

3.1 The Tribe will be directly notified of all public hearings and scheduled approvals concerning 
this Project, as requested.  The comments and responses are hereby incorporated into the 
record of approval for this Project.  Comment noted that the Project location is within the 
Luiseño traditional land use area, and there is a high potential to find subsurface cultural 
resources during earth moving activities for the proposed Project. 

 
3.2 The wording of the mitigation measures will be modified as requested and as indicated in 

the following responses and will also be noted in Final EIR Section 3.0 Errata.  As per County 
standard as part of its development review process, these revised mitigation measures will 
be made conditions of approval for the Project.  The commenter requested the paleontology 
information and mitigation to be relocated into another or new section of the document.  
While the County understands this is not strictly a cultural issue, until recently, Appendix G 
of the State CEQA Guidelines (Environmental Checklist) included paleontology in the 
section on cultural resources so that format was followed in this document based on the 
format utilized when the Notice of Preparation was prepared. After consideration, the County 
has decided not to move this material to a new or different section as it represents an 
editorial or format change and does not affect the accuracy of the information or applicability 
of the mitigation. 

 
3.3 While the commenter did not specifically request it, in the interest of accuracy, the County 

acknowledges the Tribe’s knowledge of its own cultural history and territory and the tribal 
information presented in this comment has been incorporated in the Final EIR Errata, 
Section 3.0.  This information is intended as a global change where appropriate and 
supersedes information in the DEIR where necessary. 

 
3.4 The information provided by the commenter on the history and territory of their tribe is 

intended as a global change where appropriate and supersedes information in the DEIR.  
These global changes are described in detail in Final EIR Section 3.0 Errata.  The sections 
of the DEIR to which these changes apply include but are not limited to those sections 
identified in this specific comment.  As outlined in the following responses, the County has 
acknowledged the Tribe’s comments and concerns.  It should be noted that this additional 
information will not change the conclusions of the EIR regarding the significance of cultural 
or tribal cultural resources with the related mitigation (i.e., less than significant) so the 
additional information does not trigger the need to recirculate the EIR. 

 
3.5 The commenter did not acknowledge that Archaeological Resources Issue 9.c had already 

been addressed in the Initial Study that was a part of the Notice of Preparation for the DEIR 
and the County considered Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 to be sufficient to prevent 
significant impacts to buried human remains.  Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 was carried 
over to the DEIR in Subchapters 4.6 and 4.16.  To be fully responsive to the Tribe’s 
comment, Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-6 and MM-CUL-8 will be outlined in Section 3.0 
Errata of the Final EIR and will be included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program.  This additional information will not change the conclusions of the EIR regarding 
the significance of cultural or tribal cultural resources with the related mitigation (i.e., less 
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than significant) so the additional information does not trigger the need to recirculate the 
EIR. 

 
3.6 The title for DEIR Section 4.6.2.2.a will be changed from Prehistory to Prehistoric Era, 

as requested (DEIR p. 4.6-14).  This change will be shown in Final EIR Section 3.0, 
Errata.  

 
3.7 The term "Shoshonean Intrusion" does not appear in the DEIR document, either in 

Subchapter 4.6 (Cultural Resources) or Subchapter 4.16 (Tribal Cultural Resources) so it 
does not need to be removed in the DEIR as requested.  As a matter of control over 
professional authorship, the term will not be removed from the Cultural Resources 
Assessment (DEIR Appendix E).  Instead, the appropriate sections of the DEIR (i.e., 4.6 
and 4.16) will be augmented with the information provided by the commenter on the 
Pechanga tribe’s history and territory as appropriate, including section 4.6.2.2b cited by the 
commenter. 

 
3.8 The analysis in the DEIR did address the prehistoric era Archaeological District referred to 

by the commenter (DEIR Section 4.6.4, Project Impacts, Threshold 6.a) regarding 
archaeological resources. The DEIR determined the Project site was just south of and 
outside of the identified prehistoric era district.  Therefore, the Project will have no impacts 
on this cultural resource area and no changes will be reflected in Final EIR Section 3.0, 
Errata, in this regard. 

 
3.9 This section will have expanded text but will not be removed from the DEIR in order to refer 

the reader to the appropriate information in Section 4.6, but information from the Tribe will 
be added to the Introduction to better explain the Tribe’s history and territory (see Final EIR 
Section 3.0, Errata). 

 
3.10 Section 3.0, Errata, of this Final EIR will reflect these changes to the text in DEIR 

Section 4.16.4 to indicate the Tribe did consult with the County on the Project. 
 

3.11 The text of Section 4.16.1 Introduction will have additional text to clarify conditions, and 
Section 416.5, Avoidance, Minimization, Standard Conditions, and Mitigation Measures will 
be modified in Final EIR Section 3.0, Errata, to reflect these statements and intent. 

 
3.12 The DEIR is a public information document that necessarily incorporates a number of 

scientific or technical studies to support its analysis of potential impacts to environmental 
resources.  The Cultural Resources Assessment (DEIR Appendix E) clearly cites all of the 
related scientific references in the appropriate locations of its text. It would make the EIR 
document overly long and less readable if all of the references in the various technical 
studies supporting the EIR were to be included in every section of the EIR.  The various 
studies used to support the analysis of each chapter and subchapter of the EIR are clearly 
stated at the beginning of each of those chapters or subchapters as appropriate.  In addition, 
the information provided by the commenter on the local tribal history and territory will be 
added to the appropriate Subchapters of the DEIR including 4.6 (Cultural Resources) and 
4.16 (Tribal Cultural Resources. 

 
3.13 The Final EIR reflects the Tribe has consulted with the County on this Project, and the 

County is committed to protecting identified resources in tribal groups including Pechanga 
within the limits of existing laws and regulations, including tribal consultation under AB 52 
as appropriate. The County has reviewed the proposed mitigation measure language 
provided by the Tribe and has added revised mitigation measures to Final EIR Section 3.0, 
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Errata, with additional edits provided by County Staff. 
 
3.14 Modifications, additions, and deletions indicated by the commenter will be made to the 

Standard Condition (SC) and Mitigation Measures (MM) as noted below, with additional 
edits provided by County Staff. All of these changes will be reflected in Final EIR Section 
3.0, Errata. 

 
3.15 These are informational statements stating that the Tribe appreciates the opportunity to work 

towards preserving and protecting their sensitive cultural resources and to monitor earth 
moving activities in areas that cannot feasibly be avoided.  Noted that the Pechanga Tribe 
looks forward to working together with the County of Riverside in protecting the invaluable 
Pechanga cultural resources and whom to contact if there are questions or concerns; no 
response is required. 
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Comment Letter No. 4 
 
Doug Darnell, AICP, Senior Planner  
City of Menifee (3-23-2020) 
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Responses to Comment Letter No. 4 
 

4.1 These are introductory statements thanking the County of Riverside for the opportunity to 
comment on the Project and a reiteration of the Project Description; no response is required. 

 
4.2 The Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 37439 showed 574 residential lots or units at the time the 

Notice of Preparation was issued, so the EIR and its technical studies appropriately 
evaluated the potential environmental impacts of that level of development.  However, TTM 
37439 was modified (amended) after issuance of the NOP but before preparation of the 
DEIR, so the EIR looked at both the “potential worst case” condition if all 574 dwelling units 
were developed and the amended map at 446 dwelling units.  The DEIR does appropriately 
analyze and mitigate the full impacts of the whole project at 574 units since all technical 
reports that the EIR is based on utilized the assumption of 574 units.  The analysis of the 
Project in the EIR is not required to show consistency with the General Plan, specifically 
Harvest Valley/Winchester Area Plan (HVWAP) Policy 7.2; however, the TTM that is to be 
considered by the Planning Commission will have to show compliance with HVWAP Policy 
7.2 prior to any potential approval.  If the County were to Certify the EIR that would determine 
the potential impacts of the Project at 574 units, the County would not be approving any 
development up to the 574 units since that level of development would not be consistent 
with HVWAP Policy 7.2. If HVWAP Policy 7.2 was eventually modified as indicated in this 
EIR, any potential future development that maximizes up to the 574 units as analyzed in the 
EIR would be reviewed at that time based on the applicable policies and regulations at that 
time with appropriate CEQA analysis and documentation and the County, at this time, is not 
granting any approvals for such a project via potential certification of this EIR. 

 
4.3 This comment is a summary of the City of Menifee’s concerns regarding the potentially 

significant traffic impact to the City of Menifee.  Please refer to Response to Comment 4.4, 
below, which addresses these concerns. 

 
4.4 The following response is addressed in three parts (a-c) per the comment: 

 
a. Although the I-215 Freeway/Scott Road interchange is currently under construction, at 
the time this traffic study was prepared, the interchange was not yet under construction. 
Additionally, Table 1-4 of the Traffic Study denotes which improvements are interchange 
improvements and which improvements are additional improvements beyond the I-215 
Freeway/Scott Road interchange project. Since the recommended intersection 
improvements at these locations are included in the Western Riverside Council of 
Governments (WRCOG) Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) program, the 
Project will contribute towards these improvements through participation/payment of fees.  
In this case the payment of a fee is appropriate mitigation for cumulative impacts as the 
TUMF program was specifically established to collect monies from developers on an 
ongoing basis to fund specific roadway and intersection improvements in the various area 
plans of the County.  The TUMF program has a specific list of identified improvement 
projects that is regularly updated and tied to the County’s quarterly budgeting process to 
assure improvements are funded as needed.  Freeway-related improvements would be 
considered indirect or cumulative impacts compared to local road or intersection 
improvements which provide access to the site and are considered direct impacts.  In 
contrast, if the impact is a direct impact, then it would be appropriate for the Project to 
construct or pay directly for the construction of the needed improvement.  The TUMF fees 
are not generally applicable to improvements needed for direct project impacts. For more 
information, the reader is referred to Traffic Study Table 1-4.  Although the Traffic Signal at 
Leon and Scott is identified as a TUMF improvement, the Project may get a credit but should 
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construct the traffic signal as it is a required improvement under the Existing Plus Project 
(E+P only) scenario in the Traffic Study.  Other improvements are either needed for Existing 
or cumulative conditions with other traffic, so the Project’s contributions would be only 
cumulative not direct. 

 
b. Consistent with the recommendations in the Traffic Study, the Project will construct a 
second southbound left turn lane and modify the traffic signal to implement overlap phasing 
on the westbound right turn lane at the intersection of Haun Road/Zeiders Road & Scott 
Road. It should be noted that the aforementioned improvements have been conditioned on 
other nearby developments and are anticipated to be constructed by others prior to this 
project triggering the requirement. 

 
c. Since the addition of Project traffic to existing traffic volumes causes the intersection to 
operate at an unacceptable LOS, the Project will construct the traffic signal at the 
intersection of Leon Road & Scott Road as noted in the Draft EIR. 

 
4.5 See Response to Comment 4.4b above.   
 
4.6 This comment discusses formatting changes only to a table in the Traffic Study; however, 

no findings or recommendations will change in the Traffic Study or EIR based on the 
comment.  Urban Crossroads provided a Response to Comments Letter containing the 
revised pages of the Traffic Impact Analysis.  Their Response to Comments Letter is 
provided with this Final EIR as Appendix B.  These changes are also reflected in the Final 
EIR Errata, Section 3.0. 

 
4.7 All summary of LOS exhibits have been reviewed and updated to be consistent with the 

intersection LOS tables - the typo occurred only on the LOS summary of exhibits. However, 
the intersection improvement recommendations are based on the intersection analysis 
tables not the exhibits, therefore no findings would change in the Traffic Study or EIR.  Urban 
Crossroads provided a Response to Comments Letter containing the revised exhibits for 
the Traffic Impact Analysis.  Their Response to Comments Letter is provided with this Final 
EIR as Appendix B.  These changes are also reflected in the Final EIR Errata, Section 3.0. 

 
4.8 Pursuant to the request of City of Menifee staff, the intersection traffic signal timing and lane 

geometric assumptions have been revised for the intersection of Briggs Road & Scott Road 
as part of a Supplemental Traffic Assessment Memo, prepared April 24, 2020 (included as 
Final EIR Appendix C). Updated operations analysis and new findings/recommendations 
are summarized in the April 2020 Supplemental Traffic Assessment Memo. 

 
4.9  See Response to Comment 4.4b above. The intersection improvements at this location do 

assume modification to the traffic signal to implement protected left-turn phasing on the 
northbound and southbound approaches. 

 
4.10 These are closing statements acknowledging that the City appreciates the County's 

consideration of the comments, particularly traffic analysis and mitigation concerns.  See 
Response to Comment 4.3. 

 
The City also requests that development plans and any future notices regarding this Project 
be sent to Doug Darnell, Senior Planner; the County will provide Mr. Darnell with any plans 
or future notices, which will be complied with by the County.   

 
Comment noted that the City is available to meet and discuss their comments.  It should be 
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noted that on April 15, 2020, the County of Riverside, along with key members of the Project 
Team and City of Menifee Staff, had a conference call to discuss the County’s response to 
the City’s comments provided here and the responses are in conformance with the 
discussions and resolutions that were agreed to on that call. 
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Comment Letter No. 5 
 

Scott Morgan, AICP, Director, State Clearinghouse  
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (3-24-2020) 
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Response to Comment Letter No. 5 
 
This Letter acknowledges that the State Clearinghouse submitted the DEIR to selected state agencies 
for review, that the review period closed on 3/23/2020, and that no state agencies submitted comments 
by that date.  This letter also acknowledges that the Project has complied with the State Clearinghouse 
review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act; no response is required under CEQA. 
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3.0 ERRATA 
 
Changes to the DEIR are noted below.  Underlining indicates additions to the text; striking 
indicates deletions to the text.  The changes to the DEIR do not affect the overall conclusions of 
the environmental document.  These errata represent changes to the DEIR to provide clarification, 
corrections, revisions as needed as a result of public comments on the DEIR, or due to additional 
information received during the public review period, and minor typographical revisions.  These 
clarifications and corrections are not considered to result in any new or more severe impacts than 
identified in the DEIR and are not otherwise deemed to warrant DEIR recirculation pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines §15088.5.  Added or modified text is shown by underlining (example) while 
deleted text is shown by striking (example). 
 
DEIR pages 1-5 and 1-11 in Chapter 1, Executive Summary, text is corrected to include Mitigation 
Measures based on comments received from the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians in their 
Comment Letter dated 3-6-2020.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

Cultural Resources 
 

With implementation of Standard Condition SC-CUL-1, and Mitigation 
Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68, the Project’s contribution to the 
cumulative loss of known and unknown cultural and/or archaeological resources 
in the County will be reduced to a level of less than significant. 

 
Tribal Cultural Resources 

 
All potential tribal cultural resources impacts would be limited and can be reduced 
to a less than significant impact level with adherence to Standard Condition SC-
CUL-1, and Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68.  As a result, 
there will not be any unavoidable Project specific or cumulative adverse impacts 
to tribal cultural resources from implementing the Project as proposed.  The Project 
tribal cultural resource impacts are less than significant. 

 
DEIR pages 1-33 through 1-38 and 1-73 through 1-74 in Chapter 1, Executive Summary, Cultural 
Resources and Tribal Cultural Resources portions of Table 1-2 are corrected to include Mitigation 
Measures based on comments received from the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians in their 
Comment Letter dated 3-6-2020.  The modifications shall be the same as those outlined in Final 
EIR pages 3-9 through 3-15 as these same revisions shall apply to the mitigation measures 
presented in Table 1-2. 
 
DEIR pages 3-7 and 3-10 in Chapter 3, Project Description, text and Figure 3-3 are corrected to 
provide the correct phasing.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

The subdivision would be divided into three (3) phases.  Reference Figure 3-3, 
TTM 37439 Phasing.  Phase 1 will build 129 130 lots, Phase 2 will build 130 187 
lots, and Phase 3 will build 187 129 lots.  The phasing map represents the logical 
development of the Project in terms of on- and off-site infrastructure improvements 
needed to support each phase of development. 
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DEIR page 3-13 in Chapter 3, Project Description, text is corrected to provide consistency with 
the amended Tract Map and Design Manual.  The referenced Design Manual (DEIR Appendix M) 
has been revised to reflect the Amended Tract Map and is provided in the Final EIR as Appendix 
D.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

3.4.1.4 PPT 180024 
 
A Design Manual was prepared for the Project (Design Manual - Canterwood 
[Change of Zone No. 1800007, Plot Plan No. 180024, and Tentative Tract Map 
No. 37439]), to provide details on site planning and design, as well as to provide 
architectural and landscaping design guidelines.  The R-4 zone requires a 
development plan to be approved by the Planning Commission and the Design 
Manual functions as the Plot Plan exhibit; there is no Plot Plan Exhibit Figure 
provided in the EIR, instead, please reference the Design Manual (Final EIR 
Appendix D). 
 
A total of 574 single-family residential lots are being analyzed within this EIR and 
the technical reports proposed.  The Design Manual has been revised to match 
the Amended Tract Map that will include 447 single-family residential lots.  The 
proposed Project includes four (4) individual neighborhoods, with minimum lots 
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sizes of 4,700 sq. ft., 5,000 sq. ft., 5,500 sq. ft. (future), and 6,500 sq. ft.  Five (5) 
architectural styles have been provided.  A minimum of four (4) architectural 
elevations and three (3) floor plans are required for each neighborhood comprised 
of 50 or more homes. 
 
The Project includes a comprehensive, interconnected public trail and walkway 
system that provides residents and visitors with convenient access to the on-site 
community park and open space.  Drainage channels on lots 577 449, 581 452, 
and 588 459 will be flanked on either side by a 16’ wide maintenance road/hiking 
trail (Regional Trail), as well as 3-rail vinyl fencing on the channel side and tubular 
steel fencing on the outside edge of the trail.  Sidewalks will be provided along all 
Project streets, as well as within the paseos. 
 
Reference Design Manual - Canterwood (Change of Zone No. 1800007, Plot Plan 
No. 180024, and Tentative Tract Map No. 37439), prepared by Matthew Fagan 
Consulting Services, Inc., April 2020 (Final EIR Appendix D) August 2018 
(Appendix M), which provides overall guidelines and additional Plot Plan 
information. 
 

DEIR multiple pages in Subchapter 4.6, Cultural Resources, text is corrected to include Mitigation 
Measures and revised text provided by the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians (Tribe) in their 
Comment Letter dated 3-6-2020.  This information is considered a global change or clarification 
to the information in the DEIR in Subchapter 4.6.  As such, this information supersedes and refines 
the existing information already provided in the DEIR relative to Native American tribal activities 
and territory affecting the Project area.  It provides more local detail on the history and territory of 
the Pechanga Tribe but does not represent “significant new information” within the definition of 
CEQA and, therefore, does not trigger a need to recirculate the DEIR for additional public 
comment. Comments from the Tribe were also used to modify the Standard Conditions and 
Mitigation Measures in the DEIR within this section as well.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

4.6 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 

The Pechanga tribe asserts that the Project area is part of ‘ Ataaxum (Luiseno), 
and therefore the Tribe’s, aboriginal territory, as evidenced by the existence of ‘ 
Ataaxum place names, toota yixelval (rock art, pictographs, petroglyphs), and an 
extensive Luiseno artifact record in the vicinity of the Project. This culturally 
sensitive area is affiliated with the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians because of 
the Tribe’s cultural ties to this area as well as extensive history with both this 
Project and other projects within the area. 

 
The Pechanga Tribe’s knowledge of our ancestral boundaries is based on reliable 
information passed down to us from our elders; published academic works in the 
areas of anthropology, history, and ethno-history; and through recorded 
ethnographic and linguistic accounts.  Of the many anthropologists and historians 
who have presented boundaries of the Luiseno traditional territory, few have 
excluded the Menifee area from tehri descriptions (Drucker 1955; Sparkman 1908; 
Kroeber 1925; Smith and Freers 1994), and such territory descriptions correspond 
with that communicated to the Pechanga people by our elders.  While historic 
accounts and anthropological and linguistic theories are important in determining 
traditional Luiseno territory, the most critical sources of information used to define 
our traditional territories are our songs, creation accounts, and oral traditions.  The 
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Tribe welcomes the opportunity to meet with the County to further explain and 
provide documentation concerning our specific cultural affiliations to lands within 
your jurisdiction. 

 
This information supersedes and updates information as appropriate in the 
following sections: 

 
4.6.2  Environmental Setting 
4.6.2.1  Existing Conditions 
4.6.2.1a Topography and Geology 
4.6.2.1b Biology 
4.6.2.1c Climate 
4.6.2.1d Discussion of Environmental Setting  
4.6.2.2a Cultural Setting 
4.6.2.2a Prehistory Prehistoric Era 
4.6.2.2b Ethnography 
4.6.2.2c History 

 
NOTE: Based on comments by the Pechanga Tribe, the following information is added at the end 
of this section to expand and clarify the information in the DEIR regarding the Tribe’s historic 
territory: 
 

4.6.2.2b Ethnography 
 

The Pechanga Tribe has provided the following clarification regarding its historical 
tribal territory. 

 
The figure and description in the DEIR leave out approximately 60% of the true 
Luiseno ancestral territory. The territory reached as far northeast as the Santa Ana 
River and Box Springs Mountain Range, as far east as Mount San Jacinto, as far 
southeast as Lake Henshaw, and to the west including the Southern Channel 
Islands. 

 
In addition, a prehistoric era Archaeological District was recorded in this area in 
the 1970s.  The Tribe indicates the Project site is within the district, however, the 
Project archaeologist concluded the Project site was just south of and outside of 
the district boundaries which spans an area of approximately four and a half square 
miles just north of the Project site (DEIR p. 4.6-39). 
 
4.6.4 Potential Impacts 

 
THRESHOLD 9.a: Would the Project alter or destroy an archaeological 
site? 

 
Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

 
Cultural resources of prehistoric (i.e. Native American) or historic origin were not 
observed within the boundaries of the Project site or Off-site Project components.  
Cartographic evidence indicates that by 1897, a structure was located immediately 
south of Holland Road near the center of the northern boundary.  The structure 
was probably Thomas W. Holland’s residence.  Holland purchased 80 acres of the 
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Project site in 1891.  By the next survey in 1939, the structure no longer existed 
and no evidence of it was observed during the current field survey.  Thirty-four 
cultural resources properties have been recorded within a one-mile radius of the 
Residential Project site and eight are within one mile of the Off-site Project 
components located to the west.  The majority of these cultural resources are 
located within 33-14370, an unnamed and informally defined archaeological 
district comprised of several spatially separated prehistoric and historic-era sites 
and isolates.  The southern boundary of 33-14370 is located immediately north of 
Holland Road, which forms the northern boundary of the Residential Project site. 

 
Although archaeological district 33-14370, containing spatially separated 
prehistoric and historic-era sites and isolates is located adjacent to the north 
boundary of the Project site, no cultural resources of prehistoric (i.e. Native 
American) or historic origin were observed within the boundaries of the Project site 
or the Off-site Project components. 

 
Because the Project site has experienced severe ground disturbances in the past, 
any buried archaeological and/or cultural resources that were relatively shallow 
would have already been uncovered or destroyed.  However, it is possible that 
buried resources at greater depths may still be present. In the unlikely event that 
archeological and/or cultural materials are uncovered during ground-disturbing 
activities, Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68 are provided to 
reduce the Project’s potential to alter or destroy an archaeological site to a less 
than significant level. 

 
THRESHOLD 9.b: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to California Code 
of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

 
Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

 
No significant archaeological resources were observed within the boundaries of 
the Residential Project or site the Off-site Project components.  As stated in 
Threshold 9.a, above, because the Project site has experienced severe ground 
disturbances in the past, any buried archaeological and/or cultural resources that 
were relatively shallow would have already been uncovered or destroyed.  
However, it is possible that buried resources at greater depths may still be present.  
In the unlikely event that archeological and/or cultural materials are uncovered 
during ground-disturbing activities, Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-
CUL-68 are provided to reduce the Project’s potential to cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5 to a less than significant level. 

 
4.6.5 Avoidance Minimization, Standard Conditions, and Mitigation 
Measures 

 
Standard Condition(s) 

 
Standard Condition SC-CUL-1, below, was identified in the IS to ensure that the 
Project’s potential to affect human remains (which may be encountered during 
ground-disturbing activities) would remain less than significant: 
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SC-CUL-1 If Human Remains Found.  If human remains are found on this 
site, the developer/permit holder or any successor in interest 
shall comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
(See also MM-CUL-8). 

 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

 
Because the Project site has experienced severe ground disturbances in the past, 
any buried archaeological and/or cultural resources that were relatively shallow 
would have already been uncovered or destroyed.  However, in the unlikely event 
that archeological and/or cultural materials are uncovered during ground-
disturbing activities, Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68, 
below, are provided to reduce potential adverse archaeological and/or cultural 
resource impacts to a less than significant level: 

 
MM-CUL-1 Conduct Archaeological Sensitivity Training for Construction 

Personnel.  The Applicant must retain a qualified professional 
archaeologist, approved by the Community Development 
Director, or designee, who meets U.S. Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualifications and Standards, to 
conduct an Archaeological Sensitivity Training for 
construction personnel before commencing excavation 
activities.  The training session must be carried out by a 
cultural-resources professional with expertise in archaeology, 
who meets the U.S. Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualifications and Standards.  The training session will 
include a handout and will focus on how to identify 
archaeological resources that may be encountered during 
earthmoving activities and the procedures to be followed in 
such an event, the duties of archaeological monitors, and, the 
general steps a qualified professional archaeologist would 
follow in conducting a salvage investigation if one is 
necessary. 

 
MM-CUL-2 Unanticipated Resources.  The developer/permit holder or any 

successor in interest shall comply with the following for the 
life of this permit.  If during ground disturbance activities, 
unanticipated cultural resources* are discovered, the 
following procedures shall be followed: All ground 
disturbance activities within 100 feet of the discovered cultural 
resource shall be halted and the applicant shall call the County 
Archaeologist immediately upon discovery of the cultural 
resource.  A meeting shall be convened between the 
developer, the project archaeologist**, a Native American tribal 
representative from the consulting Tribe(s) (or other 
appropriate ethnic/cultural group representative), and the 
County Archaeologist to discuss the significance of the find.  
At the meeting with the aforementioned parties, a decision is 
to be made, with the concurrence of the County Archaeologist, 
as to the appropriate treatment (documentation, recovery, 
avoidance, etc.) for the cultural resource.  Grading or further 
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ground disturbance shall not resume within the area of the 
discovery until a decision is made after consultation with all 
relevant parties as to the appropriate treatment.  Work shall be 
allowed to continue outside of the buffer area and monitoring 
will continue, if needed.  Treatment and avoidance of the newly 
discovered resource(s) shall be consistent with the Cultural 
Resources Management Plan and Monitoring Agreements 
entered into with the County and Tribe(s).   This may include 
avoidance of the cultural resource through project design, in-
place preservation of cultural resources located in native soils, 
and/or reburial on the Project property so they are not subject 
to further disturbance in perpetuity as identified in Non-
Disclosure and Reburial mitigation. Resource evaluations 
shall be limited to nondestructive analysis. If the find is 
determined to be significant and avoidance of the site has not 
been achieved, a Phase II data recovery plan shall be prepared 
by the project archaeologist, in consultation with the Tribe(s), 
and shall be submitted to the County for their review and 
approval prior to implementation of the said plan. Further 
ground disturbance shall not resume within the area of the 
discovery until the appropriate treatment has been 
accomplished.  Pursuant to Calif. Pub. Res. Code Section 
21083.2(b) avoidance is the preferred method of preservation 
for archaeological resources and cultural resources. If the 
landowner and the Tribe(s) cannot agree on the significance or 
the mitigation for the archaeological or cultural resources, 
these issues will be presented to the Community Development 
Director for decision.  The Community Development Director 
shall make the determination based on the provisions of the 
California Environmental Quality Act with respect to 
archaeological resources, recommendations of the project 
archaeologist, and shall take into account the cultural and 
religious principles and practices of the tribe.   
* A cultural resource site is defined, for this condition, as being 
a feature and/or three or more artifacts in close association 
with each other.  
** If not already employed by the project developer, a County 
approved archaeologist shall be employed by the project 
developer to assess the significance of the cultural resource, 
attend the meeting described above, and continue monitoring 
of all future site grading activities as necessary. 

 
MM-CUL-3 Cultural Resources Disposition.  In the event that Native 

American cultural resources are discovered during the course 
of grading (inadvertent discoveries), the following procedures 
shall be carried out for final disposition of the discoveries: 

 
1. One or more of the following treatments, in order of 

preference, shall be employed with the consulting 
Tribe(s).  Evidence of such shall be provided to the 
Riverside County Planning Department: 
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i. Preservation-In-Place of the cultural resources, if 
feasible. Preservation in place means avoiding the 
resources, leaving them in the place where they are 
found with no development affecting the integrity of the 
resources. 

ii. Reburial of the resources on the Project property. The 
measures for reburial shall include, at least, the 
following: Measures and provisions to protect the 
future reburial area from any future impacts in 
perpetuity. Reburial shall not occur until all legally 
required cataloging and basic recordation have been 
completed, with an exception that sacred items, burial 
goods, and Native American human remains are 
excluded.  Any reburial process shall be culturally 
appropriate. Listing of contents and location for the 
reburial shall be included in the confidential Phase IV 
report.  The Phase IV Report shall be filed with the 
County under a confidential cover and not subject to 
Public Records Requests. 

iii. If preservation in place or reburial is not feasible then 
the resources shall be curated in a culturally 
appropriate manner at a Riverside County curation 
facility that meets State Resources Department Office 
of Historic Preservation guidelines of the Curation of 
Archaeological Resources ensuring access and use 
pursuant to the Guidelines.  The collection and 
associated records shall be transferred, including title, 
and are to be accompanied by payment of the fees 
necessary for permanent curation.  Evidence of 
curation in the form of a letter from the curation facility 
stating that subject archaeological materials have been 
received and that all fees have been paid, shall be 
provided by the landowner to the County. There shall 
be no destructive or invasive testing on sacred items, 
burial goods and Native American human remains. 
Results concerning finds of any inadvertent 
discoveries shall be included in the Phase IV 
monitoring report. 

 
MM-CUL-34 Native American Monitor.  Prior to the issuance of grading 

permits, the developer/permit applicant shall enter into an 
agreement with the consulting tribe(s) for a Native American 
Monitor.  The Native American Monitor(s) shall be on-site 
during all initial ground disturbing activities and excavation of 
each portion of the Project site including clearing, grubbing, 
tree removals, grading and trenching.  In conjunction with the 
Archaeological Monitor(s), t The Project Archaeologist, the 
County Archaeologist, and the Native American Monitor(s) 
shall have the authority to temporarily divert, redirect or halt 
the ground disturbance activities to allow identification, 
evaluation, and potential recovery of cultural resources.  The 
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developer/permit applicant shall submit a fully executed copy 
of the agreement to the County Archaeologist to ensure 
compliance with this mitigation measure or any correlating 
condition of approval.  Upon verification, the Archaeologist 
shall clear this condition.  This agreement shall not modify any 
condition of approval or mitigation measure. 

 
MM-CUL-45 Project Archaeologist.  Prior to issuance of grading permits: 

The applicant/developer shall provide evidence to the County 
of Riverside Planning Department that a County certified 
professional archaeologist (Project Archaeologist) has been 
contracted. to implement a Cultural Resource Monitoring 
Program. A Cultural Resource Monitoring Plan shall be 
developed that addresses the details of all activities and 
provides procedures that must be followed in order to reduce 
the impacts to cultural and historic resources to a level that is 
less than significant as well as address potential impacts to 
undiscovered buried archaeological resources associated 
with this project. A fully executed copy of the contract and a 
wet-signed copy of the Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan 
(CRMP), (discussed further below), shall be provided to the 
County Archaeologist to ensure compliance with this 
condition of approval. Working directly under the Project 
Archaeologist, an adequate number of qualified 
Archaeological Monitors shall be present to ensure that all 
earth moving activities are observed and shall be on-site 
during all grading activities for areas to be monitored including 
off-site improvements.  Inspections will vary based on the rate 
of excavation, the materials excavated, and the presence and 
abundance of artifacts and features.  The frequency and 
location of inspections will be determined by the Project 
Archaeologist. 

 
The Project Archaeologist, in consulting with the Consulting 
Tribe(s), the contractor, and the County, shall develop a 
Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) in consultation 
pursuant to the definition in AB 52 to address the details, 
timing, and responsibility of all archaeological and cultural 
activities that will occur on the project site.  A consulting tribe 
is defined as a tribe that initiated the AB 52 tribal consultation 
process for the Project, has not opted out of the AB 52 
consultation process, and has completed AB 52 consultation 
with the County as provided for in Cal Pub Res Section 
21080.3.2(b)(1) of AB 52.  Details of the Plan shall include: 
a. Project grading and development scheduling. 
b. The Project Archaeologist and the Consulting Tribe(s) 

shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the County, 
the construction manager, and any contractors and will 
conduct a mandatory Cultural Resources Worker 
Sensitivity Training to those in attendance.  The 
Training will include a brief review of the cultural 
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sensitivity of the Project site and the surrounding area; 
what resources could potentially be identified during 
earthmoving activities; the requirements of the 
monitoring program; the protocols that apply in the 
event inadvertent discoveries of cultural resource are 
identified, including who to contact and appropriate 
avoidance measures until the find(s) can be property 
evaluated; and any other appropriate protocols.  All new 
construction personnel that will conduct earthwork or 
grading activities that begin work on the Project 
following the initial training must take the Cultural  
Sensitivity Training prior to beginning work and the 
Project Archaeologist and Consulting Tribe(s) shall 
make themselves available to provide the training on an 
as-needed basis. 

c. The protocols and stipulations that the contractor, 
County, Consulting Tribe(s), and the Project 
Archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent 
cultural resources discoveries, including any newly 
discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be 
subject to a cultural resources evaluation. 

 
MM-CUL-5 Artifact Disposition.  Prior to Grading Permit Final Inspection, 

the landowner(s) shall relinquish ownership of all cultural 
resources that are unearthed on the Project property during 
any ground-disturbing activities, including previous 
investigations and/or Phase III data recovery. Historic 
Resources- all historic archaeological materials recovered 
during the archaeological investigations (this includes 
collections made during an earlier project, such as testing of 
archaeological sites that took place years ago), shall be 
curated at the Western Science Center, a Riverside County 
curation facility that meets State Resources Department Office 
of Historic Preservation Guidelines for the Curation of 
Archaeological Resources ensuring access and use pursuant 
to the Guidelines Prehistoric Resources- One of the following 
treatments shall be applied. a. Reburial of the resources on the 
Project property. The measures for reburial shall include, at 
least, the following: Measures to protect the reburial area from 
any future impacts. Reburial shall not occur until all required 
cataloguing, analysis and studies have been completed on the 
cultural resources, with an exception that sacred items, burial 
goods and Native American human remains are excluded. Any 
reburial processes shall be culturally appropriate. Listing of 
contents and location of the reburial shall be included in the 
confidential Phase IV Report. The Phase IV Report shall be 
filed with the County under a confidential cover and not 
subject to a Public Records Request. b. If reburial is not agreed 
upon by the Consulting Tribes then the resources shall be 
curated at a culturally appropriate manner at the Western 
Science Center, a Riverside County curation facility that meets 
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State Resources Department Office of Historic Preservation 
Guidelines for the Curation of Archaeological Resources 
ensuring access and use pursuant to the Guidelines. The 
collection and associated records shall be transferred, 
including title, and are to be accompanied by payment of the 
fees necessary for permanent curation. Evidence of curation 
in the form of a letter from the curation facility stating that 
subject archaeological materials have been received and that 
all fees have been paid, shall be provided by the landowner to 
the County. There shall be no destructive or invasive testing 
on sacred items, burial goods and Native American human 
remains. 

 
MM-CUL-6 Non-Disclosure of Location Burials.  It is understood by all 

parties that unless otherwise required by law, the site of any 
reburial of Native American human remains or associated 
grave goods shall not be disclosed and shall not be governed 
by public disclosure requirements of the California Public 
Records Act. The Coroner, pursuant to the specific exemption 
set forth in California Government Code 6254(c), parties and 
Lead Agencies will be asked to withhold public disclosure 
information related to such reburial, pursuant to the specific 
exemption set for in California Government Code 6254(c). 

 
MM-CUL-67 Phase III and IV Cultural Report.  Prior to Grading Permit Final 

Inspection, the developer/permit holder shall prompt the 
Project Archaeologist to submit two copies of the Phase III 
Data Recovery report (if required for the Project), and a Phase 
IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report shall be submitted 
that complies with the Riverside County Planning 
Department’s requirements for such reports for all ground 
disturbing activities associated with this grading permit. The 
report shall follow the County of Riverside Planning 
Department Cultural Resources (Archaeological) 
Investigations Standard Scopes of Work posted on the TLMA 
website. The report shall include results of any feature 
relocation or residue analysis required as well as evidence of 
the required cultural sensitivity training for the construction 
staff held during the required pre-grade meeting and evidence 
that any artifacts have been treated in accordance to 
procedures stipulated in the Cultural Resources Management 
Plan. 

 
MM-CUL-8 Human Remains. If human remains are encountered, State 

Health Department and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that 
no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside County 
Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin. Further, 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), 
remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until a 
final decision as the treatment and disposition has been made, 
if any. If the Riverside County Coroner determines the remains 
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to be Native American, the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall be contacted within the period specified by 
law (24 hours). Subsequently, the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall identify the “most likely descendant”.  The 
most likely descendent shall then make recommendations and 
engage in consultation concerning the treatment of the 
remains as provided for in Public Resources Code Section 
5097.98. 

 
4.6.6 Cumulative Impacts 

 
The cumulative study area for cultural and/or archaeological resources is the 
geographical area of the County of Riverside, which is the geographical area 
covered by the General Plan.  Future development in the County could include 
excavation and grading, which could potentially impact cultural and/or 
archaeological resources and human remains.  The cumulative effect of future 
development in the County is the continued loss of cultural and/or archaeological 
resources.  Therefore, the proposed Project, in conjunction with other future 
development in the County, has the potential to cumulatively impact cultural and/or 
archaeological resources. 

 
However, CEQA requires the County to conduct an environmental review of each 
project submitted.  If the project has the potential to result in a significant impact to 
cultural, archaeological, and/or paleontological resources, CEQA requires the 
County to require the project proponent to investigate the site to determine the 
nature and extent of the existing resources and identify appropriate mitigation 
measures.  If subsurface cultural and/or archaeological resources are assessed 
and/or protected as they are discovered, impacts to these resources will be less 
than significant.  In addition, applicable General Plan policies will be implemented 
to reduce the effects of future development in the County. 

 
With implementation of Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures 
MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68, the Project’s contribution to the cumulative loss 
of known and unknown cultural and/or archaeological resources in the County will 
be reduced to a level of less than significant. 

 
4.6.7 Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts 

 
Based on the information above and in the IS, with adherence to Standard 
Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68, 
all potential impacts to cultural, and/or archaeological resources will be limited and 
reduced to a level of less than significant.  As a result, implementation of the 
proposed Project will not result in any unavoidable Project-specific or cumulative 
adverse impacts to cultural and/or archaeological, resources. 

 
DEIR multiple pages in Subchapter 4.16, Tribal Cultural Resources, text is corrected to include 
Mitigation Measures and revised text provided by the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians (Tribe) 
in their Comment Letter dated 3-6-2020.  This information is considered a global change or 
clarification to the information in the DEIR in Subchapter 4.16.  As such, this information 
supersedes and refines the existing information already provided in the DEIR relative to Native 
American tribal activities and territory affecting the Project area.  It provides more local detail on 
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the history and territory of the Pechanga Tribe but does not represent “significant new information” 
within the definition of CEQA and, therefore, does not trigger a need to recirculate the DEIR for 
additional public comment. Comments from the Tribe were also used to modify the Standard 
Conditions and Mitigation Measures in the DEIR within this section as well.  The modifications are 
as follows: 
 

4.16 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 

4.16.2.1 Existing Conditions 
 

In order to reduce redundancies of analysis, please refer to the discussion of the 
environmental setting contained in Subchapter 4.6, Cultural Resources Section 
4.6.2 (Environmental Setting) of this DEIR, as it also applies to tribal cultural 
resources.  Pertinent information is contained in the following Sections in 
Subchapter 4.6: 

 
• 4.6.2.1.a Topography and Geology; 
• 4.6.2.2.b Biology; 
• 4.6.2.3.c Climate; 
• 4.6.2.1d Discussion of Environmental Setting; 
• 4.6.2.2  Cultural Setting 

o 4.6.2.2.a Prehistory Prehistoric Era; 
o 4.6.2.2.b Ethnography; and 
o 4.6.2.2.c History. 

 
The Pechanga tribe asserts that the Project area is part of ‘ Ataaxum (Luiseno), 
and therefore the Tribe’s, aboriginal territory, as evidenced by the existence of ‘ 
Ataaxum place names, toota yixelval (rock art, pictographs, petroglyphs), and an 
extensive Luiseno artifact record in the vicinity of the Project. This culturally 
sensitive area is affiliated with the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians because of 
the Tribe’s cultural ties to this area as well as extensive history with both this 
Project and other projects within the area. 

 
The Pechanga Tribe’s knowledge of our ancestral boundaries is based on reliable 
information passed down to us from our elders; published academic works in the 
areas of anthropology, history, and ethno-history; and through recorded 
ethnographic and linguistic accounts.  Of the many anthropologists and historians 
who have presented boundaries of the Luiseno traditional territory, few have 
excluded the Menifee area from tehri descriptions (Drucker 1955; Sparkman 1908; 
Kroeber 1925; Smith and Freers 1994), and such territory descriptions correspond 
with that communicated to the Pechanga people by our elders.  While historic 
accounts and anthropological and linguistic theories are important in determining 
traditional Luiseno territory, the most critical sources of information used to define 
our traditional territories are our songs, creation accounts, and oral traditions.  The 
Tribe welcomes the opportunity to meet with the County to further explain and 
provide documentation concerning our specific cultural affiliations to lands within 
your jurisdiction. 

 
4.16.4 Potential Impacts 
(DEIR p. 4.6-7, paragraph 3) 
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The CRA was provided to the Pechanga Band of Mission Indians on May 22, 2018 
along with an invitation for a face-to-face meeting.  The Tribe commented on the 
CRA on July 20, 2018 and discussed the Project in a number of face-to-face 
meetings during 2018. No response was received from the group and the project 
conditions of approval were sent to them on May 30, 2018.  Finally, an email asking 
if the band had any further comments or concerns was sent on July 11, 2018 with 
no response from the Pechanga Band of Mission Indians. 

 
(DEIR p. 4.6-7, paragraph 7) 

 
However, In the unlikely event that archeological and/or cultural materials are 
uncovered during ground-disturbing activities, Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 
and Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68, (see Section 4.16.5), 
will be implemented.  With Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation 
Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68, impacts to tribal cultural resources 
will remain less than significant. 

 
4.16.5 Avoidance Minimization, Standard Conditions, and Mitigation 
Measures 

 
Standard Condition(s) 

 
Standard Condition SC-CUL-1, below, was identified in the IS to ensure that the 
Project’s potential to affect human remains (which may be encountered during 
ground-disturbing activities) would remain less than significant: 

 
SC-CUL-1 If Human Remains Found.  If human remains are found on this 

site, the developer/permit holder or any successor in interest 
shall comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
(See also MM-CUL-8). 

 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

 
Because the Project site has experienced severe ground disturbances in the past, 
any buried archaeological and/or cultural resources that are relatively shallow 
would have already been uncovered or destroyed.  However, it is possible that 
buried resources at greater depths may still be present. In in the unlikely event that 
archeological and/or cultural materials are uncovered during ground-disturbing 
activities, Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68, below, are 
provided to reduce potential adverse archaeological and/or cultural resource 
impacts to a less than significant level: 

 
Please see the revised Mitigation Measures as outlined in Final EIR pages 3-9 through 3-15 as 
these same revisions shall apply to the mitigation measures presented in Subchapter 4.16. 
 
DEIR pages 4.15-45, -93, -97, -119, -123, -139, and -143 in Subchapter 4.15, Transportation, 
figures were corrected to be consistent with the intersection LOS tables – there was a typo that 
occurred only on the LOS summary of figures.  However, the intersection improvement 
recommendations are based on the intersection analysis tables not the figures, therefore, no 
findings would change in the Traffic Impact Analysis or the DEIR.  Urban Crossroads provided a 
Response to Comments Letter containing the revised figures for the Traffic Impact Analysis.  Their 
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Response to Comments Letter is provided with this Final EIR as Appendix B and the modifications 
to figures are available for review therein. 
 
DEIR pages 4.15-100, -126, and -146, in Subchapter 4.15, Transportation, tables were corrected 
in response to a Comment Letter received from the City of Menifee.  This was a formatting change 
only and no findings or recommendations will change in the Traffic Impact Analysis or the DEIR.  
Urban Crossroads provided a Response to Comments Letter containing the revised tables for the 
Traffic Impact Analysis.  Their Response to Comments Letter is provided with this Final EIR as 
Appendix B and the modifications to figures are available for review therein. 

 
DEIR pages 5-6 and 5-13 in Chapter 5, Alternatives, text is corrected to include Mitigation 
Measures provided by the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians in their Comment Letter dated 3-
6-2020.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

Cultural Resources 
 

With adherence to Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures 
MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68, all potential impacts to cultural, and/or 
archaeological resources will be limited and reduced to a level of less than 
significant.  As a result, implementation of the proposed Project will not result in 
any unavoidable Project-specific or cumulative adverse impacts to cultural and/or 
archaeological resources. 

 
Tribal Cultural Resources 

 
All potential tribal cultural resources impacts would be limited and can be reduced 
to a less than significant impact level with adherence to Standard Condition SC-
CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-68.  As a result, 
there will not be any unavoidable Project specific or cumulative adverse impacts 
to tribal cultural resources from implementing the Project as proposed.  The Project 
tribal cultural resource impacts are less than significant. 

 
DEIR pages 6-7 and 6-15, in Chapter 6, Topical Issues, text is corrected to include Mitigation 
Measures provided by the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians in their Comment Letter dated 3-
6-2020.  The modifications are as follows: 
 

Cultural Resources 
 

With implementation of Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures 
MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68, the Project’s contribution to the cumulative loss 
of known and unknown cultural and/or archaeological resources in the County will 
be reduced to a level of less than significant. 

 
Tribal Cultural Resources 

 
With implementation of Standard Condition SC-CUL-1 and Mitigation Measures 
MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL- 68, the contribution of the proposed Project to the 
cumulative loss of known and unknown tribal cultural resources throughout the 
County would be reduced to a less than significant level. 
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