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SCH #: 2021100136

Project Title: Victorville General Plan Update

Lead Agency: City of Victorville

Contact Name: Scott Webb

swebb@victorvilleca.gov (760) 955-5135

Email: Phone Number:

City of Victorville, County of San Bernardino
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

Location: Citywide, sphere of influence

The City of Victorville General Plan Update (project) proposes to update the City of Victorville's (City or Victorville) Land
Use Element and Safety Element and create a new Environmental Justice Element as part of the Victorville General
Plan, which was last updated in 2008. The Land Use Element would be updated to guide and accomodate future growth
in the City in a manner that achieves the community's vision, enhances the community's quality of life, and provides a
mix of land uses that promote sustainability and economic vitality. The Safety Element Update would emphasize hazard
reduction, accident prevention, and responses for human-made hazards and it would follow the City's update to its Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan along with the inclusion of climate change adaptation and resiliency plans. The Environmental
Justice Element, a new state requirement for disadvantaged communities, would aim to reduce pollution exposure;
improve access to public facilities; promote food access, safe and sanitary housing, physical; activity, and civic
engagement; and prioritize improvements and programs to address the needs of disadvantaged communities in the City.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

The project would result in temporary increases in criteria pollutants from construction activities, permanent increases
from project operation, expose sensitive receptors to TACs , and result in odor emissions during operation. Mitigation
Measures AIR-1 through AIR-3 would reduce impacts to all except cumulative increases of emissions and exposure to
TACs during operation. The project would result in impacts to sensitive wildlife species, nesting birds, jurisdictional
aqguatic resources, and bird and raptor nursery sites. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 through BIO-3 would reduce impacts tot
less than significant. The project would result in impacts to historical resources, archaeological resources, human
remains, and tribal cultural resources. Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-6 would reduce impacts to all except
historical resources. The project would not implement all recommendations for local action in the 2022 Scoping Plan;
therefore, Mitigation Measure GHG-1 would be required to implement to a qualified CAP. This impact would remain
significant and unavoidable. The project would result in temporary and permanent increases in noise, and groundborne
noise during construction, operation of industrial equipment, or siting of vibration sensitive receptors near freight
operations. Mitigation Measures NOI-1 through NOI-6 would reduce impacts except permanent increases in operational
noise.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Consultation with California Native American Tribes; inclusion of community benefits and mitigate public health risks

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Air Resources Board

Caltrans District 8

Caltrans Planning

Department of Conservation

Fish and Game Region 6

Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
Housing and Community Development
Native American Heritage Commission
Office of Historic Preservation
Department of Parks & Recreation
Public Utilities Commission

Regional Water Quality Control Board #6
Resources Agency

Department of Toxic Substances Control
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