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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Project title
San Jacinto River Stage 3 Master Drainage Plan
Lead agency name and address

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

Contact person email address and phone number

Joan Valle, Chief of Regulatory
jvalle@rivco.org
(951) 955-8856

Project location

The San Jacinto River flows westerly through the San Jacinto and Perris Valley regions of western
Riverside County. The San Jacinto River Stage 3 Master Drainage Plan (SJR3 MDP, Project) is
located along the approximate 11-mile stretch of the San Jacinto River south of the Ramona
Expressway and stretching southwest to the mouth of Railroad Canyon, in the City of Perris and
unincorporated Riverside County (see Figure 1 - Regional Map and Figure 2 - Aerial Map).

The SJR3 MDP is located within the United States Geological Survey Perris, Romoland, and
Elsinore Quadrangles at the following sections (see Figure 3 - USGS Map):

Township 4 South, Range 3 West, Section 12

Township 4 South, Range 2 West, Section 7

Township 4 South, Range 3 West, Sections 21, 28, 29, 32, and 33
Township 5 South, Range 3 West, Sections 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8,9, and 18
Township 5 South, Range 4 West, Sections 12 and 13

Project sponsor’s name and address

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

General Plan designation

The General Plan designations within the proposed SJR3 MDP in the City of Perris are P — Public,
CC - Community Commercial, R-6000 — Residential 6,000, NP SP — New Perris Specific Plan, PW
SP — Park West Specific Plan, LI — Light Industrial, Gl — General Industrial, RG SP - River Glen
Specific Plan, and right-of-way (ROW). The General Plan designation for the proposed SUR3 MDP
facility within the unincorporated parts of Riverside County is ROW, CR — Commercial Retail, MDR
— Medium Density Residential, MUA — Mixed Use Area, OS-CH - Conservation Habitat, and OS-W
— Water (see Figure 4 — General Plan Land Use Map).

. Zoning

The zoning designations within the proposed SJR3 MDP in the City of Perris are P — Public, NPSP
— New Perris Specific Plan, PWSP — Park West Specific Plan, CC — Commercial Community, LI -
Light Industrial, Gl — General Industrial, RGSP — River Glen Specific Plan, and R-6,000 —
Residential 6,000. The zoning designation for the proposed SJR3 MDP facility within the
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unincorporated parts of Riverside County is ROW, MU — Mixed Use, SP — Specific Plan, and R-R -
Rural Residential (see Figure 5 — Zoning Map).

Background and Project Description

The lower San Jacinto River (from Ramona Expressway to the mouth of Railroad Canyon) is
characterized with very flat terrain and a wide, shallow floodplain. Although the 100-year floodplain
can reach widths of approximately two miles, smaller flooding events can still reach widths of over
1,000 feet due to the flat topography of the Perris Valley. The San Jacinto River and floodplain is
an important wildlife corridor and contains several unique habitats that support rare and endemic
plant and animal species, including vernal pools, wetlands, grasslands, and alkaline soils.

The earliest flood control efforts on the lower San Jacinto River were planned and implemented in
the 1930’s by the San Jacinto River Levee District. Since that time, the communities surrounding
the San Jacinto River and the regulatory environment have changed significantly. While much of
this region is still dominated by agricultural production and rural open space, the need to improve
the flood resiliency of two critical transportation corridors (i.e., Interstate 215 [I-215] freeway and
Ramona Expressway) is of concern to the City of Perris (City) and County of Riverside (County).
Additionally, the City and County also want to accommodate planned land development projects
within their respective jurisdictions consistent with their respective General Plans.

While many of the early planning efforts for the San Jacinto River were strictly focused on
floodplain reclamation to support land development, the current strategy is to advance
environmental goals and regulatory constraints and balance those with economic development
opportunities.

Seeking a renewed focus on the lower San Jacinto River to protect major transportation corridors,
to protect life and property, and to support biological habitat, the Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District (District) took the lead to assemble an advisory committee
(Committee) for the lower San Jacinto River in order to create a comprehensive planning
document that considers the engineering, environmental, and economic aspects of a master plan
for the lower San Jacinto River.

Under the direction of the District, the Committee considered the evolving nature of the San
Jacinto Valley communities including Lakeview, Nuevo, Perris, and Romoland, as well as the
benefits of better managing flood hazards that have historically impacted agricultural lands,
isolated communities from critical services, and damaged critical environmental resources. The
Committee reviewed the impact of flooding on major transportation corridors, including the 1-215
freeway and the Ramona Expressway, as well as local and regional development proposals, and
future water supply and sewerage projects. It also considered the critical role the floodplain plays
in implementing the goals of the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan (MSHCP), including sustaining the unique local ecology, nourishment of alkali soils that
support endangered salt bush species and the San Jacinto River’s function as a critical species
movement corridor.

After considering various alternatives in the Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), the
Committee chose to endorse a “preferred alternative,” the San Jacinto River Stage 3 Master
Drainage Plan (SJR3 MDP, Project) that focuses on addressing flood protection to the most critical
transportation facilities, public safety, and environmental needs.

SJR3 MDP

As a result of the Conceptual Planning Report, the District Board of Supervisors directed the
District to develop a master drainage plan for the San Jacinto River, Stage 3 based on the
“preferred alternative”. Therefore, an environmental impact report will be prepared to evaluate the
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potential environmental effects of the contents of the SUR3 MDP. The SJR3 MDP will identify the
components needed to sustain flood control of the lower San Jacinto River (Stage 3) in order to
protect critical transportation and public safety, while balancing environmental needs.

The following elements of the SUR3 MDP, are considered essential for public safety (refer to
Figure 6A - SUR3 MDP Elements) and would be initiated by the District, depending on the
availability of funds. These improvements are expected to be initiated within the next 10 to 20
years and would be the responsibility of the District in order to protect lives and properties from
flooding. The SUR3 MDP will be analyzed on a project level within this EIR. It should be noted that
the following SUR3 MDP elements have independent utility from each other and do not require one
element to be completed prior to the construction of another MDP element nor is one element a
foreseeable consequence of the other. Thus, the SUR3 MDP elements may be constructed one at
a time or all at once.

1. Armoring' of the Southern Side of the Existing Ramona Expressway Embankment (shown
in red on Figure 6A);

2. Embankment and Flow Control Structure Upstream of the I1-215 Freeway (shown in dark
blue outline on Figure 6A and Figure 6B — Embankment and Flow Control Structure
Upstream of the 1-215 Freeway Improvements);

3. Low Flow Channel and Funnel (shown in blue, orange, and black on Figure 6A and Figure
6B); and

4. Underground Storm Drain (shown in brown on Figure 6A).

The SJR3 MDP elements are described in detail below.

1. Armoring of the Southern Side of the Existing Ramona Expressway Embankment

The armoring of the southern side of the existing Ramona Expressway embankment will span
across the entire width (approximately 5,000 feet) of the San Jacinto River floodplain. The existing
embankment would be graded and covered with a concrete liner or other armor to protect against
erosion. Under current conditions Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) assumes that
Ramona Expressway will be washed out in a 100-year storm event. The armoring of the existing
southern embankment of the Ramona Expressway is proposed to preserve the roadway’s integrity
during a 100-year storm event which in turn would accurately depict the flow regulations that is
provided by Ramona Expressway and enable FEMA and the County to update their flood maps
consistent with their rules and regulations.

2. Embankment and Flow Control Structure Upstream of the [-215 Freeway

The embankment and flow control structure upstream of the 1-215 freeway consists of the
following improvements (see Figure 6A and Figure 6B):

e Embankment along the I-215 freeway stretches the limits of the San Jacinto River for
approximately 10,000 feet and will be approximately 6 feet high (shown in dark blue outline
on Figure 6A and Figure 6B). The I-215 flow control west berm and east berm of
engineered fill would be located on either side of the main channel flow control structure
running parallel to the 1-215 freeway, across the width of the floodplain, to prevent water
from overtopping the freeway (shown as pink and green on Figure 6A and Figure 6B). The
berms would funnel floodwaters through the flow control structure.

T ‘Armoring’ refer to a variety of protective coverings designed to prevent erosion of slopes, such as rocks,
vegetation, or engineering materials.
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e Multiple (up to 8) existing culvert flood crossings within the embankment along the I-215
freeway will be replaced with culverts of similar size as the existing auxiliary crossings
(shown as brown lines on Figure 6B).

e Collection channel upstream of the I-215 freeway will be adjacent and parallel to the
embankment of the I-215 freeway and will convey floodplain drainage to the bridge and
proposed culvert flood crossings. The collection channel will range in depth from 3 to 12
feet (shown as pink and green on Figure 6A and Figure 6B).

e The main channel flow control structure at the 1-215 freeway consists of an approximately
650 linear-foot concrete-lined channel structure in the San Jacinto River, from a couple
hundred feet upstream of the 1-215 freeway crossing to downstream of the 1-215 freeway.
The main channel flow control structure will be sized to regulate flows that pass underneath
the I-215 freeway for upstream and downstream development (shown in purple on Figure
6A and Figure 6B).

3. Low Flow Channel and Funnel

In order to convey flows to various flood openings (i.e., culverts and flow control structure as
described above) along the embankment, the Perris Valley Storm Drain (PVSD) low flow channel
consists of re-grading in the existing PVSD in areas upstream of the proposed embankment from
Nuevo Road to the I-215 freeway which would allow an increased conveyance capacity, along with
a nested PVSD low flow channel in the centerline (shown in blue on Figure 6A and Figure 6B). A
graded “funnel” is proposed at the confluence of the PVSD low flow channel and the San Jacinto
River, upstream of the |1-215 freeway, and a partial “funnel” is proposed downstream of the I-215
freeway to assist in regulating flows (shown in blue and orange on Figure 6A and Figure 6B). The
funnel at its widest is approximately 3,000 feet wide. A low flow channel connects from the partial
funnel into the underground storm drain at Ethanac Road (shown in black on Figure 6A). The low
flow channel will have an approximate top width of 50 feet, base width of 10 feet, and depth of 10
feet.

4. Underground Storm Drain

The Underground Storm Drain component consists of constructing an underground storm drain in
the San Jacinto River from Ethanac Road to the mouth of Railroad Canyon (shown in brown on
Figure 6A). Construction of the pipeline would avoid the majority of the existing riparian channel
while providing for a way to keep nuisance flows such as dry weather flows (polluted water run-off
from an urban environment into a nearby water system) or “first flush” (initial surface runoff of a
rainstorm) flows out of the riparian area in an effort to prevent conversion of the native habitats.

All excess soil generated by project excavation activities is expected to be transported onto
adjacent, vacant properties within an approximate 3- to 5-mile radius via bucket trucks.

Potential Future Facilities

As noted in the Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), “to the extent feasible, the preferred
alternative would not preclude approved and/or pending development activities to proceed in the
floodplain fringe (subject to separate project-level environmental review and permitting
requirements).” At the time the Conceptual Planning Report was prepared, there was a desire by
the Committee Stakeholders to better understand the level of flood control improvements that
would be needed to reclaim portions of the SUR3 100-year floodplain in order to facilitate some of
the development envisioned by local General Plans and Specific Plans within the City of Perris and
County of Riverside. Additional flood control improvements were identified in the Conceptual
Planning Report that would be needed to confine the floodplain in order to support development
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into what is now the current 100-year floodplain because even with the SUR3 MDP improvements
outlined above being implemented, there will still be large areas within the City of Perris and
County of Riverside that still fall within the 100 year floodplain. With these future improvements,
the 100-year floodplain could be reduced even further and therefore could facilitate development
pursuant to the applicable jurisdiction’s General Plans/Specific Plans in those areas.

However, since these future facilities would not support the District’s goals and mission of
providing flood control protection, these improvements are not a part of the SUR3 MDP and as
such are expected to be constructed by the development community instead after the SUR3 MDP
is implemented. In other words, because future development envisioned in the General Plans and
various Specific Plans within the City of Perris and County of Riverside coincide with the 100 year
floodplain which would still remain after SUR3 MDP is implemented, additional master-planned
flood control facilities, that are not a part of the SUR3 MDP, would need to be constructed in order
to remove those areas that remain in the 100 year flood plain in the post-SJR3 MDP-condition
outside of the 100 year floodplain.

Although not a part of the SJR3 MDP, because there were certain improvements contemplated
within the Conceptual Planning Report, there is a need to, at the very least, address and
acknowledge that these future facilities could be implemented after SUR3 MDP is implemented.
These future facilities would not be able to be constructed until the complete construction of all the
SJR3 MDP facilities outlined above as part of the Project Description.

The future facilities, as noted in the Conceptual Planning Report, that are expected to be initiated
by individual developers? are going to be addressed at a programmatic level only in the
forthcoming EIR and within this Initial Study. These future facilities would include:

1. Widening PVSD to its ultimate Master Plan width of approximately 540 feet for conveyance of
up to 100 year flows; and

2. Widening and terracing the proposed SJR3 partial funnel beyond the I-215 freeway and Case
Road; and

3. Widening the San Jacinto River Channel south of the widened/terraced funnel to approximately
Ethanac Road.

If these future facilities were to be constructed, the City of Perris or County of Riverside, whichever
local agency has the land use authority, would need to analyze the specific impacts of
construction and implementation of these facilities as part of the individual development projects
that require these elements to be constructed. The forthcoming EIR analysis will acknowledge
these potential future facilities at a programmatic level only as these future facilities are not
considered part of the SJR3 MDP Project.

Future Operations and Maintenance of the SUR3 MDP

Once a SJR3 MDP facility is constructed, it will require maintenance in order to retain flood control
capacity. It is expected that the District will operate and maintain the armoring of the southern side
of the existing Ramona Expressway embankment, embankment and flow control structure
upstream of the 1-215 freeway, partial terraced low flow channel and funnel, underground storm
drain, and PVSD.

Maintenance activities typically consists of keeping the above mentioned SJR3 MDP facilities clear
of debris and sediment, removal of deposition, repairs of eroded slopes, reduction of fire hazard

2 |t is assumed that Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District would not initiate the
foreseeable potential future elements because these are non-essential for public safety.
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by annual mowing and application of herbicides as well as repairing any damages to these
facilities. Vegetation must be removed or mowed annually (or as necessary) to provide the
designed hydraulic capacity.

On rare occasions, major repairs may be required following damaging storm events. Thus, major
grading will not routinely occur while maintaining the underground storm drain or channel. To
maintain the constructed SJR3 MDP facilities, the District will occasionally use equipment similar
to the types that will be used to construct the proposed SJR3 MDP facilities, which will be
analyzed and discussed in the forthcoming EIR.

10. Surrounding land uses and setting

Within the SUR3 MDP, the existing San Jacinto River floodplain is very flat and wide, with an
average slope of 0.02% and variable width from 300 feet to approximately two miles. The
floodplain generally consists of an alluvial stream system, although it has experienced a variety of
human activity including the construction of bridge crossings and agricultural activities that have
all affected the fluvial mechanics.

Refer to Table 1 - Surrounding Land Uses for surrounding land uses for each of the SUR3 MDP

facilities.

SJR3 MDP Elements

Armoring of the Southern Side of
the Existing Ramona Expressway
Embankment

TABLE 1 - SURROUNDING LAND USES

North

San Jacinto River and
vacant floodplain area.

South

San Jacinto River,
vacant floodplain
area, and agriculture.

East

Ramona Expressway,
vacant lands, and
agriculture.

West

Ramona
Expressway and
vacant lands.

Embankment and Flow Control
Structure Upstream of the 1-215
Freeway

PVSD, San Jacinto
River, and vacant
floodplain area.

1-215 freeway, SR-74,
commercial, San
Jacinto River, and
vacant floodplain
area.

EMWD facilities,
roadways, San
Jacinto River, and
vacant floodplain
area.

Commercial, 1-215
freeway, SR-74,
San Jacinto River,
and vacant
floodplain area.

Low Flow Channel and Funnel

Residential, 1-215
freeway, SR-74,
roadways, Perris Valley
Airport, San Jacinto
River, and vacant
floodplain area.

Residential, San
Jacinto River,
roadways, and vacant
floodplain area.

Residential, I-215
freeway, SR-74,
roadways, San
Jacinto River, and
vacant floodplain
area.

Residential,
commercial, park,
Perris Valley
Airport, roadways
and vacant
floodplain area.

Underground Storm Drain

Vacant floodplain area
and vacant lands.

Vacant floodplain
area and vacant
lands.

Residential, vacant
floodplain area, and
vacant lands.

Vacant floodplain
area and vacant
lands.

Notes:

See Figure 6A and Figure 6B.

I-215 = Interstate 215; SR-74 = State Route 74; PVSD = Perris Valley Storm Drain; EMWD = Eastern Municipal Water District.

11. Responsible Agencies

Portions of the SUR3 MDP are within the City of Perris (City) and/or County of Riverside (County)
jurisdiction. Because the City or County would be responsible for the approval of any discretionary
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projects which would require or rely upon the buildout of the SUR3 MDP, the City of Perris and
County of Riverside would be considered Responsible Agencies pursuant to CEQA Section 21069.

City of Perris

Planning Division

101 N. D Street

Perris, California 92570

County of Riverside

Transportation and Land Management Agency (TLMA)
4080 Lemon Street 12" Floor

P.O Box 1409

Riverside, California 92502

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required
(e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement)

In addition to CEQA compliance, the SUR3 MDP is also being reviewed for the need to obtain
permits and approvals under other Federal, State, and local laws that may be applicable to the
construction and maintenance of the SJR3 MDP facilities. While these other permits and approvals
are independent of the CEQA document, they are being coordinated as closely as possible.
Following is a list of the permits potentially required for the construction and maintenance of the
SJR3 MDP.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

A Clean Water Act Section 404 permit could be required if the construction and/or maintenance of
the MDP facilities involve the discharge or dredged or fill material within waters of the United
States or adjacent wetlands.

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region

Compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General
Construction Permit will be required for grading activities of one acre or larger.

If a 404 permit is required, then a Section 401 Water Quality Certification will be required.

A Waste Discharge Permit will be required if ground dewatering is necessary during excavation
activities or if waste is discharged into water of the State.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

A Fish and Game Code Section 1600 Streambed Alteration Agreement will be required if a
jurisdictional streambed or stream banks will be altered.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

Encroachment permit for the proposed I-215 flow control berm and collection channel and the
proposed embankment and flow control structure upstream of the 1-215 freeway will be required
for improvements done within Caltrans right-of-way.

Initial Study October 2019
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13. California Native Americans Tribes Consulted

Have California Native American Tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resource Code Section 21080.3.1? If so, is
there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significant
impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Based on the Traditional Use Areas (TUA) maps that the District received, it has been determined
that the SUJR3 MDP and potential future facilities are within the boundaries of the Agua Caliente
Band of Cahuilla Indians, Pala Band of Mission Indians, Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians,
Ramona Band of Cahuilla Indians, Rincon Band of Luisefio Indians, San Manuel Band of Mission
Indians and Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians. Pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), the District
initiated tribal consultation with each of the aforementioned tribes for the SUR3 MDP and potential
future facilities and consultation is currently ongoing. The results of the tribal consultation process
will be summarized in the forthcoming EIR.

Remainder of page intentionally blank
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:

Agriculture and Forestry

[ ] Aesthetics Resources X Air Quality

|Z| Biological Resources |Z] Cultural Resources & Energy

|X| Geology/Soils IZI Greenhouse Gas Emissions |:| Hazards & Hazardous Materials
IXI Hydrology/Water Quality |X| Land Use/Planning |:| Mineral Resources

D Noise |:| Population/Housing [:| Public Services

|:| Recreation |:| Transportation |Z| Tribal Cultural Resources

[X] utilities/Service Systems [] Wildfire [X] Mandatory Finding of

Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation, which reflects the independent judgment of the Riverside County
Flood Control and Water Conservation District, it is recommended that:

[

]

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District find that the proposed project COULD
NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District find that although the proposed project
could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because
the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District find that the proposed project MAY have a
significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District find that the proposed project MAY have a
“potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at
least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described
on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District find that although the proposed project
could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been
analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards,
and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
jncluding revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

e @Q*./ o/ IS | 2011

Signattire Date

KOV CONNING WA

Printed Name
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

8)

A brief explanation is required 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 outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

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

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant
with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is
substantial 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 required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact”
to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures,
and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures
from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Earlier analyses are discussed below:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

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

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

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
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. A source list should be attached and other sources
used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

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

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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Less Than

ENV'RONMENTAL FACTORS: Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant with Significant | No Impact
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST | impact | miigation | - impact
ncorporate

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

[]
[]

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and |:| |:| & |:|
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

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

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views |:| |:| |X| |:|
in the area?

Aesthetics Discussion:

The discussion below is related to both the SUR3 MDP and potential future facilities unless
otherwise specified.

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Source: SUR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) (2011), City of Perris General Plan Draft EIR (2005), and County of
Riverside Draft EIR (2015).

Less Than Significant Impact.
SJR3 MDP Impacts

Scenic vistas are defined as a view through an opening, between a row of trees, or at the end of a
vehicular right-of-way and that the roadway network and streetscapes that define them will frame
and preserve the scenic vistas from public rights-of-way to the distant horizons and foothills.
Immediate views within the SUR3 MDP include the San Jacinto River Valley, vacant floodplain
area, vacant lands, agriculture, 1-215 freeway, State Route 74 (SR-74), other roadways, PVSD,
EMWD facilities, the Perris Valley Airport, commercial, industrial, residential, and recreation (refer
to Table 1 in this document for a detailed breakdown of surrounding land uses by each SJR3 MDP
facilities). In the larger viewshed, there are views of the San Bernardino and San Jacinto
mountains.

Views could be impacted by a project, generally speaking, if there will be permanent features that
will be tall or obstructive such that the views and viewshed for the public are significantly affected.
The SJR3 MDP is anticipated to generate excavated soils during construction which will need to
be stockpiled. At such time construction begins, the District may be required to obtain stockpile
permits from the City of Perris (City). Although short-term stockpiles would be utilized during the
construction of the SUR3 MDP, there are no permanent structures proposed as part of the SUR3
MDP that would block or substantially alter the scenic vistas of the San Bernardino or San Jacinto
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mountains or other local valleys and hills. The berms to be installed along I-215 are anticipated to
be 6- feet tall, and not tall enough to block views from public viewsheds of the surrounding
mountains.

In addition to the short term stockpiles that could be used during construction of the SUR3 MDP
facilities, the construction activities involving exposed surfaces, transportation of excavated soils
via haul trucks or bucket trucks, construction debris, and construction/maintenance equipment
may temporarily affect the aesthetic quality of the immediate localized area where construction is
occurring. Construction and occasional maintenance activities will be short-term and will cease
upon construction/maintenance completion. Maintenance for the SUR3 MDP facilities would
include occasional trucks with personnel inspecting the facilities, and some occasional heavy
equipment needed for repairs. Implementation of the SUR3 MDP will be at the ground level for the
most part, within the San Jacinto River floodplain. Even with the 6-foot berms proposed along the
[-215 freeway, these will not affect the overall vistas and viewsheds of the project area; thus, no
substantial adverse effect to public vistas and viewsheds would occur. As such, short-term
construction impacts as well as the long term operational and maintenance from the SUR3 MDP
are considered to be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Future Facilities Impacts

The construction and operation of the future facilities would be very similar to those described
above for the SJR3 MDP facilities. Dirt moving activities would be the main source of aesthetic
impacts, but as outlined above, no permanent features are proposed that would affect vistas or
view sheds in the project area. . Development on the reclaimed floodplain areas that would occur
if the future facilities were constructed have already been contemplated for development pursuant
to the applicable General Plan, Zoning, and/or Specific Plan analyses that was previously certified
and thus would be subject to the County and City’s General Plan, Zoning, Specific Plan, and/or
Municipal Code. Additionally, specific development proposals would be subject to their own CEQA
analysis including the analysis of potential impacts related to scenic vistas. An analysis of
aesthetic impacts resulting from the future potential facilities will be required when specific
projects are proposed within the County and/or City, including utilizing the information from the
County/City’s General Plan Draft EIRs. This issue will not be further analyzed in the forthcoming
EIR.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Source: SUR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), City of Perris General Plan Draft
EIR (2005), County of Riverside Draft EIR (2015), and Caltrans (2011).

Less Than Significant Impact.
SJR3 MDP Impacts

There are large rocks scattered among the undeveloped, rolling topography in the west-central
area of the City of Perris as well as within the County areas near the Ramona Expressway and
these have obvious presence in the visual landscape. No notable stands of native or mature trees
exist in the project area. The SR-74 segment within the SUR3 MDP and future potential facilities
area is designated as an eligible State Scenic Highway (Caltrans 2011). The segment of the SR-74
that is designated as State Scenic Highway by Caltrans runs from southern Mojave Desert to oak
and pine forests of San Bernardino National Forest, and offers views of the San Jacinto Valley and
peaks of the San Jacinto Mountains (Caltrans 2011). The project area is not within the scenic
highway portion of SR-74.

Initial Study October 2019

San Jacinto Stage 3 Master Drainage Plan 19



The SJR3 MDP is primarily located within the 100-year floodplain along portions of the Ramona
Expressway, the San Jacinto River and PVSD in the east-central and central areas of the City and
County and not in the areas which are the focus of the scenic resources of the City or County. No
rock outcroppings, historic buildings or scenic stands of trees will be affected by the SUR3 MDP.
Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Future Facilities Impacts

The future facilities would have the same less than significant impacts related to the SUR3 MDP
listed above for rock outcroppings, trees and historic buildings along scenic highways. Although
these resources occur near and around the project, they are not within the footprints of the future
facilities.

Future development projects that could be developed as a result of the potential future facilities
improvements would have to analyze impacts related to scenic resources in their own CEQA
document. However, because there are no scenic resources that would be affected by the
potential future facilities improvements given that the improvements are not in the areas which are
the focus of the scenic resources along SR-74, nor any other rock outcroppings or trees, impacts
are considered to be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue will not be
further analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.

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

Source: SUR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), County of Riverside Draft EIR
(2015), and City of Perris General Plan Draft EIR (2005).

Less Than Significant Impact. See discussion above for Thresholds (a) and (b).

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

Source: SUR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), County of Riverside Draft EIR
(2015), and City of Perris General Plan Draft EIR (2005).

Less Than Significant Impact. Neither the SUR3 MDP nor the future facilities would not require
any permanent lighting. Any lighting used during the construction and maintenance activities will
be temporary, and construction/maintenance activities are expected to take place during the day.
Therefore, impacts from implementation of the SJR3 MDP and future facilities are considered to be
less than significant related to light and glare impacts and no mitigation is required. This issue will
not be further analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS: Significant with Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department 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 significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by
the California Air Resources 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
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the |X| D D D
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? D D D &

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned D D D &
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

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

Agricultural Resources Discussion:

The discussion below is related to the SUR3 MDP and potential future facilities unless
otherwise specified.

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

Source: Department of Conservation (DOC) (2017a), DOC (2017b), County of Riverside (2015),
CEQA Statutes and Guidelines (2019).

Potentially Significant Impact. According to the California Department of Conservation (DOC)
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program and as shown on Figure OS-2 — Agricultural
Resources in the County’s General Plan, both the SUR3 MDP and potential future facilities are
located within Farmland of Local Importance, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique
Farmland, Urban and Built-Up Land, and Other Land (DOC 2017a).
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SJR3 MDP Impacts

A portion of the PVSD low flow channel, the embankment and flow control structure, the 1-215 flow
control east and west berms, the main channel flow control structure, the funnel, the low flow
channel, and underground storm drain lie within Farmland of Local Importance, which is not
considered Farmland or agricultural lands according to the CEQA Statutes and Guidelines (2019).
According to Section 21060.1 of the CEQA Statutes and Guidelines (2019), “agricultural land”
means Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique Farmland, as defined by the
United States Department of Agriculture land inventory and monitoring criteria, as modified for
California.

A portion of the PVSD low flow channel lie within Grazing Lands and Other Land which are not
considered Farmland. A portion of the embankment and flow control structure and the 1-215 flow
control east berm is located within Urban and Built-Up Land which is not considered Farmland.
The armoring of the southern side of the existing Ramona Expressway embankment is mainly
located within the County ROW and will not impact any Farmland. A portion of the funnel lies
within Farmland of Statewide Importance and Unique Farmland.

The analysis of converting Farmland to non-agricultural use, along with the potential for feasible
mitigation measures, requires additional study and analysis, and therefore is considered potentially
significant until it can be analyzed fully in the forthcoming EIR.

Future Facilities Impacts

The proposed terraced channel, a portion of the widened PVSD area, a portion of the terraced
funnel, , and a portion of the reclaimed floodplain area lie within Farmland of Local Importance,
which is not considered Farmland or agricultural lands according to the CEQA Statutes and
Guidelines (2019). A portion of the widened PVSD area lie within Grazing Lands and Other Land; a
portion of the potential fill lie within Grazing Land and Urban Built-Up Land which are not
considered Farmland; and a portion of the reclaimed floodplain area lie within Grazing Lands,
Other Lands, and Urban Built-Up Lands, which are not considered Farmland. A portion of the
terraced funnel and reclaimed floodplain area lie within Farmland of Statewide Importance and
Unique Farmland. The analysis of converting Farmland to non-agricultural use, along with the
potential for feasible mitigation measures, requires additional study and analysis, and therefore is
considered potentially significant until it can be analyzed fully in the forthcoming EIR.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
Source: County of Riverside (2015), City of Perris Zoning Map (2016) and DOC (2016).

No Impact. The SUR3 MDP involves floodplain management and would not conflict with existing
zoning because it will not involve any changes to the current zoning designations. Additionally, the
SJR3 MDP and future facilities improvements are not within a zone designated for agricultural use
in the County’s or City’s Zoning Map and are not subject to a Williamson Act Contract (DOC 2016).
Therefore, no impacts related to conflicting with agricultural zoning, uses, or contracts are
anticipated for either the SJR3 MDP or future facilities improvements and no mitigation is required.
This issue will not be further analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

Source: County of Riverside (2015) and City of Perris Zoning Map (2016).
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No Impact. The SUR3 MDP and future facilities would not conflict with existing zoning or cause
rezoning of forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned for Timberland Production because it will
not involve any changes to current zoning designations. Additionally, there are no timberland zoned
production areas within the SUR3 MDP or potential future facilities area. No impacts will occur from
either the SUR3 MDP or potential future facilities improvements and no mitigation is required. This
issue will not be further analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.

d) Result in the loss of forest Iand or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
Source: County of Riverside (2015) and City of Perris Zoning Map (2016).

No Impact. The SJR3 MDP would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use because the SUR3 MDP and future facilities area are outside of forest lands. No
impacts will occur from either the SJR3 MDP or the potential future facilities improvements and no
mitigation is required. This issue will not be further analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.

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

Source: County of Riverside (2015) and City of Perris Zoning Map (2016).

Potentially Significant Impact. See Response 2a. The SJR3 MDP and future facilities would not
conflict with existing zoning or cause rezoning of forest land because it will not involve any
changes to current zoning designations. Additionally, the SUR3 MDP and potential future facilities
are located outside of forest lands. The analysis of converting Farmland to non-agricultural use,
along with the potential for feasible mitigation measures, requires additional study and analysis,
and therefore is considered potentially significant until it can be analyzed fully in the forthcoming
EIR. This threshold question will be addressed under 2a in the forthcoming EIR.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS: Significant with Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

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

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? D D &

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

concentrations?

d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

O] O

X [l
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant g |:|
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Air Quality Discussion:

The discussion below is related to the SUJR3 MDP and potential future facilities unless otherwise
specified.

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

Source: Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), and California Government Code Section 53091.

Less Than Significant Impact.
SJR3 MDP Impacts

The SUR3 MDP within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) which is in the jurisdiction of the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD establishes the Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) for the SCAB, which sets forth a comprehensive program that will lead
the SCAB into compliance with all Federal and State air quality standards. To achieve compliance
with these standards, the AQMP establishes control measures and emission reductions based
upon future development scenarios derived from land use, population, and employment
characteristics defined in consultation with local governments. Accordingly, a project’s
conformance with the AQMP is determined by demonstrating that it is consistent with the local
land use plans and/or population projections that were used in the AQMP.

California Government Code Section 53091 exempts public water facilities from local zoning
regulations, which would apply to the District and its projects. Since the SUR3 MDP improvements
consists of infrastructure that in and of itself will not result in any changes to the existing land use
patterns within the MDP area, and would be undertaken by the District, a public agency, the
implementation of the SUR3 MDP accommodates present and future development within the
surrounding area, the SUR3 MDP does not conflict with or obstruct the implementation of the
AQMP.

Future Facilities Impacts

The construction and operation of the future facilities would have the same less than significant
impacts as the SUR3 MDP facilities discussed above related to the SCAQMD AQMP. The resultant
possible future development which could occur after completion of the future facilities in the
reclaimed floodplain areas have already been contemplated for land development pursuant to the
applicable General Plan, Zoning, and/or Specific Plan analyses that was previously certified and
thus would be subject to the County and the City’s General Plan, Zoning, Specific Plan, and/or
Municipal Code. Future development that could be proposed once the future facilities are
constructed would be subject to their own CEQA analysis including the analysis of potential
conflicts with the SCAQMD’s AQMP. Thus, impacts with implementation of the future facilities are
considered to be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue will not be further
analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)?

Source: SUR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), California Air Resources Board
(CARB) (2017), County of Riverside General Plan (2015), and City of Perris General Plan (2013).

Potentially Significant Impact. The portion of the SCAB where the proposed SJR3 MDP and
future facilities is located is designated as a non-attainment area for ozone, particulate matter less
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than 10 microns in size, and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size under State standards
and designated as a non-attainment area for ozone and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in
size under Federal standards. In addressing cumulative effects for air quality, the AQMP utilizes
approved general plans and, therefore, is the most appropriate document to use to evaluate
cumulative impacts of the SJR3 MDP and future facilities because the AQMP evaluated air quality
emissions for the entire region using a future development scenario based on general plan land
use designations and set forth a comprehensive program that would lead the region, including the
areas within the SUR3 MDP and future facilities area, into compliance with all Federal and State air
quality standards. The SUJR3 MDP and future facilities does not conflict with the County’s or City’s
General Plan land use designations. Nevertheless, although the SUR3 MDP is not expected to have
a cumulatively considerable increase in air pollution, the incremental contribution to criteria
pollutant emissions will be analyzed further in the forthcoming EIR.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Source: SJR3 MDP and Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A).

Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors within proximity of the SUR3 MDP and future
facilities include residences, a school, park, and recreation. An analysis of the construction
emissions will be conducted for the SJR3 MDP and future facilities to the nearest sensitive
receptor(s). Potential impacts related to exposing sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations, along with the potential for feasible mitigation measures, requires additional study
and analysis, and therefore is considered potentially significant until it can be analyzed fully in the
forthcoming EIR.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Source: SJR3 MDP, Conceptual Planning Report (Appendix A), and SCAQMD 2005.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed SJR3 MDP and future facilities could potentially
generate objectionable odors during construction and during occasional maintenance activities
related to operation of diesel-powered equipment. However, recognizing the relative location of
the surrounding residential and business developments within proximity of the SUR3 MDP and
potential future facilities, and the fact that odors from vehicles already exist in this area and given
the short-term construction phases and maintenance activities, the SUR3 MDP and potential future
facilities would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. Also, the
construction of the SUR3 MDP and potential future facilities will not require a substantial number of
diesel-fueled equipment and thus would not create substantial objectionable odors. Additionally,
the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues In General Plans and Local
Planning list major common sources of odor complaints, including: agriculture, chemical plants,
composting operations, dairies, fiberglass molding, landfills, refineries, rendering plants, rail yards,
and wastewater treatment plants (SCAQMD 2005, p. 2-2). The Project consists of MDP facilities
and is not included on CARB’s list of facilities that are known to be prone to generate odors. The
potential future facilities are also not included on CARB’s list of facilities that are known to be
prone to generate odors. Thus, because construction and maintenance activities for SUR3 MDP
and potential future facilities are short-term and the SJR3 MDP and potential future facilities are
not included on CARB’s list of facilities that are known to be prone to generate odors, impacts are
considered to be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue will not be further
analyzed in the forthcoming EIR.
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Less Than

Potentially | Significant | Less Than
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS: Significant with | Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

4. 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 local or regional plans, policies, or |X| D D D
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,

marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct & |:| |:| |:|
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or

with established native resident or migratory wildlife |E |:| |:| |:|
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree & |:| |:| |:|

preservation policy or ordinance?

f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or 