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CITY OF HESPERIA 
9700 Seventh Avenue 
--Hesperia, CA 92345 · 

NOTICE OF NEGATIVE DECLARATION ND-2019-01 

____________ . -~-=::-.:-:-:--Name ::-or -Title-:-of-::Project:::::General _:-Plan --Amendment =-GP.A 1-7:-00003~-&-=.lentative __ ~tract.~TD I: ____ _ 
-- - --- ---- -QQ0_Q2_JfT~1_!~~~)~ _ ---- --~=-=:~~-~---- ----- -- ---- .. - -· -- --- -- --·-- ---· ... - ... - - - -- ---- -. - -----------------

__ ·· -_ ___:___~~-~-=-_Locatiori:_on]he~wesf.siaejjf_Arrowhead _Lake~Roaa, _ap-proximatel},.~900_]eerso_utb=_oLC_alpella_ ----~----~~-
----_-_. --~--::-Avenue.-(AP.Ns-:·~039s;o3J-4l_&-_42)----- --- ·- --- ---- .- ~::-=--==----=.::..--=-.=-:::·~----~-~ . 

--~-~ -= :·:=~enfity~o_;rJ:i~rso-n(sHJndertaking~ro1ect:Yogesh.:_c;6radia:_~~=:~.:-:_~-~~-~~--~:~:~-~--~~~-~---~~~~~~~::~~•-:·~=~~-~~---

=~- ~~-~~ · --~-·_-:-~. ~~-Desc-ri-piion aof-Proiect:- Consideration _of__ General -Plan Amendment GPA 17-00003-:from Rural_ . . _ ~-- ~- -C----~- ·_-: 

·=-·=-- ----= .:~= -~·=:~ResicJential-Special DeVelopmerit (RR~SD)]c> Single~FamilyHesidence with a minimum lot.sizer_ --~-~~--~-- -·:._~_--~---- ~-- __ _ 
of 18J000 square feet (R1-18000), and Tentative Tract TT17-00002 ITT-1733ID,·to create 16 . . · 

·----·· -- ·_ · - --- -single-family residential lots on~1 t 1 · acres ~of ·a 20:2~gross acre site~ -The subdivision· inclu.des: a· ~-:~--~ - --=~ ~-- -•~ --c­

__ -~--- -~ ~~-:=-:.= ~1-2,073-.sq uare:-fooHor tcf :be~used _:·as~a:retentiort:-basin..~Th.Ef-s_ubdivisioh~-will--dedi.da.te~~~large~·--:. ":- :-~-~~--~ _--
----=~-- ~-:~~--portion ~:c;,f.the~~-property_for~.a=_drainage :easemenLto~-_all.ow~flows.Jo~be_co_nve:yedJhro_ugh~th_e· ·:.._ ___ --· _:._ · -= -" - · · 

-- .-- ·-property~ The -project will connect to:an existing 8-inch -PVC-water·lilie·in~Artowhead:La~e Road . 
.. ___ ~ · _ _The··subdivisio.n will use private .septic __ $y$temsJor_ sewage· disposaL.Arrowh~~-d Lak~ 8Q~d_ wiJI 

-- be -- constructed to -City . stan:dards, including . curb; .guttet, :._and --sidewalk- -across- the .project 
~Jron!~g~ ~nd_p~~el'l!e.l'l_t~~~e.rs ~eyond the.fron~age: :· ·· ____ ..... ____ :_ _ __ •·-· . ···-···-: __ _ 

,. - : Do_climentation-forthe~above_-referenced project is available-for public:inspedioli in thEfC(:fmniunity 
- Development Department. · · · · · -- -- ------ ----

-----·------ •----

····--PLirsuanf to provisions of the··califomia Environmental -Quality Act, the above.;.referenced project 
has been determined not to . have a significant effect upon the environment. An Environmental 
Impact Report will not be required. 

Reasons to. support this. finding are included in the written Initial Study prepared by the City of 
____ Hesperia P-lanning Division. _ __ _ 

This decision may be appealed by any aggrieved person, organization or agency. Appeals shall 
-----~be filed -beforeJheeffective date of the Negative-Declaration -listed~abpve.:-The Notice_: of-Appeal 

shall be in writing and shall be file~ with the appropriate fee at the City of Hesperia's public counter 
during ·normal business hciurs. ·· · ·· ------------ - - --

__ _________ . DANIEL_ALCAYAGA,AICP,SENIOR PLAN~ER _______ _ Date of Determination 
--------
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CITY OF HESPERIA PLANNING DIVISION 
9700 Seventh Avenue, Hesperia, C~lifomia 92345 

(760) 947-1224- FAX--(760) 947-1221 

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ND-2019-01 
Preparation Date: January 28, 2019 

=-~~=~=-- --~----Name or-Title :of Project: -Gerfer~Fela.n:~mjin~rnentGP.A 17-00003 & 'Tentative:· -TracfTT17=QQ~QOi IIT~===-:--~- ~--- ------
---- ------ ·. -1]339) ---- _ - _ ------ --- ------------ --- -------- ---- ----~-~---------- ----- ·• _ -· ·-· -· _______________ __ : ____ --- ---- --------. -----.--------------------------

=--~ ~~--~ -=-~-Location:--On-~he :_wes~sid~_-C?f -A~rq~h_¢_~~ =-_k~k~(-~~q, approximately-900_-f~_~t~:s9uth~of ~G~~p~lla.~~Y~D-~~.=-:~:-- -_­
. --- -- -- - -_ (APNs: 0398-Q~1"'41 & 42) -
-- - -- ----- - ·- - ---- --· - - - 4-·--· -· -· - . - - ---· --- --- . - -. ·- .. - --- -- - - ---- --- -- - ---...- --- - --- --··----- -- ---- -- -- --- -- -- ·- ·- ---- -·· -- ·· - --- --- ··--- ·- --- ---·------- · - ----- ---- .. - . ---· 

~-=-~ =-~~-~Entit~~-~__e~~~-~~~~~~~ina ~r~ecf Y ~g~sh_--~or~di~ ~~~~~~--~~~~ff~~n~e~~~~~~~o -Palos~verde, · ~~--~~~ ~-~ ~-=-- :~:-
--~ _ '-- ----'-90275 .... · __ . . -· ·- - - • -- -- - - - --- - --- - - - -- -- - ·---'- --· .- --- -- -- · ··_ ·:_c =-= ·- _: ~ .::-: ~~-- ,·- ·;.-- - · ··-- ·· -----

. . . 

---_ ~-Description of Proiect:--q9~n~id~r.ati9n ·ot G~_neral _plarl-Amendment GPA1 ?-00003.from ~u-~~I R~~~id~nt,ia,1- . 
-~~-=--8-_p~e~!~!-.~~~~~~@~~n_t-(~~-SD)--tc:> Sing~,~F-~~ily~~~si~-~~~~i!h -.~-till'J!~U~:l~t-!i~~ -9f t~;Q90-s,gu~re.feet-_ ~ 

·.·: ·· _., c°,~~~t11~~~;;;~J~'11!:aii~J:-1itf 2~i~~i~!~~~:~~~i::f 1l7a ~{)t!'e,::11i{~1~~':f ~~1::s~i .· · = ;c --. - --·-· . . - --- ---··-····--:- _9..,_..~---·--_· -- --c- . ~ ---· --·- - . -- ~- .---- -·-·-- ·· -:- _ _g __ ---- ··-· . ,__ ____ .. ·, --- .· ;-•··-·· · ' _. 
_____:::__.:·c.:__'- - :.::retention-basin~ The subdivision -will dedicate -a ·1arge-portion of -the property for-a drainage-easemenHo -- :=- - __ -:_..:_ - -- -

---- - -· --- allow flowsfo be-coriveyedtnrough-lhe.propertf Tne project wm·connect to a-n-existin9a;incf1E\TC~wafer ___ _ -·· -- -- · 
-:----line.in-Arrowhead Lake· Road. The;subdivisi9n-.will use -private septic-systems for sewage .. disposal.--::·.-- ---- __ _,_~- - --
---~Arrowhead Lake Road will be ·constructed ·to City ·standards,··including curb;-gutter;-and sidewalk-across --- ----~- -- -

-~_::_ __ the project frontage and ·pavement tapers beyond .the-.frontage.- ·- · - - -- -- ~- ~- -· --~- · _:____ . · ____ ___ :--~~-- ~-----~- ~ - -- ·--- · 

-~~--:Stat~ment_ of Findings;~I~~--p1annirig~_Q_ommi"s~i9_n_l:t~~--revJevv~qJ~-~: ~~~~ial -~tµ~y le>.r_thi!_l!PP_O~ed·-p~f! -~~-:: :.~_-.:~~-~-~:- :· 
and -has -found that there are no significant adverse environmental impacts to either the· man-made or · 
physi~I environmental setting -with inclusion of.the following mitigation measures and does hereby direct 
staff to file a Notice· of Determination, pursuant to the-California Environmental_ Quality Act (CEQA). 

Mitigation Measures: 
1. the applicanf shall water all unpaved areas as necessary _to control dust. 
2. A pre-construction survey for the burrowing owl shall· be conducted by a City-approved, licensed 

_ bioiogist, no more tfian--30 days prior to commencement of gradfng.· ___ ____ ________ _ _ - -
3. Three· co.pies of a protected plant -plan shall -be submitted to the Building -and -Safety Division 

showing the· i>resent location ·and--proposed treatme.nt of all smoke tree, species iffthe Agavacea 
family, .mesquite, large_creosote bushes,_ Joshua .trees, .. and other.plants-protected .by the .State __ _ 
Desert Nativ_e Plant Act. Prior -to . issuance of -a ·grading permit, the gradin_g · plan- shaii require 
transplanting·-of all -protected plants-as-specified-in the.approved protected plant plan-:-·'~- --_ --- ----

4:. Archeological and tribal moni_tors shall be present during all soil disturbing and grading activities 
consist~nt ~i~h t~e project's conditions of approval. 

A-copy of the Initial Study-a~d other applicable documents used to support the -proposed Mitigated Negative 
-Declaration is -available for~ review -at the City of Hesperia Planning-Departinerit:_- _:__ ___ --·-- --- -___ _:____ -- · ---· __ : ~- --

- -- -- -- -··pLiblic RevievfPeri6d?- Febiua- .::.1-_ ·2019 ttlroli h"March·2-2019 ----
--_---- -- • -..................................... ~a.a....a....=.;..;.;;...;;.; - •. - . ry I _ ·. _ -- .-· 9.-· -·· -- · ·· . _I · ·• ·· · · 

--~-- ~-~~-Jentativ~J:le~ririg~~~~:~E~btu~cyj~!±_0~-9A~a~~~~~,--~~j~ . =--~--~---. ··-==-~:~: -. -- -~ -. ·-_· __ . _: __ ~: =-- ----~~ ~~-~~------~ ·: ---c--

Attest: 

-------

~~:: ;_>~~-~~~~ElALCA)'A?.~~~~~~-~~~-~Nl0R:P-~~NER~~~:-~~~--~~~~~~~:~-:~ ~~~~=- ·:=~~-:::~;--~~~--- =~-:~;---~~==~ ~-~,;_:__::_~ 
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CITY OF HESPERIA 

--NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT 
NEGATIVE DECLAAA Tl()N 

CITY OF HESPERIA 

~~-~~:NOHC.EJSJ:fEREBY:GIVEN that-the-Gity-of-Hesperia-:has:prepared an:_En_viroom.e.otaHnJti_al:St . 
---.· .~recommending :adoption of-a ·Negative-0eclaration-for-the-foHowing-projects;-:-: ------ ------

-----'---- ·: _ --~~= ~ ·f __ J~~_q_n§!d.~!a~q--~n>t=fen~t~e.-::RacfTT-1J-O_Q002-{T]"-J7~~~HQ __ ~~~c:1~~j_Et~i~-g!~f~_!nil~~:____ __ _ _ _. ______ _ 
_____ _ ______ -.-· residential lots on 11.1:acres.ofa 20.2.gross.acres and.GeneraLPlan Amendment.GPA17:-_____ ---~-- ___ _ 
-~:-_-:-__ -:~---- - -- 00003 from·RR{SD) to'R1;.:-18000 on 20~2 gross~acres.locatect·on-the west side·-of· -'-. -~~ ------ - ,- ----~- __ :_· 
·,--=::- -:~-: · ,.: :Arrowheaa Lake Road; approximately 900:teet.south:-otca1pe11a Avenue -. --~ _-_-_-· -_ :. -----~- _ -__ - -_: 
__ · ___ -_ (Appjicant: Yoge;hGoradia: APNs: 0398-031-41 &~ - . ·- · 

·_: - Copies_ of the-appJication- and. enviro.rimentatciocuments are -on ~file with-~the Planhing _~bepartment ~- -_:_ -- :~-~. 
- -- -- ar_1ci -,are ay~ilable-for-publicinspection at-9700-Seventh Av~n_ue,-Hesp~ia.----. ---~-- - - - -- --

- ·Lead Agency-Co~tactPerson: -- Chris-Borchert; Actin{f Principaf Planner.(760f947-1231- -- .. 
· - - ---~ _:_-:_f~>c::CI6-0) 9~z~1-~~-L __ _ 

Published theweek of.January 14, 2019 

_po~ted on January 7, 2019 

Isl Cecilia Alonzo 
Secretary to the 

Planning Commission 

·-···- ~---- -·- - --- ----· .. --- ·•-- - - --- - --- - ----. 

; :_:_:;-~:L:;:-:o.••· ______________ :::=::::_ ---· .-- __ .··--_ ·-·--· ·- .. ··-·· : .. _-:··_ 
-•.·------ --- --- ··- ·-:·-· -· ··----------



· CITY OF HESPERIA INITIAL STUDY 
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

PROJECT. DESCRIPTION 

1. Project Title: General Plan Amendment GPA17-00003 ·& Tentative Tract 
TT17-00002 (TT-17339) 

2.'-~:Lead·Agency:Name: . ____ : __ _ --~---~-city1>f±lesperia-Planning:Division:==-: ____________ _ 
------Ac:ldress:· _---· --- --:.----... --· - -----=~-• · ___ ~--- -~----~-~zqo-§~ye!lth Avenue,-Hesperia,-CA 92345: 

~--==--=·-~ __ 3 __ contacf.F!e~o-~~ ;_~~~~~-~~;;_~~=--;~_o~nl~[~r-Alcaya_ga,_ALCP, s~nior Plan-r1et- ··-- ____________ _ 
-~~ --=--_-~--: -__ -_ -_ -Phone-number:~---_ ~----=--~--=-~---____ (t60)·94_7:-1330~ · 

-:--::~:~--~~~:·=-~--~=4.:_J:froject . .i..ocat1on:::.. :·:~ ~,~~-=-~:;-~~-:_::_:-~0-n lfle-wesf.sTde~otArrowhead__Lake_Road; approximatelY,:-900_:~. ~:~~~~~ -:~-_= 
-· ··· - ---- . - .. - . - - ·-- -· -_---·feet sc>,utlij>fC~lp~H~l~,y_eritJ.~.(A.PN~:_Q~JJ~:-0J1~41_ -~~4~):' - --- -- -·· - --- - - --

. ~:- -_ ~ -~~--::s.-__ · Projecfsponsor:-- · Yo~ esh .Goradia .. · --- ----- ------· - · -- --· -9 . ··- - ---·· -- -··----- ·•-.·--·- - -· 
· ·· .· 32063 Pacifica Drive · ----~Address: _ ___ _ 

-- .: __ · · Rancho-PalosVerde :CA-90275:---=·~~~--::::--- .~ 
. . . . . '. . . - .. -

. -- --- ----- · - -- --- -· - ___ _ .,..... - -- - ---- - - -_ --- .. _ _.. __ ·--· - ·. :. --- . -- - -- - - -
. ---- ·------ - . . - - - - -- - - --· --- - - - --- - - ----

-~. ;_-_ .• i: __ .. _: ;~~: ~ 6. _-_ ·o•nei'al-Plan ~&-:zoning:_ ~ -~ ~ :· ;~-~Tbe~site . is_ withfn_tb~j~y_ra1 ·Re$ldentlcJI -~Sp~gi~L[J~y~IQP!Yl~rJL.-~-~ ~ -~;_~ ~--: ~- :_ _ ~ 
·- -_--:--:~---_-.,- --- ~-: ~iRR .. SD)-zone ·- ·· -·- ., .. ·. --- - - -- ------' --- - -- - __ -~- - --

- -· -- - -- - . - - -· •... ---·-- .. . --

-~ i.~--D~s,c~iption of1)roject: -Consiaeration-ot'~Gen~ral -Plan Amendment i3PA 17 ;QQ0Q3_from _Rtiral- ·--- -- ·--· ·-- --
-R~sid~n_tlal~~J?~~*•I Develop!llent (RR-SD} -to Single-Family Residence with a m_inimum lot size 
of 18,000 square_ f~ef(R1-18_ooo)::. and-T~nfafive Tract ·n11-·00·002 TTT.:17339rtcf create :15 
single-fa-rnily -residential lotf ·on -11 .-1" acres· -of-a--20.2 gross -acre site. --The-:General"'=Plan 

------ ·-- .. ---- -- -- --~ AmeridmenConly-::a-ppUes_ ·to the ·east 11; 1 acres. ""Thef .. re·maining-·c__9~r~acres . wilr-remain .. --- ----- --· 
---undeveloped. Tfle suocfivisfon mcl·uaes a-l2;073 square- foorlono -oe-usea as a retention ba~1n. _ 

-The subdivis_iori .:will-dedicate ·a large portion ·of the property for a-drainage easement to allow 
flows to be conveyed through the property. The· project will connect to an existing .-a-inch PVC 
water line in Arrowhead Lake Road. The subdivision will use priv~te· septic systems for sewage 
disposal. Arrowhead Lake Road will be constructed to City- standards, including curb,- gutter, arid 
sidewalk across t~e project frontage and pavement tapers beyond the frontage, A_site pla_n for 

---the project is illustrated_on page 2. ___ __ ···------- __ __ · · 

a. S1.11iounding land iises-and setting:-(Briefly describe.the project's surroundings~) 

the iiroperties·-tothen-cirth and W~$farij--wifniri~the :R_R~20000 zor1e:--Jfie·-1a~~J9 !~~-~$Qlith-.:is· ---~- · 
within the Rural Residential -- Special-Development (RR-SD) _.zone .. The land to-the east.is zoned:_ ____ · ~ _ 
Public (P~Park/Rec). The properties _to the -nor:th are _vacant and inclu_~e a slngl~-f~mily ~e§.id~nce. 
The land is vacant to the south arid west. Hesperia Lake Park exists to the east. · 

9. Other public ·agency whose approval ·is re.quared (e.g., permits;: .financing approval,- or 
·· ------- - --·- participation ·agreemerit)-This-p·rojecl. is subject-to review and -approval.by-the-Mojave .Desert.Air -_ ... 
_· -~ · -_ ,- · - Q_uality ~ ·Man_ilgem~mt_ QjsJrj~t,- th~ ...::J-t~~~~rj~ Water District, -Southem -California --Edi$on, _: a:nd --: -· _ . __ _ 

···--·--·- -- Southwest.G~- - ~"- --- --- -- ---- - -- -- -- - - --- ··- - --- ------- - --· -

---- -· ----·------- -·- ·-·- •·-••------·-----·-··· ·-
·-······-- -•-•-•-••-- . ... . . _-• --•-••••••-----•-•••• -••--•-••••••• -•• -•• •••-•••-------·- ••• - -• •••n• •••-•-• • ' • ' . ' -·-- -·. •· -··-- ·•·· ----•-··.-·•·-··-·--·•·· ' . - . ---. 
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GPA17-00003 & TT17-00002 INITIAt"-STUDY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least 
one impact that is ,f"Potenlially-Significant Impact" as indicated by-the· checklist on-the following pages . 

. Aesthetics I I Agriculture & Forestry Air Quality 
Resources -

~Biolo-gical Res--ources~--; __ : __ - I---I-:Caltura1-Resoarces-:-:::--=-- -::Geology LSoils ___ ________ ____ __ _ 

:Greenb<>JJse.J3as -Emissions - .-::-I I ~Ma~ard~t_&Jiaz_ardous ~-_:_ -~-~ ~­
-Materials : -=::.-= 

-Hydrology./ Water--- - --=-: -
--Quality- -: -- - -

--~~r:i_9 tJ.se l Planning I I Minera_l ~e~ol:Jrqes_::_~~-~ ---~~= -~:-~ Noise. 

-Popuiation7Housing --_ . :Pubfic·Seivices · _; _ --~~;-- -~_::~ -=--:- Recreation - · -- --- --- -- -· -- -~~ 

Transpbrtatiorrt.Ttaffic-
·-

- ·~Utiliti~s / Service-syst~ms : _-_ :M.~mi~j9_i}i _i=_fn~ings of "~-:-
Signifi_cance _ __ _ _ 

~j ~;~~sJ~11~\~i 
J fine thaUhe_proposed project COULD. NOT .have:_.fsignificanfeffect_on- the~env1rorimenC .. .---, 
and a NEGATIVE. DECLARATION will be prepared. - . -- . -- - . 

X I I find that although the proposed project. could have a significant effect on the environment, 
· there-wj[:_0Q_f 6~ _a_~igr)ifjcaol J~ff~ct_jn _Jhj~--~se-be~use revisiOQ~_ J!i:tn_8-· p~~j~~ ~_ay~ _ ~~~n _ = 
made by or ·agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED· NEGATIVE DECLARATION . 
-will be prepared. - - · --- --

. . . ·- --· · .. . • - . -- .. . ·· - .. . . ·- . -· .. -·- ,. - . 1---1 

I find that the proposed prQject MAY-have--- a significant effect -on- the 
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 
I find that the · proposed project MAY have a 11potentially significant ~mpact" or "potentially 
significant µnl¢~ mitigated" irtJpact onJhe en~ironm~~t, but at least one effect 1) has been 
adequ·ate_ly analyzed in ·an earlier document pursuant to appl~(?able legai standards,_ ·and 2) 

··has-been ·addressed by mitigation ·measures .based -on _the ·earlier__an_aly$i$ as described -on_­
-the ~ttached -sheets; An ENVIRONMENTAL--IMPACT-REPORT is required, -but -it --must -
analyze only the effects that_remain to be addressed. 
-f ~find]hat iiifhoiigh the propo~ed. pr:oJect coiiltfna'le a sigriifi~nfeffeq-orfthe -enyir~iimen\,~~ 
--be·cause --all -potentiall.y. significant .effects (a) .have-been -analyzed~ adequately. in an earlier.-
f.:IR or NEGATIVE_ DECLARATION pursuant_ to applie@ble stand~rd~, ~m! (b) have be~n 
avoided ·or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including 
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the project, nothing further· is ·required. . . . - . -· .. -· . . - .. ·- ---- - .. . - -

-;;.---- --- ----~~=~~~ ~-~--. -:···--~- ---~=--:_ --~ - ·=-~-~ ~ -·· _· :~ :_· --- --- / ,.,.--z~·-:--- Jlf ::--=---:- - ·.··- - - --_ · ~~---:-:-~-~: -

. - --:-:"'·· __ _ .... . _.·.:..._.---- -- ..... -------------- -------- _._. _ _ .. - -· -

-~ -

0 

··_· ~ :~:~::AJ6a~ga, AIGMe~i~~1all~~~~-~~naPrir~1rDms1oli ~· . • .. ~~ ... _c.~ .. _ ~:-_-_- ~-~. c .: • . . , ... 
. . . .. 

- •-- ----• ·- - ---- -- --- •---- --- ·- ------ - ---- . ·-- --- - ---- - - -- - --- ___ ..._ ___ _ 

---- - .. :-- . _ _ ..,- . - . -- . . - .-·. . ---- - - - - --- - - - - ·-· - - - ------- - - - - -- ....,__ _____ ~ - - -- -

.:-~~-===~:~_:: =:_- _:~~ -·~---=:'~"=--_:-_-::-:::. -=:-- ~-:_.-:.: _~ --~-_:~ ~:.. ~--~~ ~-~~-:~- ': _~~~~_-:__ ~'.·~-::a:-3~ : :;_~~~-==--=· -:__:.·~~~ ? ~~i= ~·- ·--:~ ·-_ -- ~CITY~Oi=~HESPERIA~2::~--~~=~~-~ ~:~~ 
· -:_--- :·· _·_ ~---:-------- ----~. . -- - --- - - -- ·- ·- - - - : - .. ----- -- . ---~- -r- -;-• - - -- ------- - - - ---- __ .._, - ·-::- ·--- -- ----~.:... ___ _ 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1. A brief explanation is provided for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately 
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each 
question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources 
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls 
Qutsi_d~ -a_--fault -::rupture -zone).~A-''No--lmpact" -answecshould ~be-explained -where-it -is--:based .-on -- _ 
project-specific· factors --as -well :-as general standards (e.g., the project will :not-expose·:sensitive 

____ _____ _ recep)ors to _p-0lluta0_ts, · bas~_g c;,n~_p_i:_9j~Gt~§R~Gific __ s_creeniog analysis).___ __ __ __ : __ 
__ 2_. - ~JL~nswers -must take __ a_ecount -otthe_wbole_a_etionJoy_olved, Jricludin~f_off.;-site_as _well~as--on~site, _ _ _ 

-- - -- ----cumulative -as ::we!I ~:~~ -~pr9j~qt-l~vel, --indirect--as-well - as-direct;-and--construction_~as well -- as---- -------~-­
operational impacts. 

,- - - -3~. _O_ n¢e~Jhe__lead -agency==has~~aeterminedJhat __ a __ particular~_physical -impacFma-y::-0ccur,~then _the __ _____________ _ 
· · -_ checklist ansvvers-rnl._l_st indicate-whett,~t__t_b~ _irripa_ct i_s_p_qtenti~lly _significant, less thari significant 

-------- -- __ wlfh-rr,itjgatlon, or -less-than -significant ·-"Potentially Significant~lmpact"-is appropriate -if there is 
_ -- _ --~---~lJP§.t_ar:tti~I ~ evidence that an· effect may be significant. ___ If there- are one or more "Potentially 

Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is r~_g~j_red. _ 
----4~.---"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation -Incorporated" ·applies where -the 

___ _ _ ------incq_rporation :qf-rnitigation : measures has-reduced an -effect-frorn ~Potentially=Si9hificant-1rn-pact'!~to-- --­
---~a_ "Less Significant-lmpact." -The lead __ agency rnust __ describe_the_mitigation~measures;·~and_briefly __ 

explain -how-they -reduce -the effect -to-a less than significant-level -(mitigation --measures from 
_ §~~tion XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may _b~gro~§::-fef~renceg). _ 

5. 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. 
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: - · 

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 
b.- ·-1mpacts··Aaequately Aadre-ssed. Identify which effects from··u,e--above checklist were within 

--- -----the---scop1:fof and -aaeqaately-analyzed -irfcnnra-rlier aocument -pursuant to applicablelegal 
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based 
on the earlier analysis. 

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from 
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the 
project ___ _ _ __ __ . ___ _ ___ _ 

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to Jofgrmation 
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans; zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously 
prepared -or outside document should, where appropriate, · include a reference to the page . or 
pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7. Supporting informatiori--sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, 
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a 
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 

--- g_ - Th-e explanation-of each-issue should identify: - - -
- -~ a~-The sign_iflcance-cdteria orthreshold, if any, used to evaluate each question;-and 

· t?> Jhe 111itigatiqn -measu-re ·identified, if any, to reduce the _impact to_less than significance. 

--- - ---·- --=--=-==--~-=-:-=--=- = _ ~--:_-:--:-== ~ .- --- - - -- __ --- - _ 4 · .. .. . -=- --=--=-~-- -- --- ---------- - -·=- -· _ ··- . - .. . cn-Y~_OFi HESRERIA --- - ---- --
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L A!STHeTICS. Would the project 

a} Have a substantial advers~ effect on a scenic vista (1)? 

-=:--~~} Substantially carnage scenic resources;-including~ -our.noflimited -to--;-trees-;-
-----roci.<j>tit¢roppi1JQ~, -aogJJi~tgrt~-pi:Jil~!11gs-vyithin -a stat(:} -s~'}i91iigtfw,~y-(~ ~~= 
-----2)? - -~ . ·. ·. ·-·-- -- --- ___ · -_--· __ -_·· ______ · ___________ --·-·-- ___ · __ ---·,-·- - ·--·- ---· 

--~ c} -~_ub~tt;tri~ially-_q_~gt~<t~-Jhe -~~-i~ti_ng-visual-eharactef or.qual_i1y. t?Ob.~ J~_ite_-~_r,g~ 
--:- its-slirrounaings·(t&'·4)?--~~~--=- ~- .- =---· - · ·-:-- -________ .: 

___ .. d} _Create~_a :o.ew .. soi:frce· _of _sub~tantia.l ligh.t. o_r:_ gl~re_ which would _a,dy~~~ly __ 
-' -affect-day-or~tiighttime views~in the area {7)?~- . ---- --_ ---- --- ------.-- --

2!-1: 
li -B 
'El!: 
J!,! G: o.g, 
a.w 

-x 

i 
I 
0 z 

X 

___ -x-::= 

_x __ 

·::-~--=~~-::_-=comments.~. • -· - --- ----- ·--~---_-:_- --- ~ ____ -__ -_ -_,~---- --- -------~-- ----- · - --~--- -- -,.--- __ __ 
--~ --- - -The property is c1Jrrently'.vacant with scattered vegetation (1).·The·prgject i_!,_b~llDded_by !he Arrowhead - --

-- · . - bake-Raad-to- the-·east-,=r-t,e -site-is-not--in-slose-proximity--tq-any~cenic-vistas,-Scenic-resources or-historic-~ -- ----. ~~:=;- -. --buildi.rig$j2;·3 &.:Sa) .. Ar:rowhe~cCL_,~e _Roacfj~_hot. con~id~re~r~~ s~~i-~~jgh~ay. JQ<:l _sJj~s 'j,r~~~~~t{J~L~ -;~-~ ~- .. _ __ 
,::--:~~-- · -=- ~;x1$Ji~g_]~~ilopmerJr~-"~DtiEf¢µif~rif-s1t(( ~Qtfd_~!on.J~-~y1a~QC!l_ J_h~J~~~ pJe>j~c_\ V{Q~I~ :~~"~ J(~!mit~cf :: :~~~-~~-~ ~ : ~~ -
-- -- ·---- ---i~~a~_-up~_n _!h_~·~is~~ ·£~~.!:_a_C!(:l~~~t~E: ~rea. · Conseque~t~y ;_ th~~~i!~_js~~~t~~~jde~e~ -~ ~c~-n~c ~~so~rCE::-- -· 

-- - - . .. - - - -

The proposed reside_ntial subdivision will -not have any· adverse impact to the aesthetics_ of _the-are~ ·as the-_ 
residential-development :is ·subject-to· Title 16 ·zone district (S-&-·6);· which-limit ·the -building ·height an~ 
ptovide-fofrninirnuh'f yard and :lot coverage standard$· as.implemented ·through-.t~e building permit review 
pro~ss.5he proposed architectural designs and earth tone colprs of the buildings wilt ~mpleme_nnhe 

__ -surrounaing _dev¢1opmeiits.~onsequently, development of the -propose.d:·pr.ojectwilLnothave a significant 
negative~.impact_upon:the_vjsuaLcharaaer or quality of the area (4). ___ · 

-Ttie projectwilrproct'uce light similar tcf that already being·ptoduced by nearby developments and will be 
s~bject_ tp the -Oevelopme~t Code, which limits the amount of light produced at the boundary of the site, 
which will not have. an adverse impact upon the surrounding ·properties. The lighting standard will 
ensure that the development will not have an adverse impact upon the surrolincling properties. Further, 
lighting f!~ur~ mu~t b_e ho~_ded arid directed downward. ·· ---- -- -·· - . . - . - -- . - . 

--The Environmental_:-lmp·aat--Report (EIR) for the 2010 General .Plan Update -addressed-development to 
the maximum build-out of the General Plan (7). This project site_ is nofadjacent to sensitive land uses~ 

---:_1;3~-~e~ --~poi, -~~guJ~~io~n~ -=~ppli~at>I~ ~to--the --project,·-thef use wm ··n·ot-:-adversely _ affect day-:-or ·nighttime·-
-views .in the area.-Therefore,-ap.proval _of-the proposed .project wil[n-ofhaveJij1egativ:e_impact upon 
aesthetics. 

· ~--~;,-_~-,~~~---.-:=:_~:~·."-~~-_:_~--:- -~:..-;':~~-- ~ =-~_-=_-;-.:--~---~~-:---~~::-=:..=-:-=.:~-~:: -~.:..:::__ 5-:-:-.:~-~~-:'_-_ _ --":-:-;_::~~ --~:,=::::~ -==-~=~~ =-~--:~~--: ~ITY-.~F_:~ES!-_E_RI~--:_. ~~~-;;_.?:;~-? 
_. ___ _,:__________ _:_____ . ----- -- . --·--~---'-------- --

.. .. .,.. ... -.• •·· --· - ·-·· ·---· --- --·---- -· -- · ·-···- --·•·· ,._. ··•····· -- . . . . . . -

-· -'-- - --- ---·- -- - -----------· _. - - -- . ____ .:.:.,_ _____ ~---- --- --
------- -- ---·-- ------ -··------ --

-------· ------~~ ~~------
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H. AGRICULTURE: AND FOREST · RESOURCES. In determining whether 
impacts to agricul.tural resources are significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and State 
Assessment Model ( 1997) prepared by the CaHforni:a Dept. of Conservation as 
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are 
signiJicant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information 
compHed by the Califotnia Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding 
the _state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest Range Assessment 
Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and fores,t carbon 
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the 
California Air Re-sources Board. Would the project: 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
=-~=Importance _(Farmland), __ as_ shown -on -the-maps-prepared .. pursuant -to-the -­

---F~rml~Dd _ M_~ppir1g ~nAJOqnitoring --Pfogram--of -the California Resources 
--Agency, -to non-agricultural use {fil?,- - -- -- ------ ---- ------- -- ---- --

b) Cc>nflict ·vvith--existing -zoriirig fof agricultural use, ·or a·Williamson Acfcontract 
~ <9)? 
c) Conflict with existing zoning for,·:or cause rezoning of forest land (as defined iri 
-~=-~E> ublic=Resources -Code ~section ~12220(9)) ~timberlaiia -( as=:aefiri-ed by ~Public-
---· Resources · Code .Section-_ 4526); =-or timberland . zoned Timberland .. Production-

( as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g)) (9 & 10)? -- --
d) Result in the loss ofJorest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use 

(1-& :10)?-- -- ··--·----------- ----·-- --- -- -- -· ···--·--- - ---
e) lnyolve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location 

or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use (8 & 1 O)? 

Comments-. ---- - --
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The project site has been partially disturbed, and is not presently, nor does it have the appearance of 
previous agricultural uses. Additionally, the site does not contain any known unique agricultural soils. 
Based on the lack of neither past agricultural uses nor designated agricultural soils on the project site, it 
is concluded that the project will not result in significant adverse impacts to agriculture or significant 
agricultural soils. The soil at this location is classified by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service as Cajon­
Wascq, cool, compl~X; __ i to 9 _peccenLslop_es. This soiLis limited by moderate to high . soil blowing 
hazard, high water intake rate, and low to -·moderate available water capacity (8)._ Th~ proxirn_ity __ Qf,__ __ 
-cleveloped uses is· ·fu-rther evide6ce that ttie-··site is nofv1able for agriculture. The U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service (SC$) -Soil ~urvey of San Bernardino County California Mojave -
River Area states that "Urban and built-up land and water areas cannot be considered prime 

- -farmlamt .. " (20). The project is located within-an uroaniiecrarea which, according to the SCS, is-not __ _ 
considered prime farmland. The site is also not within the area designated by the State of California as 
"unique farmland (8)." The City of Hesperia General Plan does not designate the site for agricultural 
use nor is the land within a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, this project has no potential to be used 
for agriculture. 

-----~~The City and its Sphere of -lnfluence_(SOI) isJocated.-.within the Mojave bioregio"ff,- primarilf-wittiirftne-=~­
urban _and geser:t lancf u§e __ cla§_s~sJ10); The southernmost portions -of the ~City and _SOI contain a · 
narrow distribution of land within the -shrub and conifer woodland bioregion·s .. These-bioregions do not --- _____ _ 

------- containTLifficienHoresfl aijc[for-.viable-timber-ptoduction~nd are-ranked as-low-priority~lands-cap-e-s- (11 ):--- --- --~ -
----Tne-proJect-site-rs-Jocated -in an -urban :area--and-1s-substantially-surrounded by-urban~velopmeritJt)-~ - - _________ _ 

. --- - -Since fhesite- isnofforesfec,-fnis· project will · not have an impact upon forest land or timberland. 

---- _::::===:6=-_:_-=-=:- --_-·· •··· --· _ . .:.~:-· -- -_:..:_:~ _ _::_~ ···CITY-OF--HES_P.ERIA~= =--=--=--=---= ~-=--

--·-·-------·--- ··-- --- .. ---·-···- ---·- -··-·---~ - ---~-~----- --- -----··-
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II. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the sigmflCMCe criteria established by the· 
-

. I .. I 

applicable air quality management or air pottufron control district may be retied 
, upon to make the folowing determinations. Would the project: , . ul 

IC C: fiia: ts 
i=i~ i= rJ a • : • ! • 

£ gi ='] .§ 
I •• ; ,, ' ' ' ·, ,- •; • > • • :c . . .. ' -. C' ' .f! 6, I a ~ ~, 0 

Q.0 ~il :1: z 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan (12, .X 
--13-&-14)?-~---- -- ------ - ------

:-b) ~violate -any _:_air __ quality _standaid _or __ contribute_ -subst~_ntiaHy-to-ao. -e)cj~tjng _or__ -X · -
~: ~projected air_Quality violation (1.2, 13 & __ 14)? __ ~- __ --~-~ _ -~-----~-- :~-~---~-~ - -- -

·-c)··Res'Ult •iri a· cumulatively considerable· net increase-of ·anyyntenajiollutant for· 
- - ··--x--~--

:~~~~hieti~th~_pr9j~ct-region is non-attainm~nt~~nde!-~n_-~_eelic~-~!~-!~~e~8-I q~-state -
- ambient air quality staridard (including releasing emissions which exceed 

:~-==:--;-quan.ti_tattv~Jht(;3~hold~. fc;,rJ>:z:911~ prec:ot$ors) ·(12; · 13 ~&-14)? : - _:.:.. -- ~- --_-. ---_ :_=_ · · -- · - --

-~r~xpqsEf ~~J~~i~iy~ _r~OO._P!~~-_to __ ~i:J~t~Dd~r~ ~~p~ll~t~~t_ co~~~tra!i~n,~--(~_ ~-~ -~- .'X-
-· --13)7-- -- -· - -- - -- - --·. . - - ·- ·• -- . . .. ·- -- - - ·· ----

e) Create-objectionable_'odo~-affecJJng ·_a~sub~tantial number ·of p~opleJ1, · 4,-_ 1~: -· x"-
&13)? 

Gomrrients-:-- -:...:~-- --- ---- -· __ ·- -- - " · -- -- ·----=-=--=--=-~::._~---=-- .:.-=-:::_ =- -_ _:_·=_ ::__- -==-~ -~ -=-=--::_~-- --_- - -

-=-~-The_General-Pli~UpdaiEt:aod~·its~_Environrnen.tal~lrop.actReport_(EIR) ~addresses the~imp:act ·of-build-out-::-_--__ ---~- .- -~­
·in- accordance-with the Land Use Plan; ·-with·:emphasis-upon the-impact upon sensitive rec~ptQi"sJ12_-&--- =--_ - --- -

------ --~13)._ :.sensithi~ x~ceptorsj~f~r _tQ)~o~- lj~es and/cir a~Mtie_sJt}a.t a_r~_es~~i~l!Y _s~~sJti~e-~_C?_.P~C?_r-~ir __ __ - - ~---- ---
~quality~: Sensitiv~ -receptors typically-include .. homes·:· schools; __ playgrounds,_ hospitals, __ comtalescent 
homes, and othedacjlities where· childr~n or the elderly may congregate. These population.groups are 
generaily--rfrore-· sensitive to- poof air -quality~ The proposed -subaivision-- is- not expected -· to· provide 

--- - -poliution at-levels that would impact sensitive ·receptors.--~-- ·_ -·-= - -·- __ :_,- -~~'-- · · · - . - --- -~- -- · 
--- ---- -.--- -·-- ·- -------- -·- ·- ----- ---- - ----------- -·- ---------· ·•··· --- ---- - ---------------------

__ Tlie_MojaveDeserrAir-Quality Manag~em~nt Distna--(MPAQM_D)-ttas published·a numoerof-stodies~t~at ____ _ 
demonstrate .that the .Mojave Desert-Air-_-Basin (MDAB)· can -be _brought into a~ainment~for-particulate 
matter and ozone, if the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) achieves· attainment under its adopted Air Quality 
Management Plan. The High Desert and most of the remainder of the desert has been in compliance _with 
the federal particulate standards for the past 15 years (13). The ability of MDAQMD_ to comply with ozone 
ambient.air .qualitycstandards will depend_ upori the ability of SCAQMD to pring the ozone cqn~r1tr~tioris 

__________ and_ precursor_emissions into __ compliance _\l\lith...ar:nblentJ~i.( qu~lity -~ta1Jdf.i(d$. (1l_J j_J)._AJLY~~$J<:l_~ntifj~ 
- -~~ __ witbi11jh~-tl~~~ria G~n_~r~I-Plan are· classified as area·sources by the -MDAQMD (14). Programs have~-------­

been established in the Air Quality Attainmenf Pia-n wfiJch addresses-emissions-caused by area-sources~- -- ·-

. The project will have a temporary impact upon air quality during its construction. The Building and Safety 
--Divislon-dust controf measiires-- include -limited gracling anclsite watenng~atfring'-·construciiorCAs -a-further ___ _ 
safeguard against the potential.for blowing dust associated, site watering shall be contim.i_ed as needed to 
prevent nuisance dust in accordance with the mitigation measure on page ~3. 

-·The. General Pian· Update identifies· large areas where future · residential, ~ommercial, industrial, and . 
~ ~-:~ -=: ~_Jij~titµfjgijaf dev~foprj,~nt -Will _ Qq_(:~G _ rn_~_g~~_El~--~!l~ly_z~ !~e-!~p~ct ~~fair -quality upoh-build-out~of the ____ - --------- -
- - ----_,-~:...General· Plan~ Based-upon this analysis; ~the City-Council ~adopted a-finding ofa Statemenf of-:-Overndfng ~--~~---~:~~.:.-- -- · 

__ _-:,~ -·: -::· ·conside·ratlons·. dealing with-:air-ql.ialitY irnp~ct~_ (1 ~f As ·p~rt . of the General Plan ·.Upd~te :Environmental - · · · ----~ ---~- -­
~-~~lmpacLReporL.,(GeUEIR),-the-impact_:_of _ tesidea.tial~dev~lopJ:itenUo_JheJr1_aximum~[ow.able. ·densjty· __ :- :: --·.- · -----------

-- - ----- · p.ermitte.d_b_y_lbe_Land_Us.e-Plan was-analyzedlfle,projectecn,umoer of veliiaes-tnpsassociatea with--- ~--=--~---:-_: 
-~.:~==::. :~_Jfiis projecLis-analyzea ~witliirrSecUon )<V:4ran-sportation1Iraffic:-:Fartber:,jbejmpact:otth.e.=projecti:toes_ .::: ~~=~-_;_-:.:-
____ - _•·· J10t.JJ)eel_any_Jhreshold~hicli teq-Cdres air~ualit}q1haJysis or rnitig~tl9n_µ_11_cletlh_e_!\ir :au~ajtt~-Attainment · _______ _ 
----·-_ - -:-.---:- ' ·- ---~--::----~ --~-- ~---:-· ·----~------· --------:-----------:-:-·_-===.::_::._~ 

-~ ·--~'~:__·.:.--:-~- --- - --· ~- -= __ ----- ·-·---=~ _:-,- _:_~-~ ·. -- ---~:____-_- _~ ·- ,-__ --=-· 7-_-_-__ -" _______ .:. .. ~-- ----~ ---~- ~--- ·CITY:OF-1-iESPERIA~--·- ~~=-::.__-::-_:_·_ 
---- ---- ----------- ·- -,_--~ - --.--- ---··-:·······--·-·-·-- --. - ------- .,._ ... _______ ---- ••---·-- ------ --- ·· --- - ----- :- ~--- --- - ---- ----- -·-· 
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Plan (14). Consequently, the proposed development will not have a significant negative impact upon air 
quality, with imposition of mitigation measures. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial - adverse effect;- either directly or through :-habitat 
---modifications,~on any species -identified as a-candidate,-:sensitive, or-special­

.----:-status-species-in-Iocal--or-regional plans~-policies, or regulations, ~or by -the­
California Departmenf oTFlsh -incfGame-or U. S. Fish and Wildlife--=-service 
(16)?- ------ ------- ---

-bf Have a·substahtial advers_e_effe-crcrrnn,yripariarfhabitat or other sensitive-
naturaL community_ identified Jn -Iocal -or regionaLplans, __ p_oliciE:l_~, ___ a_mt 
regulations or by the California Departmenfof Fish and Game or U. S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (1 & 16)? ---

-c) ~ Have ~a-substantial-adverse-effect-on -Jederally~protected wetlands =as-defined­
~Y Section 404 of th~ __ Ql~~m Water Act (i1Jpludi[lg, .but not-limited !~~~rsh, _ 

_____ vernal pool, coastal, -etc.) · through __ ~direct _ removal, filling, - hydrological 
----:interr:uption_,~on,thermeans(1 &.16)? - ------- ------------------ ----- -------

d) Interfere: substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory 
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 

-corridcirs, or-imJ>ede-the use of native wildlife nurserfsites-(1 &-16)? ---------
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological ·resources, 

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance (1 & 17)? 
f)-Conflictwith-the-provisions of an adopted Habitat-Conservation-Plan,-Natural 
--Gommunity-Gonservation-Plan,--or-other-approved -local,--regional,-or-state 

habitat conservation olan (1 8)? 

Comments. 

»­= C 
Jg~ 
C !E 
.!? C: ~, 

X 

X 
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§ 
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x-

--x--

_X-

X 

The site is not expected to support the Mohave grou_nd squirrel, given the very low population levels of 
the species in the region and proximity to existing development. Further, the project site is outside the 
area considered suitable habitat for the species (19). Similarly, the potential for the existence of a 
deserffortoise upon the site is extremely low. The site is afso outside the range of the arroyo foad, 
which has-oeenao-cumented to inhabit a portion-of the Tapestry Specific-Plan and adjacent areas (1-9). 

Since the site contains native plant species, a biological survey was prepared· to determine the 
presence of the -desert tortoise,- Mohave ground squirrel, burrowing owl;loggerhead shrike, and sharp­
skinned hawk (16). The biological report states that none of these nor any other threatened or 
endangered species inhabit the site. Since the burrowing owl is not sensitive to development and may 
occupy the site at any time, a mitigation measure requiring another biological survey to determine their 
presence shall be submitted no more than 30 days prior to commencement of grading activities. 

A--protectea plant- plan- was prepared as part--of the ___ biologica[report. =-This _protected plant plan will 
ensure that 42 Joshua Trees which are protected under the City's Native_ Plant Protection Ordinance, ___ --~ 
will be relocated or_RI_otected in place _(16 & 17). A certain amount of which will not be protected astney- __ =-_-~----­
wm-be-□nsuitable-for transplanting -and/or are=unhealthy .-The-grading -plan· for the project shall-stipulate== 

-~_th~t c:1U-pr~t_~gteg_-plar,ts-iderillffed within-the report-wilfbe-relocated-or-protected-in-place.--The mitigation 
~easure is listed on page 23. ~---- -- ------ ----- - --- --- --------- ---- -- -------- ---

--_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_--:_-_-_-_________ .......................... = ............. --------...,...,.,,,,,,--,,.- -------------·- ------- ·----- ---- _:_:__-.--=~~-=a--=----:: - -- - -"~:=--~-~-=-~~:-~- · ~CITY_QF_~HESPERIA-=-----:::-::------=~-=-c-= 
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The project site ·is· not within the boundary of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other appr9ved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. The General Plan 
Background_ Technical _Report identifies two sensitive vegetation communities (18). These vegetation 
communities, the Southern Syc~fmo"r~-Alder Woodland and Mojave Riparian Forest comrrmnities, exist 
within.the Tapestry Specific .Plan and vicinity (18). The project .site is located approximately -less than 
one mi_le to the north within the developed portion of the City. Consequently, approval of the project will 

_ __ not have an illlPE~t u~o_n.biQl.9giQ~LresQ_u_r:~_~,~s~bj~g to the enclosed.mitigati'on measures:·· -·· - ·-- . 

V. ~ TURAL RESOURCES. Woutd the project: 

a) -·-cause:.·a substantiaf _:adverse~·-cfiange ___ in--the -s,gri1ficar1ce ·-of-·a nistoncal -
-~-:-.- resource as defined.in ·.section ~15064~5~(21 )r:~·_:_· _-: ~.- ·--~:-~- -- __ , ~ ___ - ----~~- ____ -
, b) --Cause, a substantial adverse -change -in: the . significance of an_ archaeolo.gical 

-- resource pursu~nt to Section 15064.5 .. (21 )? - --- - · - - · -· · 
cf01rectly · or . ma1redly -aestroy a -unrque-pareonlolog1cal ~resource OLS1te- or 

-----1-- ~ - ·unigue~geologicaHeature.(23)?::.::.-__ :_~-~:__:_=.:~.~ ·_·· ·-_--_~:_-~.:_~ _.::_-_ :..--::. .:_·_-'"_. __ --_-=,-__ - :. ·_' :. 

.c 

&-1: J Ii~ I i 1: ~ i U if! ~f l 
'8.1· ~,~ !r i 

~x:-::-

--x_ :· 
---1.:.._~x--

-X'---· d) · -Disturb- .any -human ·.remains, ~including· -those- -interred- outside-of-forinal: 
~---~cemeter1es~<24)'i~- ~---:-:_-~~~ ::--~-~ ~-~ --~ -~-~:- ~~:--- __ _ -_ -, _. ____ _:_ __ ----------~-"--, ~-----·----

---- --- --· -comments~~ .. :: .: .-.. ----~ -.--::.,_ - -_--=- ~- --··-·- -'-- - ----- - --- -- -- - -- -· · · - .. ---:-__ -- -~:··-.:.-··-.-::_·-·--

. --The Cultural Resources Sensitivity Map-within thEfCLiltufarResotfrce-6acl<gfound·tecllfiicarreporrof th_e ___ _ 
:. :.: --Generar f>larf -Update -·i11dicates :thafthe·-site-has a· high -·sensitivity- potentiaf-for --contairiing· culti.frar ---- --- ------­

:: - resources (23).-Past- -records -of _ archeological and ··.paleontological .resources were evaluated. This ·_ 
--:- ---~~r~search~was-compi"ted--fr6m.;records~-aftiie $outh centrai~Goasta1~,n-format1on -Cenfer-:focated af.ffie: ____ -_ --- -------
. · ·· California-State -University,Fullerton;- ·-·----------------- .. · 

----------The proje-ct was originally ·survey -in 2005 for -culturafrtisources: and a walkover was done in 201 i (22 & -- ---
58). Based on literature review, several record~d prehistoric-sites (a.village) and a one historical site (a 
can .. scatter and a· foundation) were identified within :·one -mile of-the project· area.. Historic maps 
indicated that a· portion of the alignment paralleling the Mojave River repre~enting the __ Mojave Trail 
exists near the .vicinity .of- the study area. The field survey failed · to find any remnants of the features 

- - --within lfie propeny-boun·aaries:·=-The 2005 ~si:iive}rfound ··a-:-sirrg1e~isolate- piete~"<>f·aebitage~ ·and ·the:· 
- subsequent :walkover in ·2017 found no additional cultural materials. --They-study found no indication of -
_$ubsurface p1ehistorical deposits evident_across the prop~ffy_._ __ ___ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ____ __ ____ _ _ _________ ______ _____ _ 

In the -event that-human-remains--are-discovered during grading -,activiti_es, -grading-shall-cease until the 
County .Coroner: has made the ·necessary findings iii accordance .with .the California _Environm.ental 
Quality Act .(CEQA) (24). ·should the Coroner determine that the remains are- Native American, the 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be contacted and _the_· remains !;hall be handle_d in_ 

-- _"acqordanc~ ~itn:Pub,i,c•Reso~rces Code Section 5097.-9R-The NAHC-has-indicatedthat t~e City and 
-----· -- -· -Sphere-of ·Influence ··does not-contain ariy -sacred-lands--(25).-Gonsequently~--approv~l -of-the-project-will --- - - -· - -
-~:~---->~=~--=~-~not. have:-a·n~impactupon:culturaLresources. :· -·_·::---- - --- --- · ---- · · 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOL$. Wot.dd the project: §, 
:.:;I 

II_ -~1- , __ _ 
ffl c..c;:: 11 ,. ~,,~ -31 

1S 
! I ·-- . -"'---·- . 
.§ 

:i 

::~:~:=_g~:~-:~-~~~f>I~-f:~,_~~-~/j-i_./E:--~--:CITY~OF~~~SPE~-i~}~-~~::~;~-i]~-~-
- -------- -- - --- - ~--~- - ----- ' -~--. . __ 
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a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by -the State 
Geologist for -the area or based on other substantial evidence of a 
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42 .(26_& 27). __ ~-~ 

--- ii) Strong seismi9 ground shaking (26 & 28)?--~----:--___ ___ _ _ 

-- -- iii) Seismic-related .ground failure,__includingJiquefaction .(8 & 26)? __ _ 
~== ,vfLanc1s·Iideslt6)? _____ ------- =- ____ _ 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss_of topsoiL(8}?_ 

c) 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- -rir off-sitEf: 

landslide, lateral s~reading~·sufisider,ce_! :liquefaction or collapse (8 & 26)? -
d) Be located on expansive .soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 

Building Code (f994), creating substantial risl<sto "life or properfy(8--& ·21)r ~---
-~) --H~ve-soil§ ~incap~ble -9f ...:adequat~IY-:sµpp9rting :Jhe ~~ use ~of.:septic Janks. or_ 

___ alternative _ wastewater_disposal -- systems where -sewers ·are·· not available -for 
------the dispo~~I of wastewater (8 &-27)? - - -- -- ------ --

_ comrrfents. · 

X 

X 

X 

~-x~ 
X 

X 

X 

-=X ~= 

The City and Sphere of lnflLience· (S-blfis-·near "se,ieral ·major]aults, including the Sari Andreas~-No-fth 
Frontal, Cleghorn, Cucamonga, Helendale, and San Jacinto faults (28). The nearest fault to the site is 
the North Frontal fault, located approximately five miles to the · east of the City. The Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Act-prohibits -structures-designed for human occupancy within 500 -feet-of-a--

~ major-active fault -and -200 -to 300 feet -from-minor-active -faults -(29).--The-project site is-not-located-within 
an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (26, 27 & 28). Further; the site is not in an area which has the 
potential for landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse (27). 

As a function of obtaining a building final, the proposed development will be built in compliance with the 
Hesperia Municipal Code and the Building Code (68), which ensures that the buildings will adequately 
resist the forces of an earthquake. In addition, prior to issuance of a grading permit, a soil study is 
required, which shall be used to determine the load bearing 9apacity of the native soil. Should-the load 
bearing capacity be determined to -be inadequate, -compaction or- other means of improving the load 
bearing capacity shall be performed in accordance with all development codes to assure that all 
structures will not be negatively affected oy the soil. 

The soil at this location is classified -by Ilie U.S. Soil Conservation Service as Cajon-Wasco,··cot5I; 
complex, 2 to 9 percent slopes. This soil is limited by moderate to high soil blowing hazard, high water 
intake rate, and low to moderate available water capacity (8). During construction, soil erosion will be 
limited through compliance with an approved erosion control plan in accordance with National Pollution 
Qisch_afgEL E_limination __ _§ystem (NPDES) _ and Storm Water _ Prevention Plan · (SWPP) _ regulations. 
Although disturbance of .the_ soil will result fr1 -s,gnificanfsoil loss· due to wind ·erqjion, _ tt:,_e_ sif~~will ~jJylly" 
developed with buildings, paved driveways, roads, and landscaping (4). These improvements --will 
ensure that soil disturbance will riot result in significant soil erosion. -

Sewer-is-not-in-pr-oximity-to-the._pr:ojectJocati.on_(30.)~- lhe_s_ubdiYision_is eJigible~to LLSJLs~ptic_aystenis 
---
---- -- --- -because ~li-the -lots·-:sizes ·are -a minimum ot=1a~ooo square Jeecccfrfsistent -:with-=ttiEr~aaoptetlTocal :... ___ -__ -_ ---
==---- --=----=---~g~nQy--Management-P-rog~(~)_j7 A). -C.onsequently, _.approval_ ct.the _projecLwilLnoL bay_e_an 

·-- -_ - impacn.1pon geology or soils. ·· - - - - -- -- - - --- ---- ---

- --···------· ----~-- -----

- ------- ----- --- -_, __ · -~.::· ------ -- ---- --- . ---=-~~=~ ·::_ -__ -_ .::·:· .-:~- -----~-10 --- --- --- ~- -_ .CITY.QF-:HESPERIA'= 
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VI. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. ·Would the project:: 

-a) -_Generate -greenhouse ___ gas emissions; ~either~ directly ·or indirectly, that may~-
--~ have -a signific.ant-in,p~ctcm Jhe_ en.v.iroo_m.~ht (311?- - --- ----------
~b )--C-onfUct-with-an ·applicable-plan, -policy_-or regulation adopted -for-the -purpose=· 
~f )"educing lhe- eni1ssi~n .of.greenhouse 1iases(31;-32· &~33)?___ -

ii 
~!e i~ 
n.l 

C: 

C: C :-1~ C 1i: ~! E ~I 
fa C -.c :JC 
~,~ sr 

~x--
··--·• =~-x __ 

~ 
f 
i 

~~_?-=-=--~ -~- ==comments■-~~- ~~~- ~=--~-- -~_-_i~-=:-~~~- ~~~- =-~--~:----=-~~--~--==~~=: ___ -~~~__:__ -~--~--~ __ _ __ _ _ ___ _ __ _ _ _ ___________ _ 
__ ___ __ __ . --~AssembiyBill _~2 require~ Ihe CaUfomia .Air Resources ~Board~(C6RB).fo _develop_ re·gulatloris-and }riarlceC ____ _ 
- -- -- _~-- ---mechanisms that-will ultimately reduce California's .greenhouse gas.-emissions·to·1990 levels ~by-2020.--" -
-.. _-_ ~-__ -_ -__ .. -~ In additicfrr,·. senafe·._sm -~7 requires thaf-a11 · local -agencies an·a1yz(f -tt1e impact of greenhouse ·g~·ses -· -: 

__ u=n~der ~QA and task.the_ Office of Planning and Research. (OPR)Jo_ develQJ} CEQA_guidelines "for the· 
· - -- · --~·-m1tigatio·n-of g'reenhouse-gas emis.sions qrthe·effects-of greenhouse·gas-emissions~:." ·--: · -·- --- · · · ·· ·· · ·· ·_ · --_ --- -· 

- -· ----- - · - --.-- ·- ~- --- - ~ - ' . - ._·_ ..i .: - - _ .. -. - - - · - ~ .::.- ·-~ _ _ ·_:__·:- ...:.....-•· ....:.._ t:.;: _ _ __ _ ;:_ ___ _ - __ _ _:_ .. .• . - .--: ·--- · - -- ----- - ··- - __ ;_:'-__ _. _.:: __ -_i ··-,_ , _ __ __ - ._ ~·_;._:·~-· - ---- -

_:_~--~--~:="--: •. "-~-on Aprii~13,: _2009,- OPRsubmitted to the ,Secretary.fotNaturai"~Resources -its _proposed ame-~d~~~fu ·t~:-=~-: {~-;~-~~-~: :~ 
-~-: ~-- --~ -~ --=--the ·stat~-qEQA G~i~efiD~esJoj-=gfeenhouse:ga-semissioiis·, as req-uired-.-by-Senate.BiiL97~1Chapter]85~-:-- -~-:~. -:-_"_-- ~_-:·--

- _ _ 2007). The Natural Resources·Agency forwarded the adopted amend~ents.:and the entire rulemaking -
----file_-tci -tfie_ 0:ffic~i ~f A.dminh~trati'l~. ~~wJOA1.tPnJ)~Gember-·3t, -:2oojL~Qr:( r~~Il:l_~rtJ_Et .Z9J.Q~~QA~:~.:-:~~-- ~--

-approved .the Amendments, which became effective on March 18, -2010 (73)~ -This lni_tiaLstudy ha§i -.. : · __ · . __ 
-ine9rporated the~Efl\/la.rch· 1-8, 201 o Amendments~· · -- -· 

L:ead agem;:i·es:may· U$e·the · environmental ·documentation <>f a pre_viously_ adopted ·Plarr to-determine-that-~ -
a-project's-incremental iantribution io·-a-cumulative· -effect· is -not -cumulatively-considerable-if-the -project­
complies with the .. requir~ments _of.the Plan or-mitigation program under_specified circumsfances:~As· part 
of the General Plan Update, the City adopted a Climate Action __ Plan _ (CAP)(31 ). The CAP provides 
policies along with -implementation _ ~nd monitoring which will enable the CitY _ of Hesperia. t~ reduce 
greenhouse emissions 29 percent below business as usual by 2020, consistent with AB 32 (32). 

_ _Qevelopmenf of . the -propJ>sed -development is consistent. ~ith J!le g~~entiolJse gas (GH~) emissions 
analyzed by the -General _ Plan ·Update Environrrtental Impact Report (GPUEIR)>-The development will -­
meet energy conservaUor:,s-measiifes fhafmeef or ·exceed Title-·24 standards.~ Landscape -areas withiff --­

____ ___ __ ___ Jhe :development .are._required.Jo ensure . water~_efficient plants _and .a . low-tlow_Jrrigatiori _system are 
maintained .. In -addition, a water-budget '. is required ·to- ensure a water efficient laridscaping-arid-irrigation 

--- system: Consequently, ·the· imp·acfupon-GHG-emissions associated with the propo~ed ·project is-less-than 
significant. · · 

VIIL HAZARDS AND ~RDOUS MATER1ALS. Would the project: C: 

f1= I ti 1 ;= i 1 1~ . t::'l!:e Ft 
n. i · ~ r •j ~ I 

i 
.5 
i 

_a)~~!~e_JLsigoifi~~Lh~~-_:__t~~t'!S ·e~~~~~:?!~~e~ ~~r~_nn_1ent_ tbrQugb_ ~ I 1---- 1 -x -
-- - rout1ne transporti-usej or a1sQosal ol tiazardous materials (4 &'34)?-- ---~ .. 

· t>)~teate. '. -a ~~sig-nificant~tiazard~to :_-the=-:pab1ic __ octhe7."environment~through:I 1~~1 ~-~x~---1- · ~-- · ~I - ------. ----~- ---

=-=eel •-:~~e:~=~=~~~~~:i~~4~:~~s~~~M~~~~~~-~== 
~::~~-~~-=;-~'.~-~~--=~-~~ ;t~~~~;~f?~~=i·~~-~~~~~~-~-~~~-±~~J=_~--~-~ ~~~-~'~:;~~•-~~~~~~t~-?~};~;~r~r~Jff~~~~PE:R1A·=-----~~~-~~-~=~jy_: 

- -- - -
-
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c) Emit hazardous emIssIons or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school (4}? 

d) Be located on a site -wnicn is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would create a significant hazard to the public or the environment (1 }? 

_e_)Eor:__a_p[ojectJocated_within an _airportJand use_plan or, wh~J"e such a __ plan has _ 
-• not been _aaopted, Within-two-- miles ____ of a-public -airport or _public~use_=airport, -
would the projecf iesulf in a safety hazard for people residing or working in 

---~ ~:the project-area (18)? -- - ----- --- ---------- ---------- -- --- --- :_ --- - ---- - --------- - ---

f) Fo"r ,f--r,fecfWittiin·-rnevicinic-of ·a-rivatefairstri ---would the --·tcfecrresult in--a--- ___________ p ___ j __ - - - -- -- -----· ---------- - - y __ _____ __ ______ p _____________ __ ___________ p, _____________________________ p ___ j _____ _______________ ------------
·safety-hazard for people residing or working in the project area (36)? · --

_ g) ·· lmpaicimplementation of or -physically interfere with_an~adopted~emergency 
- - response plan o{ emergency evacuation plan-(37)? ~=----·-_:· ·=·-- ---- -- - - -~=:-:· -----

h) -Expose--pemp1e· or" -·structures· to··-~r -·significant risk -of loss, _injury_or __ death·= 
involving wildland fires,-including where wildlarids-are adjacent to-urbanized ­
areas or where residences are intermixed witn wildlands (4)? 

·- -- Comments.::.~-~-~---==-: -... :- ------- -

X 

X 

X 

-----•--x-

x-__ 
X 

-- -~-- ----·The -project site is not listed in any-of-the following -hazardou~sites-database -systems,so .. it-is -unlikely __ _ --
----~_:_::::-:::::~-=::]h-af haiaraous-maforials-exisfon~site: · --------- ------------- -------- -----· ---·- --- .... __________ __ ___ --- -- - ---- ------ - --- ----- ------------- -

--•~ National __ Prio_ritiei_L.isfWWW~ epa. gov/superfund/sites/q uery/basic: fitrri·'.~~--~l~rof national ___ prio.JJti~-~ 
among the known releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances, pollutants, or 
contaminants throughout the United States. There are no known National Priorities List sites in 
the City of Hesperia . 

• --site·---------Mitigation and ·srownfields Reuse -·------ -Program Database 
--- www.-dtsc.ca:-q-ov1database1Ca1sites/1ndex.-cfm:-·--This-dat~base ( also known as Cal Sites) ·identifies-­

sites that have known contamination or sites that may have reason for further investigation. 
There are no known Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program sites in the City of Hesperia. 

• Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System 
www.epa.gov/enviro/html/rcris/rcris query java.html. Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Information System is a national program management and inventory system of hazardous waste 

_ handlers._There are 53 Resource Conservati_on __ ang__R_~covefY Act facilities in the City of 
Hesperia, however, the project site is not a listed site. 

• Comprehensive Environmental Response C-ompen-saffon ___ ancf Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS) (http;l/cfpub;epa;qov/supercpad/cur-Sites/srchsites.cfm). This database - contains --
information on hazardous waste sites, potentially hazardous waste sites, and remedial activities 
-~icross· the-nation. There is one Superfund site in the City-of Hesperia,-hbwever, the project site is 
not located within or adjacent to the Superfund site. 

• Solid Waste Information System (SWIS) (http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/SWIS/Search.asp). The SWIS 
database contains information on solid waste facilities, operations, and disposal sites throughout 
the State of California. There are three solid waste facilities ·in the City of Hesperia, however the 

. project site i_s not listed. - --- . --- ---- - ------ --- - - --- - - ---- - --- - - -- - ----- --------------- . ··----- ------------------

• Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFT)/ Spills, Leaks;--lnvestigations and Cleanups (SLIC) 
(http://geotracker.waterboards:ca.gov/search/)._ This site tracks regulatory data ·about 

___ __ u_nd.~rgrQL!8-<tftJ_8-I .J~_r:,~~,=1.Y.~Lpipeli_r,_~s, .. and--public drinking~water._supplies.-There areJourteen=. __ _ 
LUELsites.in.the_CityotHe_speria, _six~otw@diare~ciiiaed_c_as_e_s~ The proJec.t_sJte]s~r:ioil1s1acLas----­

- _: a CUFT:-site ana-tnefe-are--n·a~sucsites irrthe City·-otHespefia~ 
•-+here-are~n9.known formerly~Used .. Deferise-Sites.withinJheJimits_o~_the _City_ofH~e_~ria. 

~---~ -:-: __ -:-_~~-- "'.:'.:=-J 2 _:_~ :~~---.. ::~ -:__-~~.;_~-=~--- ---:- _ ----~-·:-==-==-~c1TY_Of HESPERIA-~~~:=-~_:_-=--:-:-.::~== 
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Formerly Used Defense Sites 
http://hq.environmental.usace.army.mil/programs/fuds/fudsinv/fudsinv.html. 

The proposed· subdivision ·will not conflict with air traffic··11or emergency-evacuation plans. The site -is 
just -over three miles east from the Hesperia Airport and-is therefore not within a restricted use zone_ 
associated with air operations (36). Consequently,. implementation of the project will not cause safety 

____ h_az_ards -to air op~rations. The site is also not alon__gAn emergMcy evacuation route or near_ a potential 
:-~~~=~~emerg~ncy ~t,~lter (37).-Conse.quently;th~ pIQj~~-wm·nQtJmfilfere yvjth·emergency evacL1ation ~p_l~ns~_- ·- ··· -- ----- --- -----

·--= :.-: ·:-..:: -- - ::=--_The: proje·ct1s-potential-for--:exposing-people·-and .::propetty~to _fire~and-·other-hazards.:was =also.-examined ;:=::-=- -~ ~ :~-~ =_:_<=:=·=: 
--::==~=~_:.=-:The-site-is- located-within-an-urbanized-area: .-:The:-southernmost-andvVesternmost-:--portions-:o0he Gity=-.-=---=--==--~ :-:-::_·:-:--:= 

- - ------ ·-·:--~re -~atJisk,· due primarily to proximity-to the -San B~_r~ard,ino- National Forest (38 &-43). __ -AIJ new--~-:· ------~ -~---
~~------- -~: struclures--associated with this -project will ~be .. construcl:ed--to-the -latest .building standards--including.·. ~-- -~ ··· ·- · 

-- -- -~_-applicat:ile-fire codes:-All~residences--=are +equfred to havEifire-~sprinklers:-Sart-:Bernardino~ Cou-nty"- Fire·,~~-::=~ -- ----
.. · admin,isters the weed ·-abatement-program to redu9e the. pqtential-Qf_-vegetation--fires;··Consequently, · · 
.. ~-approvaf of. the ·pro}ecl_.wiu· nothave any1mpact~upo-n··cfr' be- ·affected-.by-.hazarcis.~and~hazardolis.~materiai$ __ 
~-'_ with compliance with-an ·approvedHMBP and reqLiired_rnitigation-ineasures;--·· · -·· ·· --- =---- -·-

_ IX. HYDROLOGY.AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:. _ . ___ _ 

__, ~1: ~ ::;t1·· c1:;-1- ts._··1-· · ''··°'·-~....:-· -:m 5 · -~ ·5 .Q -~-:5 ··- ~ - ----c !E - .... . !E --a; .... !E - -- -e ··· .s C m C ·- . m C ..,. 

-~~ ~~~ .j~ ~ 

-~fViolate ~ny wafer qual,~y standards or waste d!scnar9~_-requi~~~~t~J~9J? 

·o). Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially · with 
-~----g~Q!J~gw.ater_recharg~_~u~h _tt,_~!_th~r~-~~L:Jld_~~~~Q~tdeficltJn aq_~if~r __ v~h.~me 

or a lowering of the local groundwater table level·(e.g.,·the production rate of 
--- ---pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not-support 

existing farid uses or planned··uses·forwhich permits have·been··granted) (41 
&42)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing ·drainage pattern of the site or area, including· 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 
would result :in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site (441? 

-d) Substantially-alter the-existing drainage ·pattern-of-the site-or area,~-including 
-~-through the alteration of the ·course _of ~a. sfream~or~nver, .or substantially 

increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
:-: .::in flooding on,;;.··or off..;site (44)? -- - ----- -- -- ·· --·- -- - --· ·· -- - · · •-- · 

_etCre_ate_ O[_C.Ontribute runoff water. which._ wouJa .ex~eed]he _e_apa_city_Qf __ existing 
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff (44)? 

f) otherwise substantially degradewater quality (44)? 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 
- --Flood· Hazard -soundary-of · Flooa· 1nsuranct=rRate-Map-orother··f1ood ·hazard-
--=-~delineation map (4 & 45}? - - ~-- -~ . -:: ~-~- .... ~ ~-- -~~ -~- >- . :~-.: -_ - - - ... . 
h) Place within·a -100-ye~~-fl~od:ha~ar~tar~a _stru~~r~swhichwo~ld imp~9~ o_r · 
--, redire.d..flood flows .(~h-45-~5J}1. -~ ·· · - · 

-- x·--
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=-=--......:..... -

1

,r tXP-os.e____pe®)e or _structures to --a s1grnf1canl risk of los_§Jl]ury or . aeatti ___ , , __ 
::--::~·:..._--:-l. _ _ _jnvolvi-n-g~~flo1rding;jncludingJlooding::as:-:a~[esult-uf Jbe-failure:~ota~leY..ee~o.r~.I ____ , ___ ,. 

--dam(44&53)? _ _ · _ _ -- · ·· _________ ===~~~~~" 
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j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow (46)? X 

Comments. 
Development of the site will disturb more than one-acre of land area. Consequently, the project will be 
required to file a Notice of Intent (NOi) and obtain a general construction National Pollution Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit prior to land disturbance (39). Issuance of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention-Plan (SWPPP)will -also-be~required, whichspecifies the-Best-Management-Pr~ctice$•:_{8M.I:) 
that will be implemented to-prevent construction pollutants from contacting storm -water (40).-Obtaining 

___ Jbe_J~_eO_E_S_and __ implemel1ting the __ svve_e_e__i~_required_by th~_ S_t~t_~_W_~t~r ~esource_~_J;_g_n_trol Board 
______ (W.RGB) _and_ the~Califofni~fRegional _Watecaua1ity_ ContcoJ_B_oa(d_(BWQCB)~~-rhesenire-mandatQIY and 

- -- ----------NPDES-and -SWPpe=hav.e :beerfcieemed -adequate -by-these -agenci~s. -to :rrHtig~~~ ~pQ!~_rl!l~I impacts -to - --­
water quaJity during_project construction. 

-The develo-pment -may change --absorption -rates -and potential drainage ~patterns; -as ~weU -as-::affecFthe -------
afnoilnt -of-surfa-ce water -runoff_ {4).~Therefore,--th-e-ptojecCshalLretain -the ·drainage _created _:on~site -
be-yond that which has-occurred historically within ari approved drainage system in accordance with City-- -­
·of Hesperia Resolution -89-16 -(44). The proposed development is-not allowed to concentrate or redirect 

-_------ -storrrfwater-flow :-A- retentiorn;>asin 1s proposecfto · harrdle -tt1e sites7ncrease-in-runoff,-the~project-site-:-is~ =-
-- --~ -~-n-oUmpacted_:_(6_9).=Tbeietenti_onJacilities.~re_quJre_d_by the City for- the -development will ensure -that no 

--. -additio·r,al -storni water runoff impacts the- area and that-any. contaminarits~Wilr be filter~_d from --storm :. 
water. runoff _ priorJo_any~_release. __ The _ release wilr-be- no- greater~ :than-=_tfie_=anfo_UhLof3lihoff j.i\thich ___ __ _ 
currently -leaves the site prior to development. In addition, the site is not within -a Flood Zone, based 
upor,the·latest Flood Insurance RateMar:f(54r -_----- __ _ 

The City is ·aownstream of three dams.These are the Mojave Forks, Cedar Springs, and Lake Arrowhead 
Dams. hi the event of a catastrophic failure of one or more of the dams, a portion of the project site has 
the potential .to -be -inundated-by -floodwater-(44 & 53). The a·reas most affected_by_~f_daniJailute are 

-----------located -in -the low-lying-areas -oLsouthern--Rancho :Las _Elores,~most_ofJhe_Antelope_Valley_Wash,_aod 
properties near the Mojave River. The _project is not considered an essential or critical facility, and does 
not store large quantities of hazardous material. The project-is-Yequired to be_ constructed consistent with 
the recommendations of a hydrological study prepared by a State-certified engineer (69). 

The City of Hesperia is located just north of the Cajon Pass at an elevation of over 2,500 feet above sea 
level, which is over 60 miles from the Pacific Ocean. As such, the City is. not under threat of a tsunami, 

-otherwise known as a seismic sea wave (46). Similarly, the potential for a.seiche to occur is remote, given 
the limited number of large_water bodies within the City and its sphere. A seichewould potentially occur 
only in proximity to Silverwood Lake, Hesperia Lake and at recharge basins (46). In addition, the water 
table is significantly more than 50 feet from the surface. Therefore, the mechanisms necessary to create 
a mudflow; a steep hillsig~_ ~ith grQundY@jer n_ear the surface, does not exist_at this location {8). ____ _ 

The Mojave Water Agency (MWA) has adopted a regional water management plan for the Mojave River 
basin. The Plan references a physical solution that forms part of the Judgment in City of Barstow, et. al. 
vs. City of Adelanto, et. al., Riverside Supertor Court Case No. 208548, an adjudication of water rights in 
the Mojave River Basin Area (Judgment).- Pursuant to the Judgm~nt and its physical solution, the 

---overara-ffintlie -Mojave RiveYBasin is--addressee, - irq:fart;--byc reating -fin-ancial -mechanisms-to -im-port 
necessary supplemental water~suppfies. The -MWA has obligatec:ritself ifrtdef-the-Judgmenf'!to secure 

-supplemental. water as necessary-to fully implementthe provisions of this Judgment." · Based upon this 
__ informationJbe_projecLWilL□otba_\le_a_signffi_Q_ant_irm:~act on water-resources not already addressed in the 
- -Judgment or the C1fy's-uroan WatefManagement Plarr-(UWMP) aaoptecl in 1998:-Furthetmore~~rletter--

--=~--· _ _:_-__ --------=---:_=:dated =-May-:21-;-:1997 -Jr.om-:-the~MWA's =-:legal =-c.o.ur,$et:_confim:,~q_~_f9r_=the =-City-Jh_?.t~tb~~~p_bys.ical-solution --=-==-=--:=-=--::= 
______ _:_ __ S_tipJJlatec:ttCLby the Hesperia Water DistriqtprQy~s. the mechanism to im~ort additional w~!~r SURplies -

- ------
--- -mto-tlie-oasm-{4JJ.- - - - ---- -- - -- -

__________ ____ ______ ..:_ _::___ ___ ~---~----~-=---== -.--::--... -=----=-~~ _ _:__ ___ ---:--:-~-----:-~=--_:1,itr-: ~. __ ..: ::~- ·- -. _: - - -- =-_._: --:..::~-=-~ -=-~~ClT-Y~OF~HESPERIA-::-_.__ - -. ____ -- __ 

-- - -- - - --·--·---- ---·-- --- ·-----·- - -------
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The Hesperia Water District (HWD) is the water purveyor for the City and much of its Sphere of Influence 
(SOI). The UWMP indicate$ that the City is currently using available water s_upply, which is projected to 
match demand beyond the· year ~2030 (42). The HVVD has m·aintained a water surplus through purchase 
of water transfers, allocations carried -over from previous years, and recharge efforts. .Therefore, the 
impact upon fo,d~ologi~nd water quality associated with the proje~ is considered-less than significant. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project: 

a) Physically divide art.established community (1 )? 

~J c;;_on,flj~_twith-~ny~applicat>le land u~e plan, pol_iqy~ or regl)lation of-an _agency · 
~ ~-= -_with -juri~diction~qver the -projecf(mciuqing~--b~uff.iof liryj~ed-t9-tt1e general plan-~-­
---~_specific l>lan, local co~stal ·progr~m, :9r -~OIJ!rJ9 .-~o~~IJ~n~J :~dopted '. for the· 

urnose of avoiding'ormitigating an environmental effect {47)? · -- - -
. -~)- Conflict with "any applicable · ha-bitat -~f)~e_rvat~on P!~n _-or-naturaFcomrm.irmy · 

---1··-'· ·con~rv_atio~plah -(18)?..:.::. •-=·.-~-:::>:--~--=----=: -_:.:..· ___ .:. __ : _'. ..::.:. ~--=.: -=-·::.:.· ___ :::.:~_.-:.. ·=·.:_·-:_ 

~1: 
i fJ 
C!e ,~ 
D..0 

-.Comments.;--:_- --------:---- -- · ·--: --~ -- - - · · -- - -- ----- --------- ---- -

i 
Q. .s 
0 z 

X 

-x ---

_,--~=-

___ ___ -_J__b_e site is curr~ntly"vacant and a residential subdivision is -proposed on·the site (1).Therefore, the use 
- will no~ physi,~ally--divide·.-~an ~estabiisheci ·comm-unity. :fi __ general _plan·,_amerjdment_to~_R1·~1a0o(f-_iS: 

--- consistent with zoning of -nearby .properties . . The. current zoning-RR(SD) allows development with _a 
--. ---"s"pecific pian, which· allows a· subaivisicin of varying lotsizes . .Tli~ density of t_hiif sLibaivisio·n· is· sill'lilar t9 

_ -- -- - what can· be ·developed With a specific plan (47 & 61 ). The project-site•·is nofwithin the .boundary of an 
-.-. -- adopted -Ra6itat :Conservatlon-Plari~- Naturar Commuriity- :conservation -Plan, or ·other·~-approved local,~-_--__ -· --~------~-

-.-----regional, or state habltat~coflservation plate TtieGenera1 ·p1f.lfl-Backgrour,a_ Tectaoi~I -·~ep~rt-identifiesiwo-- - ·-- - --
- --~~.:sensitive: vegetation ·communities (18). These:vegetation. communities, -the Southern _ Sycamore Alder ... 

. Woodland and Mojave Riparian Forest community, exisfwithin the tapestry Specific Plan and vicinity· 
(18) . . The · project site is located just ·under ·one mile to the north -of this specific plan within the 
developed · portion of t~e C1ty. Therefore, development of the project would h~ve a less . than significant 
impact upon.land use and planning. · -

XI. MINERAL RESOlJRCES. Would the project: 

.a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
value .to the region and the resident~ of the state ·(48)? __ . ~ __ 

___ ____ _b}_ R~sult in _the_ loss _of availability of_ a_lcicallyj~p_p_!taQLrrii~~r~I j~cj~r~~­
- -::---·:- -_-::-1· ~:-,-recovery __ site_:ge1,ne~t~d cm.-~ 1<;>~1-igen~ral. plan, -::~pe_cifi_c_plan pr __ o.\be.t lan.d~ 
---:· - -- - --··use plan-(48)?·-·:- · -- -- - -c - -- - - · - - -- · • - - - -- ·- · - • - ·- -, - ~ - -- ---- --

;:.,.­= C: 

Iii 
IQ = ~, 

i 
C. 
.i 
0 :z 

X 

x · 

-~= --comments~- ··- -·-.· ___ --,, - -·----- - --~------~~~---___ ·-·.--· ···-------·-- ---- -·----
. ---- -- ·· -Actordin~o-'-data-in-.cthe--Conservation..:.e1ement...:.:0Ltbe£ityLGeneraLeJan,_:rio_natur.ally_J)ccurijng -· - - ---~ 

'.:::_~~~~~~~im~ort~·~tn,in~ral resources -occur within:the~projecfsitel•rKnown :mineral-resoufces .wjth7n~tl1Ef.Citf="-=":=~-~-~:--~~~~ 
~ -~ _- - 11nd-:SJ)J,ere--iR-Glude~sand- and ~grave]cwhich-~re ·-prevaleriLwithin~-Wash_. -areas~·and~actfye··_str~~m~- _ ~~-~;;~~ 
------ -channels:-Sandana-:-gfavel -is~ornmon -wittrrn-ttre·-vrctor-Valley. A1thoogh ·the- project -is-near-a- ---- ~--:-- - -

·------------·-- - . .. ---------- - ---- ---- -- --- ---- - - --------------- - ---~- --- - ... --- ---- -- - ----- -- - - - - --

:_·- .:~-. ·_:· __ · _ -_~--~ --~~ f ·;_ .. -~~:~-~ ?::._-~_.,;~~ :::_-_-___ -_-_ -=--~~-:-_:_]5~~=-~=:~--~~~---. -- --~:·:~~-=-=~. -~-~~-_-:_crtv~OEHESPERIA~---~-~:~~=-~~= 
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wash/river, which contains sand and gravel, the mineral resources within the property are not unique 
locally or regionally and need not be preserved. Consequently, the proposed project would not have an 
impact upon mineral resources. 

XII. NOISE. Would the project result in: 

afExposure of persons-to or generation --oFnoise·levels-in excess ofstanaaras 
__ established __ in _the _local _general_ plan _:_or _noise ___ ordinance, _or._applica6Ie-~ 

standards of other agencies {1, 4 & 49)? _______ --- - ---
b)-Exposure of persons to or g~neration=of~excessive·groundborne vibration or 
--- ··groundborne noise lev~ls {50 & Si)?-~ ---:. - - ·· ==- -_____ --
c) -A substantial perrnarierifincrease in ambient noise levels iri-the projecfvicinity" 
- ·•above levels existing -without·the project (52)? -- ---"-- -- ·-· --=--= 
d)_ A substantial tempcirary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the 
proJect v1cTmty above levels ex1sfing without the pro1ect (52)?-. - - --- · · ·--- -=-~--
e) Fo_r a J:?roject located-vvi!hirt-an -airpq~ Jan~t-use:plan:or,-wh~_r~ such-a:p_lan has­
- not __ be_en ·adopted;-within two __ miles_ of __ a public _airpJ>rt or public_ use airpor:t, --

------ would the project expose people residing-or-'-working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels {36)? 

.f) For a.project within the vicinity of a private __ airstrip, would _the _project expose 
people residing or working in the project area to ·excessive noise levels (36)? 

Comments. 

~-·· c: J Ii! ;·· ~1: .. · .... r3 ~~ --- ~r3 ... 
1!:ie 1-ie F-!S (; 
(l)c (l)c: (/)t: CC o .Ql m .Ql : · m .Ql CE 
Q.(/) ..JU> : ..:J(/) ..:. 

-----x-=--

:::_X·= 

·.x~ 

X 

0 
m 
Q. 1--~-----

_§ 
0 z 

---X...::..: 

X 

· App'r·oval of the proposed project will result in ootn construction noise and operatic>"nal -noise, mostly- ­
associatea · witli trucks -ana vehicular traffic tcnaifd -from-tne·-site~:-According-to-the-Ge·neraI-pIan;-tha"~~­
majority of noise sources within the City are mobile sources, which include motor-vehicles and aircraft 
(49). Freeways, major arterials, railroads, airports, industrial, commercial, and other human activities 
contribute to noise levels. Noises associated with this type of project will be mostly from traffic caused 
by arriving and departing vehicles. 

Construction noise levels associated _w_ith any future constrLJction activities will be slight_ly _high_er than 
the existing ambient noise levels in tb~ _yicinity of the project site. Noise generated by construction 
equipment, including trucks, graders, backhoes~ well --drilling equipment, bull-dozers, concrete ___ mixers 
and portable generators can -reach high levels and -is typically one of the sources . for .. th~ -highest 
potential noise impact of a project. However, the construction noise would subside once construction is 
·completed. The proposed project must adhefeto-there-quirements of the City of Hesperia Noise _____ __ _ 
Ordinance (49). The Noise Ordinance contains an exemption from the noise level regulations during 
grading and construction activities occurring between 7:00 AM. and 7:00 P.M., Monday through 
Saturday, except federal holidays. · 

-_The nearest major ro~qway _ i!l _ the vi9j!:}_ity t9~_ tb~ de'{~lopment is Arrowlieacr[ake Roaa ·alcfrfg- th_e __ -
eastern project boundary. This arterial --roadway generates noise levels ·up to 56 CNEL (55).--The _-_ __ 
proposed land uses are not sen_sitive to noise. The · boundary of the _ site is 111.9re than three -mil~s from 

______ the-Hesperia. Airport,_At-this . .distance,_tb·e_proje_cLis_no.Unip_acte_cLb_y any __ safety_z.on_e.5_as.SJ>_ciate_d_witb, ___ _ 
- · this_p_rivate -airport (36)7:tJELproJect site· is- eve-ri--fafrtlier fromtheSoutnern California[ogistics Airport--

---(SCtA)-ana]he-Apple.Valley:-Airj:rorrana-will -nut-oe-affected-by.=anrsafety~zonesJor~these=-airports._:. In ___ ___ · 
~-- addition, .. the_site_ ·is_oveLthree .miles from the BurHngtg_0 __ N_QctlJ~m_Santa Fe Railro~g___(~1 & 56)-=--.··~--· 
-- - ·· -Therefore,=area:=impacts by-noise-ana~vioratiorf~feneratea-oy-thel>fojecrare-less=tharF-sign·ifieant~ - - --

-· --- - -- -=~-- _--·---- . __ · ---------=-~-::·-~ ·· :._~-- -- -- ~ · ~--;- ~ ~ ___ _:_16 _: __ :--- ~=--: -=.::0:~~=-~~-=--:-::--~ =-~~--~~:~~~-ClfYJjf:JHESPERIA-==-=~~~=~-~ -=-~ 
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Certain activities particularly sensitive to noise include sleeping, studying, reading, leisure·, and other 
activities requiring relaxation or concentration, which will not be impacted. Hospitals at1d convalescent 

--homes; churches, libraries, and childcare facilities · are" also considered noise-sensitive uses ~-as are 
residential and school uses. The nearest sensitive use is Ranchero Middle School located one mile to 

_ th~ west. p~nstruction noise will subdue once the construction p~ase is· completed. 

-=--==-- ----- ---The~ General · ·Plan:-~Update __ id~.otifie~r.:: ar.eas-=.where·- future ·· residential, --·commercial,--i·ndustrial,- -and ------ - - --­
__ :~-~---~---~-- ili-stitutional_ -development -Will -occ_ur: ·The-GPUEIR-analyzed ··· the -n<>ise-.- impact·:upon build~outof_the·=~~------~----- ---
: __ :_~--:--.General -Plan -to~the.J-r1aximum~11llowablEEdensity-permitted-byjhe-L-and -Use\Plan.-~Based~uponJh.e.:-_~~~:-~----

analysis;ihe-city-council ·adppted ·a ·finding of-a-Statement-of -overriding-Considerations~dealing-with __ _ ·--
nqise impacts -(15). N_o ~dditional noi~~-~im,pact beyon~ that previously analyzed would occur.---------

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Woutd the project: 

_-- --~ : :- ~.- ~
1
~-~p~duc~- ~~st~ntialJ~~gulatio~ gr~~t:l in:~n:~r7~,:@~~het_di~ectl~J{~r-exan'}~leJ­
_,_='by propos1ng new homes and -~u~1nes~~s) _(2f _1n_~,r~~ly (for:example,-through_ 

-_ --·extension ·ofroads:Or.othe(inlrastructure) (41?~~-=----~ ~---:- -~- · ~ _,-~--- ~- - ~~- ~ ~ _-:-_~ 
b) Displace substantial .:·numbers --of- -existing· housing, necessitating· the 
--~ -construction-of ret>lacement housinq el$eWhenn 1 )? _ _:_ - -_- -

__ c) _Displace_ sub$tanlial numbers Qf people, . n~~ssj_tating th~_ qo115-tru~j9.n _ of_ 
replacement housing elsewhere (1 -& 9)?·----. ·· _:. _ ---- - -- - - --- - . 

Cornm~nts. - - -- -- - --·--_ -. ------- ---- - -----
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-----Tlie _site-is~ in-close--proxirr,ity-to~at~r.-~l'.ld ·Clther-utility-systems-(30):-:-As -a-·result;-·development-of-the- ---~ 
-project would -not --require significant ,extension of major imp_rovements ~to_existing public- facilities~ The _ 
site· is vacant and. is identified for residential development (1 & 9). Therefore, _the project Will riot displace 
any existing housing, n~~ssitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 

The popula_tion _ i_n _ H~§jp~ria t,~s increas~d ma_irily b~cause _ of the availabi_lity of affordaple housing in the 
bigh _de~-~rt_and its·proximityjothe job.-rich _areas_of the_lnland_Empire~ the proposed development will 
not induce substantial population growth as the deveiopment will _ p-roviae- additionaf-=hou$ing=·­
o·pportunities--fci future and existin~fr~sidents~ Based upon -the -liinitecf size, ·developmenfoflheproject - --

-would have a I~~~ than s,ignificanf itnpc!~ up_tm p~pulation and housing. 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. ;5 

c~ c:1- c1: ~!_·2 ~~ Iii .rn Ii 
C:.:, IC i .ea,~ , Cl) .ea 

..J6'..:::: ...J, C/) 

a) .Would the project resulUn.substantiaLadverse physical impacts.associated__! I I _JL __ 
_ · -,_ -wi(h "ihe --prov,~i.on: _ Qf. '1~yv-~r ·phy~!qally:~~!e:~~~·:go~~~~m~r:it~I_ f~cilities;= need-
~~ -for rte~ ·or·phy~ical_ly -~l!e_re~ g~~~m~~nt~_I facili!ies,-:the construction ofwhich _ 
~ oould-oause---signifiGant--enviranmental-- -i!m)act~-in--o_rder t~ --.:mainta_in-~ __ _ 
---acceptable=ser:.vice::ratiosrrespons~times-or--0tber_pedoonance_objective.s_ for -~~ - __ 

---1·-.:.~-an _~ot:the -:--□blicseniices"1·& -2 :" ~-- -- ----~-----_ --=--- =·: __ ,_= ~~--·-' --: __ :'::.-~_:...'-::.:..-:-.-:""'.:_·_-:-_·:-: · ::~_:-_-::: -----

~ r 
0 z 

---1--Fire -oroteciion?-:(-1:.:&:2l----' - -- --------·-, ·...:...::_::-_.::...= --=-~~:.: -~--- ------ -~- - ___ __::_ ____ -_--- ·---X--=-_, ___ , ___ _ 

-=:..:c,_:=.:..:.;:~=- .-.:..~~ ---=- . .-:-=-:.::: ___ - C - _ --=-:--- - -__ -:-~---= -.=-.:-· -_ -=.-=::=.:..::...:.:.-~=--=- : :--=-::::71-:; -...: -:: · _ _:_ =- :-~2-::-=:~-:.~ ;:----· ~~-~ -~-~ :=· ~.:.:-::-2..~ ·:c1tv--01=~-HEsPERiA~ -=-:·=--=-~-:=: =-: -==,-=--~-
- . . . -----·-• - ·--- -- - - ·.··- --- - ·-·. ·- -- - ·--- - -- --=- :·- - · -·· - · -,- ..... _ ____ --- ----- ----- - ----- --- -- --._- · .--- - -:-- ·_: ___ _______ ·_- --.---- -

·:----•-----
-· - ----·-- -· -----. - .-:- -- -- --- --- -- ---
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Police protection? (1 & 2) X 

Schools? (1 & 2) X 

Parks? (1 & 2) X 

Other public facilities? (1 & 2) X 

__ Comments. ~----------
The prciposed prcijecfwilrcreate a very slight increase in demand for public services (2): The pfoject will 

~ --- ·----~:.-.: connect to an -·existing-water line •in-•Arrowhead L.:ake-~Road -: (30).-The-subdivision-will-use private septic··:--·- - ~-~-- --- ------­
------------·· systemscfor·seWage·-dis):fo-'sal.-FuU ·streerimpfavements··ccitt1prise-a -,wcorb~gutter;-a11dsidewa1k·wm -be - :--· ---

- constructed --·along the project frontage as part of development -of · the site (6-1). Additionally, 
-__ dev.etopm_entimpact fees will be assessed at the tim~Jhat_b_ylldiog~p~r_mits ctre issued for construction _--
-~~- of the site· (59). ThesEHees are aesignecncf ensure that appropriate 1eve1s···on~apitai-resources w,11 be---:--~----

- ~:__ _availableJo_serve any_ future development. Consequently, satisfactory_ lev.els __ of public services will be_:=~~--
maintained. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a significant impact upon public services. · 

XV!-tRECREATION. 

a) Would the-··project ·increase·· the use· ·at existing neighborhood and regional 
--- -- ·parks- or ___ other ____ recreational facilities such that -. subsfantial ---physicar 

deterioration of the facilitv would occur or be accelerated (9)? 
b) Does the project · include recreational facilities or require the construction or 

·expansion-of · recreational facilities which -might -have ·-an -adverse-physical 
- _ effect on the environment-(4)? ' 

Comments. 

2-c 
:ii 5 c i.:: 

.SP= ig 
X 

X 

ts 
(U 
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.§ 
0 z 

Due to the low number of homes, along with the larger lot sizes which allow for recreational 
opportunities, the impact to neighborhood and regional parks would be minimal if any. The size of the 
prgject would _not re_quire construction of any new facilities either, therefore no impact is foreseen. 

XVI. TRANSPO'RTA TION / TRAFF.IC. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized 

-- --travel -ana -relevant ·· co111ponents_of _thEf-circ□1ation-system~including · but not · 
-- --limited-=to --interseclions, streets, highways ana -freeways,=~pedesfrian :and 

bicvcle oaths; and mass transit {63)? --- - - -- --
_b)_C.oofl_i_cLwi.th~an__appJicabJe c.ongestion ·management ·P-rogram, · including,J)J)_t_ 

_ _ . - not -limitea to level of service- stana~ras !:)na-travelaerffancnrfeasutes) or 
~ : other:-standards =established-=:byJbe:=county ~-congestio_n-r11cmagementagency_­

for designated ~p~g_s __ pr highways-(64)? 

1?:-1: 
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c) Result iri a change in air traffic patterns, incluaing either an increase in traffic X 
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks (36)? 

d) Substantially increase hazards d~e to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or X 
dangerous- intersections)·- or incompatible uses (e:g., farm equipment) -(1 &-
.61)? -- --

e) Result in inadequat~ emerg~ncy access (4)? - . x-
-f) -=:Conflict _with :adopted_: policies,~_plaos;-or-:-:pl"ograrns_::J~garding ~publlc=-tr~najt;-~ --X-
~bicycle;--or--pedestrian . facilities,_ or_ otherwise -decrease the-performance __ or_ 
=· ~ s·afetiof sucn_faciliti~$ ~-<t;4 & 65)?-

- - - ---- - . -- -- . ---- -- --- . - ----·------ - --- --- -- - ·--

-- - ··----- - --- - - -- ---- ---- - - ----

--------. ---- ·eomm'e-.,ts~ -~-~- ----- · ·_ -· __ -- -· -- ----- ------ -------- -------- --------------------- ----------- ----- __ _ 
_ ---- - - -- The-proposed project fronts upol')_ Arrowhead lake RoacCwhich-are to· be construct~d as a 1-00.:foot wide -_-- ---~-~--- ·: -~ "-- -_-

---==-~-----Artenafioadway_(&3fAs~parfoLdevelopmenf of]t,is projecl,~Arrowhead :Lake Road_ wi)L_b_~ :9Qh_stnJgl~c;tJ~-~: ~~-:----~~==-=_- _:__~ 
-City-sta-naards;_ ihcludirig°__G~IP, _gy1;t~r, and_ ~j_q~walk tcross-· the project frontage -and- pavement-tapers~---- - - --- - ~: __ 
-beyond the frgntage,·improving safety:-.Access toand within-the-site has been ~v~l~atjd_~y_tj_cif~the-CiJy .: __ 
-aric the SaifBemardino CciulitY-Fire_Department.- · -

-:_:-::-~ :_~~The City's-_:General Plan-includes a non-motorized- transportation- network {?~r-:-:rlle_-s1te fronts upon----~. 
~~--=-.::::__-_::-~--Arrowheaa-·take:Road~which-is-part:of-the-Bikeway:System-PlarJ.:-:f.\-Cl~_!,s Jl-:bi~El!-path_~wi_ltl:J~i_111a~ely-1>e.~~--:_:_-_~-C.~_:_ 
_ -~ ~--=--~--_-constructedwithinArrowheadtake-Road~This will p[QYid~a.yia.bl~_~lt~Jnativ~ tc,Jt}_~ u~~ 9f_a~to11]obiles~ _ --- ---~-----~-::-- ~- _-. -~ 

--·- -. -~-----~-:The projecf site ·is ___ located just_ o_v~r-tllre~Jrjiles-from-the_ t-:te~f?E1~a_ Airp9J1 ~~tj.Js not within- an airport safety -· - --· - -_--- - · 
-- - - -~-zone-(9).-Consequently, the project will _i,ot cause a_ch~nge in_air_traffic patterns-nor- a-nJncreaseJn- traffiQ __ -- -_:_~_ ~- ~~ 

-- - _ - lev~ls _9r-l_ocatio11.--The-project -site will also -not impact the_ air-traffic patterns .for _the_ Southern _California __ 
- -- - - l~gistics A1rporfnor the-Apple Valley Airport. _ - -- - - -- - -- - --- -~ - -- . ---- -- --- - --

___ - ---Accorcfing fr,- the lnstltute--of Traffi6 Eiigineers~Trip Generatiori~9th-Edi_tion~- approval of the prop_o-t?ed ·-16-
----- Jot -suodivision woula createcfrlestimatea-153-aailyvenicle-trips {9:57-daily-trip-s--per-dwelling-unit):-­

Based upori -the street improvements -to -be -constructed, the impact upon transportation __ facilities 
associated with the proposed -development is considered to be less than · significant. · During the 
developm_erit review process, there were extensive revisions to the tract map's internal circulation plan 
in order to limit the number of connections along Arrowhead Lake Road. ·1n addition, payment of the 
required development impact fees_ at the time of building permit issuaoce -will provid~ f_un~iQg _for the 

----- ____ -construction _of arterial roadways and _traffic_signa_lsJo reduc_eJheJropaqt~ _ of __ @c:tc:titicmal vehicular traff!q_'.___ 

------ - --· 

The City's Circulation Plan is consistent with· the Congestion Management Program (CMP) for San_ 
----- ·: __ Bernardino 'County :(64).The CMP-requires a-minimum __ Level_of Servi~:(LOS) standarq of~11E~=Whe_11·-a--_~~~--~ -~ 

~j@sdlgl(>h req~~r~~-'- m_itigati_on to a- higher LOS,_ then -the jurisdiction's_ standard takes precedence. The 
Circulation Element requires a-m-inimum LOS of D~for street segments· instead of LOS E.The-Element also-- - -
~strives to.maintain a LOS of C or better-on roadways which exhibit an LOS better than D._The LOS of 
Arrowhead Lake Road, which .is B, will not_be significantly negatively affected by the _number Qf ~ehicle 

~:trips to be created by the-proposed ·16 lot su_bdivision. As a r~.sult,._t~e proj~_ct's impact upon traffic_wmrwt 
________ :-e~~e~_tb~ i,:np~~ ~rJaty~_Qy_!he GPUEIR._--_ -___ - -__ ____ __ ____ ___ _ _ ________ _ 

--'-::-c---~ ~--f~!f~G.~ner~~ ~~Ian {)pctate -identifies:_ ar~as ~where---future" residential,:· ccimmerdai~~~-indusfriaf,~- ana-~~-~-~-~~~~-:- --~ 
- --- ·_ -: institutional developmentwill-occur:·The GPUE-IR analyzed "theirhpact-iJpon-transportatioli-at~build.:.c,ut-: ,-- -~----:----
~~~~Qf~tt-1~_-0~o~f~l_:et@__rJ-:-Jo-the maximU_!!l-allowable--=derisity~ermitted_byJhe~Larid_Use __ elah~-:Basediip_otlJb.e ::. ·--~ ~--'.- ~­
~-------analysis,the-City~ounciLadopted~~Lfiadiag_ oiaSfatementof Overriding --Consia:erations dealmg-~-----~~- -­
-:--:-~-=-- ~ :-:-~~-~transportatio-n impactslf 5):~~~-:-=:-=-:=:-::::.--:-:~_,._-_----::-=---:: ;~. ~- ~-==~ ----~>-----~-:_-·_::_ =-=--7-- -= ~--- -=---=-- __:_---=::_-__ -'._-=-=:-:-_7~~? __ ~~~ --~----~ 

.. -----·- ----------·- - ---- ---- - --- . - - --- . . -- ---· ------~ ----------- : ____ --~- -- ----

~~~~~---~=~: ---_ _:~~-=--:::=--=--~;~-~:~~~--~~--_;:: -~·:·-~=~~~i;~~1~~~=--~~-~>-~ __ ._:_:_~--- -~~=-------~--~~~a_1~:~fH~~~~~I~~~~~~~~--~ 
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xvn.-TRl:BAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. 

a) 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,_ fe_atu~,J:>_~g_~, cultural landscape that _is_g_eographically __ cf~fin~~L 
in terms of the size and scope of the. landscape, ·sacred place, or object with 

-fultl.Jral value to.a California Native American tribe, and that is:------------------ - -
-i)-listed or eligible for-listing ·in the California-Register-of-Historical-Resources;:: 
--- or in a localregisfer-·0Fhi5-toricarresources as defined in Public Resources-

.?!-1:: 
i!~ 
'c!e 
Q) C: 
o.2> a. (/) 

Code section 5020.1 (k), or~:~--- -- ----- - - ---- --- - ---- • -----

I 

-----• ·ii)-A-resource·determined .by the .lead agency;-in-itsdiscretion-and·supported .by I I ---x --~ 
- su~st~o!I~L ~"(i<!~r19-e,__ to~--~~-_ s_ign_ifi_c~11l_-p!,J_r§u~nt __ to criteri~_.§_6-t fqrtl) _ jn 

subdivision_ ( c) of Public Resources Code Section .5024.1 ~ ..In ·applying the 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code ·Section 5024.1, 

-_ tt,e-le?d~agency-shaU~consider-thesignificance_-qfJl]e_fe_~QU[C~JoJtGalifornia 
NativeAmerican tribe.____ _ ___ __ __ ___ _ ___ ______ _ __ _ __ _____ _ _ ________ _ 

ts 
tU 
Q. 
_§ 
0 :z 

--x---

---~=The -q,.iestions· ~relatea~~fo :·impa-cts fo--~tribaf cultural ·resources-=-requi"fea as-~paft~of Assembly =sm ··52·------­
approved by therOffice'---ott\am:i11istrative Law on September 27, 2016 wetErinclag~crirrthis-checklist. All 
California Native Ameri9an tribes that requested .to be informed .pursuant to Public _R~sources Code 
21080.3.1(a) (aka -AB-52) and California -Government Code Sections 65352;3,--65352.4, 65562i""and 
65560 requirements (aka SB~18) were notified prior -to release of this environmental document. San 
Manuel Barid of Mission lndi~ms and Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians requested 
consultation. 8s_a _ _resuJt of consultation, it was agreed that archeotogicaLand tribal ·monitors.would be 

___ Rresent during all soil disturbin_g_ and g@ding_?ctlvities. The mitig?tion__r!leasure is listed on p~ge 23. 

The Cultural Resources Sensitivity Map within the Cultural Resource background technical report of the 
General Plan Update indicates that the site has a high sensitivity potential for containing cultural 
resources (23). The site was investigated by Analytical Archaeology on August 2017 and June 2005. 
Based on literature review, several recorded prehistoric sites (one a village) and a one historical site (a 
can scatter and a foundation) were identified within one mile of the project area. The field survey failed 
to find any remnants of the features within the property boundaries.---The-2005 survey-found a-single 
isolate piece of debitage, and.the subsequent walkover in 2017 fou~d no additionaLcultural materials. 
The study found no indication of subsurface prehistorical deposits evident across the property. 
Consequently, approval of the project will not have an impact upon cultural-resources with mitigation. 

XVII. UTIUTl,ES ANiD SERVICE SYSTEIVl:S. Would the project: 

a) Exceed·wastewater_treatment_requirements of the applicable··R.egional_Water_ 
Quality_ Control Board (66)? -

b) Require ·or result in the construction of new water or wastewater--treatment 
--facilities-or-expansion-of-existing ~facilities~~the-constructiQn-o[-wnich ~coulc[= 

~-_______, =--=-cause:signiflcant-env,ronmental -effects (67-~&~68 
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c) Require or result in the construction of· new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental.effects (69}? 

d) Have· sufficient Water supplies available -to· seni~ -the project fr9m existing· 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed (41 
&421? 

e) Result in_a determinati_gn_by~e wastewater treatment __ provider which serve!_,-~­
----·-or may-serve-_the- project _thaUt~has~·adequate ·capacity· to· serve ·the -pr-oje~'s= 
-~ pfoje~ea· d~!Tiaria -~n ~~~~~i~~---!~ -!~~)>roviaers-~sting commitments- (6"1 -& _ 

- - _ 68)? -----'--- -- -·----- - --~- ----7"-----~-- ---- ___ ·--- ... _--- . ------ ... -- -- . ·-====-=-= 
.ILt,e served t>y_U~ridfflEW.ith sufficiE:fl'.11]~_Elrtn~ect · ~p~cj!yJ~-accommodate·the-.­

project's solid waste disposal need§..(70 & 72)? 
g) _ Co~plywith federal, J;tate.~ao.dlo.caLstatute.s _ an~ -regli!~tions related JQ_ s.9licf_ 

X 

X 

X 

-=--=-X-= 

3 _-::__~ 
.- --waste (71)? ----- - ---· -- - --- - -- -·· --- ------- - - -- -- -- - -"··· . - - ::-.~ --~-~-,----- -- -, -----------·-·• -- -- -•- -- - -

~-- - .---~comments.:~--:.=~==-:·~~:-· ---_ ·---.~~-~- ·-_--:,-_--:··~ ~-~-- ·,,:·_-~- :--~ -- -·: __ -_-__ -~-----~-- _- ---- -·· ------ ------- ---- ----- - ·· --
-- The project will connect to_ ari .:e~isting water line in Arrowhead ·la~e Roa~ (30). Th~ subdiyision ""ill us.~ -· - - - ---· · ·-- ---
-:--Private-se~tiG-Sy!=ltems -for--sewage:...di~posal.--J.\~-part~of-construction-of-the _ -p~oject~ the-City~requires ·-··· ----

-- _____ . :=i_nsta1iafion~o(ari· on~site~ ifrain_age·"_sysfein whi~lJ_-_wiif refaiif any ~-addTti96~Jstor:m. Jl~t~t. cre~~e~t_by )~~ ~ ~~---~-:-:: ... :-~=-
::_ -~~-~ ~--'--Jm~~rv10~~- ~~ITc!ge§ _~ey~Qp~_d ~s_ p~i't 9f _th_e ~p~oJe~ (~~kConsequently, based upon-~ -100.:-yearstorm~~=-'"-:--~=:: ~-~ -:: 

-· -event, ~ development- of ·this -proj~ct-w~II -~not -increase the-amount ~of 0draTnage-" impaci;frig ~ dowrisfream· -- _._ -~~- ·--=- -=-::.· ~-- -:-
. . · properties "beyondthafwhicfl~woutcr occur p•rior fo •its· developmen[ Additiooally, __ tn~--drainage ·system·- · - ·· -- -
-- -will contain a filtration -system preventing contami~ation of the environment. - - .. - - ------ - - -- -----··· --- --------· 

: __ T~e M9j~y_~ W_ater-AgelJ~Y _(MW.A)_ ha~~~~gpt~g_~i f~gi~na.l -w?tte.r ']'lanagement pla·n for the -Mojave -River-··_ -
basin_. The Plan references a physical solution that forms part of the Judgment·iri City.of Barstow;·et· aC ---

-·vs. City of Adelanto, -et.~ac, Riverside"SuperiofCourt Case No. 208548,-an·adjui:tication~of-water'rightskF-=-.:. __ 
the _ .Mojave River · Basin Area (Judgment). P~rsuant to· the Judgment and its physical solution·,- ·u,e- . ·· · 
overdraft in -the. Mojave .River Basin .is addressed, in part, by creating financ1ar mecfianisms toi!llp~rt - - - ---
necessary -·_supplemental ·water su-pplies. The MWA has obligated itself-under the· Judgrnent ·11to· ·secure :· 
supplemental water as neces_sary to fully implement the provisions of this Judgment." Based upon this. 
information the project wiil not have a significant impact on water resources not already addressed ·in the 
Judgment or the City's Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) adopted iii 1998. Furthermore, in a letter· 
dated May· 21, .. 1997 from the MWA's legal counsel confirmed for .the ··.City that the physical solution 

-------stipulated_-to-by. the~ Hesperia .Water-District _provides the .mechanism _to .import .additional water .supplies ____ _ 
__ intothebasin_(4·1r-~=--~-_::.=: . - -- --. __ -_·-__ ·_:· .. __ -- - .... ... _ .. _______ ___ _____ _ 

-----The-Hesperia Water..District.(HWO) is the water .purveyor for.the .City and much _of fts_ Sphere of Influence _ 
(SOI). The.·UWIVIP indicates-that~ttie City is-currently usin·g available water supply, ·wnich-is. projected to. 
match-·demand beyond the-year2030~(42).-The HWD has·maintained-a·water surplus-through-purchase 
of water transfers, -allocations. carried over from previous years, and recharge efforts. 

The City is ih c<>mpliance. ~ith the C.alifornia Integrated Wa~te" Manag·ement Act of 1989, which requires 
that 50 percent of the solid waste: within the City be recycled _(72).-Currently,:~ipproximately 63 percent _· 

---------of ttfe-solia-waste Witliirfthef City"ls-being · recycled -(10-g--71 ). ·The-waste-disposal · hauler for the-City has ~--- · 
----~- --~: _ - :.-~ -increasecf the~ capacify-:--of'ifs:~Materials-Recovery · F-acility -(MRF)"~to--1,50O ~toris~per=aay=-".in~ otde·r-.to··_::--:-_ 
- . . -- . . .. ~accommodate-future· development. ·Ther~fore, __ the project _will ~not .·cause ·a -significant· negative:impaci ·_ ==-~-=-YPJ>n~ utilities~ and service -systems: - · ------ :___ ··· ···· - ·_-- - ·· ---.-:- ~~--:-:~- -- -~--- _: --~ · - -~--__ --- -: ·-:·--- - -____ -: · · 

~~--~:-~-:~~-~~=~==-_-_ ·=----~ _:~-=:-~=~-~--:~~--~~~~-~~-~~~--=-~:~~-~~1~~~~ -=~-~:-~~~~:~---~~~~~~-:-~~~_;:=~ :-GJ~(?.~iHESPER,I~~~~~~==-~=-:. 
------ -------· ----- __ .:._ ___ .__ -- -----------
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XVIII. MANDATORY Fl:NDINGS OF Sl'GN'IFICANCE. 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
_____ $UQ§_tantially reduceJf)~_habitat of a fish or wildlife __ §p~ci~§,_Q~M§~ a fish __ Q_L 
__ wildlife population to drop below self ::-sustainiog Jeve_ls, threaten to eliminate a 

plant or animal commutiity, redu'ce the number or restrict the-range of a rare ­
: ~- or endangered plant or ·animal -or eliniiriatejmportantexamples ofthe major-

--- --eriods-of -California-historv -or prehistorv? ____ -:-.-_-----=- -
-b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 

- - . 

-- ~- co_nsiderabh3? ("Cumulative_ly cQnsiderable"-- means -: tt.,at -the incremental 
-:-_ effects-of -Eirfinaividualproject are significant when viewed ·in-connection-with-
____ the effect$ of past _ projects, -=.the __ effe_cts _QLQtb~I _CM[[~n_t Rrgject§, -and __ the 

effects of probable future Qrojects. · 
c) Doe·s- thef· project have -environmental effects which Will cause -substantial 

-_ - adverse-affects-on-humaffbeings;-either _directly ·or indirectly'?_-- -

~1= 
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··comments. · __ _ ---~--~- . _: ____ :_~ ~- -- ~ ------- --~-- __ . _ _ _ _ _ _____ _____ ______ ___ _____ _ 
:Based · -upon the· _analysis-~ irf]his_]OJtiaL~$lOdy;_~:a_ ~Mit_igated -_Negative-·oeclaration- may -·be--adoRted.- :----- ~- -- -
Development of this project will have a minor effect upon the environment. These impacts are only 
~ig_~_i!ica_!!t to_th_e degree th~~ ~~!i9ation measures are necessary. ------ ---

XIV. EARUER ANALYSES. 

Earlier analyses may be_ used.where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other Ql;Q_~_process, one 
or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIRor negative declaration. Section ·15063 
(c)(3)(D). In this case a discussion identifies the following: 

The Certified General Plan Environmental Impact Report. 
a) Earl~er atialyses __ ~se~. ~a_rli~-~~-n~y~s a!~ id~~tified_ ~n_d stated where they are available for review. 

b) Impacts adequately addressed. Effects.from the above checklist that were identified to _be within_the_ 
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards are 
noted with a statement whether such effects -were addressed by mitigation measures based on ·the 
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The following mitigation measures are recommended as a function of this project 

1-. The applicant shall water all unpaved areas as necessary to control dust. 
2~ A pre.:construction survey for the ·burrowing owl shall be conducted ·by a City approved,- licensed 

biologist, _no more than 30 days prior to commencement of grading. · 
3. Three copies of a protected plant plan shall be submitted to the Building and Safety Division 
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(17) Chapter 16.24 of the City of Hesperia Municipal Code, Article 11. Desert Native Plant Protection. 

(18) Section 3.2 of the 2010 City of Hesperia General Plan Update Conservation Element background 
technical report, pages 8 and 9. -
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----- -(22) - · sedion:-a-:=-oL fne-=2010 -City--oLHesperia --General--Plan =update--CuUura[~ Resource -Element 
background technical report, pages ·22 thru 38. 

(~3) _Cl.lltL1ral Resol.lrc~_§~_r1_~it_Mty Map Exhibit 5c of the 2010 Ci!Y of J-l~sperlci__Qeneral Plan Update 
-CulturalResource-Element background technical-report. - ----- --

- ___ (24) - Sect1cin 7 of the 20fCf City _of Hesperia General Plan Update Cultural Resource Element 
-:--.=---background technical report,-pages 61 and 62.-- ___ --- -~-- -- ----

(25)--Ietter- dated September 25;-2006 from Dave-Sirigleton- of the Native American-·Heritage 
___ ___Commission_witbin App_e_n_cUx ~B_of tbe_2Ql0 ___ C_it}LQfJ:lespeda __ General Plan Update Cultura~I __ 

·-· --- ---- · Resource Element background technical report: · 
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(28) _ Figure -1-2 _of Section 1.2 __ of.the .2010 City of Hesperia General Plan Update Safety Element 
background technical report, ·page 1-5. 
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