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F. FINAL INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

A. Introduction

B. Revisions to the Proposed Project

i.

ii.

Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (Revised).

C. Corrections and Additions to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Errata Table of Corrections and
Additions

(Note: Corrections and additions are shown as underline and stricken text in Table F 1 only; the
body of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has been revised accordingly).
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions

Wildfire
Susceptibility
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Riverbend (Master Case 1201) City of Jurupa Valley

Page F 7

Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
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Table F 1 Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
Page(s) Section Corrections and Additions

D. No Recirculation of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Required

Revisions to the Proposed Project

Errata Table of Corrections and Additions
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I. Introduction
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II. INTRODUCTION

A. Document Purpose

B. Project Location

C. Project Summary
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Project Description

D. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

1. CEQA Objectives

2. CEQA Requirements for MNDs

3. CEQA Requirements for Environmental Setting and Baseline Conditions
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4. Initial Study Findings

5. Format and Content of MND
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6. IS/MND Processing
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II. Environmental Checklist/Initial Study
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST/INITIAL STUDY

1.0 PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION

1. Project Title and File Number:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Project Location:

4. Lead Agency Contact Person(s) and Phone Numbers:

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

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

Responsible Agencies:

Other Agencies:
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
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4.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Environmental Setting4.1

Project Location4.1.1

Regional Map

Vicinity Map
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Surrounding Land Uses and Development4.1.2
Surrounding Land Uses

Existing Physical Site Conditions4.1.3



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Riverbend (Master Case 1201) City of Jurupa Valley

Environmental Checklist/Initial Study Page II 6

Land UseA.

Aerial Photograph

Utilities and Service SystemsB.

TopographyC.

USGS Topographic Map.

GeologyD.
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SoilsE.

HydrologyF.
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Vegetation CommunitiesG.

Cynodon
dactylon Bromus madritensis ssp. rubens Malva parviflora

Erodium cicutarium

Salsola tragus
Chamaesyce albomarginata Lactuca serriola

Urtica urens Centaurea melitensis Nicotiana gluaca
Helianthus annuus Heterotheca grandiflora

Conyza canadensis
Silybum marianum Salix gooddingii

Populus fremontii

Bromus diandrus

Eucalyptus globulus Schinus molle
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Washingtonia robusta Phoenix
Canariensis

Salix lasiolepis
Salix goodingii Salix exigua Baccharis salicifolia

Populus
fremontii Tamarix ramosissima Urtica dioica
Nicotiana glauca Vitis girdiana Rosa californica

Arrundo donax Raphanus sativus)
Melilotus indicus Melilotus albus Mimulus
guttatus Sonchus oleraceus Conium maculatum

Chenopodium album Heliotropum curassavicum
Toxicodendron diversilobum Ricinus communis

Polypogon monspeliensis Conyza canadensis
Brassica nigra Encelia californica Eriogonum
fasciculatum Typha lattifolia Washingtonia
robusta Urtica urens Foeniculum vulgare
Carduus pycnocephalus Helianthus annuus
(Polypogon monospeliensis) Lepidium latifolium

Centromadia pungens ssp. Laevis

WildlifeH.

Accipiter
cooperii Vireo bellii pusillus Icteria virens

Setophaga petechia Lanius ludovicianus

Gila orcutti Rhinichthys osculus ssp. 3
catostomus santaanae Phrynosoma blainvillii

Aspidoscelis tigris Aspidoscelis hyperythra Anniella
pulchra pulchra Emys marmorata pallida
Thamnophis hammondii Athene cunicularia Eremophilia
alpestris actia Buteo chrysaetos Asio otus

Circus cyaneus Falco peregrinus
Falco mexicanus Accipiter striatus
Empidonax traillii extimus Coccyzus americanus

occidentalis Elanus leucurus
Lepus californicus bennettii

Cultural ResourcesI.
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TransportationJ.
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NoiseK.

Air Quality and ClimateL.
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Planning Context4.2

General Plan4.2.1

Land Use DesignationsA.
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Existing General Plan and Area Plan Designations.

Existing General Plan & Zoning Designations

Table 4 1 Existing General Plan & Zoning Designations

Location General Plan
Land Use Designation

Zoning
Designation

Located within City of Eastvale

Policy AreasB.
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Zoning4.2.2

Existing Zoning
Designations.
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Project Description4.3
Note that the description contained herein describes the Project as proposed when the Draft IS/MND
was circulated for public review. Refer to the Section F of this Final IS/MND for a description of the
minor technical changes that were made between the time the Draft IS/MND was circulated for public
review and the publication of the Final IS/MND.

Proposed Discretionary Approvals4.3.1

General Plan Amendment No. 1202 (GPA1202)A.

, General Plan Amendment No. 1202

Change of Zone No. 1201 (CZ1201)B.

Change of Zone No. 1201
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Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (TTM36391)C.

a. Land Use Plan
Tentative Tract Map No. 36391

Summary of Tentative Tract Map No. 36391

Single Family Residential

o
o
o
o
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Table 4 2 Summary of Tentative Tract Map No. 36391

Lots Land Use Minimum
Lot Size Acreage

Project Total: 211.42
Source: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 prepared by MDS Consulting, July 29, 2013

Park Site

TTM 36391 Park Concept Plan

Infiltration Basin

Proposed Drainage and Water Quality Improvements

Open Space

o

o
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o

Access Road/Trail

Maintenance Access

Roadways

Proposed Circulation Improvements

b. Proposed Circulation Improvements

TTM 36391 Roadway Cross Sections
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68th Street

Proposed Street ‘A’

Proposed Street ‘B’.

Proposed Street ‘CC’.

Local Roadways (Streets ‘C’ through ‘BB’ and ‘DD’ through ‘JJ’)

Improvements to 68th Street/Pats Ranch Road Intersection
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o
o

o

o
o

Improvements to 68th Street/Wineville Avenue/Holmes Avenue Intersection.

o
o

o

Improvements to 68th Street/Smith Avenue Intersection.

o
o
o

o
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o

Improvements to 68th Street/Proposed Driveway #2 Intersection.

o
o
o

o

c. Proposed Non Vehicular Circulation Improvements

TTM 36391 Community Trails Plan

, TTM 36391 Wall and Fence Plan

d. Proposed Drainage and Water Quality Improvements
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Earthwork and Grading

e. Proposed Water Service and Improvements
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f. Proposed Sewer Service and Improvements

g. Proposed Park Concept Plan
TTM 36391 Park Concept Plan

Proposed Non Vehicular Circulation Improvements,

h. Proposed Walls and Fences
TTM 36391 Wall and Fence Plan

TTM 36391 Wall and Fence Details

TTM 36391 Grading Cross Sections
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a. Earthwork and Grading

b. Anticipated Construction Schedule

c. Construction Equipment
Construction Equipment by Construction Phase
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d. Construction Employees

Table 4 3 Construction Equipment by Construction Phase
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Grading Import

Grading

Infrastructure Construction and Paving

Building Construction/Painting
Source: CV Communities, 2012

a. Future Population

E 5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties and
the State — January 1, 2011 2013

b. Proposed Maintenance Plan
TTM 36391 Maintenance Plan
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Development AgreementD.

City Council Finding of CompatibilityE.
Agriculture and Forestry Resources,

Earthwork and Grading

Annexation to the Jurupa Community Services DistrictF.
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5.0 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Environmental Issue Area Page
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AESTHETICS5.1

Would the project: Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.1(a). Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Circulation Element & Multipurpose Open Space Element,
Eastvale Area Plan, Jurupa Area Plan, Google Earth, Project Application Materials)
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5.1(b). Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Finding: No Impact

Sources: California Department of Transportation “Scenic Highway Program Eligible and Officially
Designated Routes,” City of Jurupa General Plan Figure C 9 Riverside County Scenic Highways, Google
Earth)

5.1(c). Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials, Google Earth)
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5.1(d). Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Ordinance No. 461, Project Application Materials)
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AE 1:

Mitigation Measure AE 2:

Mitigation Measure AE 3:
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Mitigation Measure AE 4:
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AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES5.2

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.2(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?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: California Department of Conservation “Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program:
Riverside County Important Farmland 2010”, City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Multipurpose Open
Space Element, Ordinance No. 625)
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AG 1:

5.2(b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or aWilliamson Act contract?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Land Use Map, City of Jurupa Valley Zoning Map, “RCIP
General Plan Land Use Designations – Zoning Consistency Guidelines”, City of Jurupa Valley General
Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.2 – Land Use/Agricultural Resources, Notice of Nonrenewal, Ordinance No. 509,
Google Earth)

Change of Zone
No. 1201
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General Plan Land
Use Designations Zoning Consistency Guidelines
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AG 2:
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5.2(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))?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), City of
Jurupa Valley General Plan Land Use Map, City of Jurupa Valley Zoning Map)

5.2(d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non forest use?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013))

5.2(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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Multipurpose Open Space Element, City of Jurupa Valley
General Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.2 – Land Use/Agricultural Resources, Google Earth)
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AIR QUALITY5.3

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Air Quality Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Urban
Crossroads, 2013), South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2007 Air Quality Management
Plan, South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2012 Air Quality Management Plan, South
Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, City of Jurupa Valley, Project
Application Materials)
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CEQA Air Quality Handbook

Consistency Criterion No. 1: The proposed project will not result in an increase in the frequency
or severity of existing air quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the
timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the
AQMP.

Consistency Criterion No. 2: The proposed project will not exceed the assumptions in the AQMP
or increments based on the years of project build out phase.
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5.3(b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Air Quality Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Urban
Crossroads, 2013), Wind Erosion Control for Soil Stockpiles (Urban Crossroads, 2013))

Impact Analysis for Construction Related Emissions

Construction Related Emissions Summary (Pounds per Day)
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Table 5 4 Construction Related Emissions Summary (Pounds per Day)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013a, Table 3 3.

Construction Related Emissions Summary – With Mitigation (Pounds per Day)
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Table 5 5 Construction Related Emissions Summary –With Mitigation
(Pounds per Day)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013a, Table 4 1.

Earthwork and Grading
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Table 5 6 Regional Emissions Summary – 5 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import Only)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 5.

Table 5 7 Regional Emissions Summary – 5 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import and Grading Overlap)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 6.

Table 5 8 Regional Emissions Summary – 10 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import Only)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 3.

Table 5 9 Regional Emissions Summary – 10 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import and Grading Overlap)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 4.

Table 5 10 Regional Emissions Summary – 15 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import Only)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 1.
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Table 5 11 Regional Emissions Summary – 15 mile One Way Haul Distance
(Soil Import and Grading Overlap)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013c, Table 1.

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AQ 1:

Mitigation Measure AQ 2:
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Mitigation Measure AQ 3:

Mitigation Measure AQ 4:
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Mitigation Measure AQ 5:

Maximum Allowable Number of Daily Soil Import Haul Trips

Impact Analysis for Operational Emissions

Summary of Peak
Operational Emissions (Pounds per Day)
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Table 5 12 Summary of Peak Operational Emissions (Pounds per Day)

Summer

Winter

a Includes emissions of landscape maintenance equipment and architectural coatings emissions
b Includes emissions of natural gas consumption
c Includes emissions of vehicle emissions and fugitive dust related to vehicular travel
Source: Urban Crossroads 2013a, Table 3 4.

5.3(c) 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)?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Air Quality Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Rivebend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Urban
Crossroads, 2013))
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Mitigation

5.3(d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Air Quality Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Mobile Source Air Toxic Health Risk Assessment (Urban Crossroads,
2013), South Coast Air Quality Management District, Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study in the South
Coast Air Basin (MATES III), South Coast Air Quality Management District “MATES III Carcinogenic
Risk Interactive Map”)

Impact Analysis for Construction Related Localized Emissions

Summary of
Construction Localized Emissions (Pounds per Day)
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Table 5 13 Summary of Construction Localized Emissions (Pounds per Day)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013a, Table 3 5.

Summary of Construction Localized Emissions – With Mitigation (Pounds per Day)

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AQ 6:
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Table 5 14 Summary of Construction Localized Emissions – With Mitigation
(Pounds per Day)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013a, Table 3 6.

Impact Analysis for Operational Localized Emissions

Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Toxic Air Pollutant Emissions
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Criteria Pollutant Emissions

SCAQMD Localized Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Table 5 15 SCAQMD Localized Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013d, Table 5 3
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Carcinogenic Chemical Risk

CEQA Air Quality Handbook

Mobile Source Air Toxic Health Risk Assessment

Non Carcinogenic Chemical Risk

Mobile Source Air Toxic Health Risk Assessment
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CO Hot Spot Analysis

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AQ 7:

Mitigation Measure AQ 8:

Mitigation Measure AQ 9:
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5.3(e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Air Quality Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013), Project
Application Materials)

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure AQ 10:
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES5.4

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.4(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 regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish andWildlife Service?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Source: Western Riverside County MSHCP, Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project
(Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend
Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013))
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Special Status Plants

Special Status Animals

Athene cunicularia Vireo
bellii pusillus Empidonax traillii extimus

Coccyzus americanus occidentalis

Accipiter cooperii Icteria
virens Setophaga petechia Lanius ludovicianus
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure BI 1:

Mitigation Measure BI 2:
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5.4(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
the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish andWildlife Service?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Western Riverside County MSHCP; Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project
(Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend
Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), Supplemental MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend
Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013))

Existing Vegetation
Map.
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Table 5 16 Vegetation Communities

Vegetation/LandUse Type Existing
Acreage

Impact
Acreage

Total 215.31 189.52

5.4(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS
Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013)

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS
Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
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Supplemental MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
County of Riverside, Western Riverside County MSHCP)

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

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS
Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
Supplemental MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013))
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5.4(f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS
Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
Supplemental MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
County of Riverside, RCA JPR Approval Letter, Western Riverside County MSHCP, Stephens’ Kangaroo
Rat HCP.)

Project Relation to Reserve Assembly

MSHCP Criteria Cells
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Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools

Volume 1, Section 6.1.2

Protection of Narrow Endemic Plants

Volume 1, Section 6.1.3

Guidelines Pertaining to the Urban/Wildland Interface

MSHCP Urban/Wildland Interface Guidelines

Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Drainage)
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Volume I, Section 6.1.4

MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Toxics)

Volume I, Section 6.1.4

MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Lighting)

Aesthetics

Volume I, Section 6.1.4

MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Noise)

MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Invasives
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MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Barriers)

TTM 36391
Wall and Fence Plan

MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Grading/Land Development)

Volume I, Section 6.1.4

Additional Survey Needs and Procedures

Volume I, Section 6.3.2

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure BI 3:

Mitigation Measure BI 4:
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Mitigation Measure BI 5:

Mitigation Measure BI 6:

Mitigation Measure BI 7:
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CULTURAL RESOURCES5.5

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.5(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for Tentative Tract 36391 (Brian F. Smith and Associates,
2013))
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5.5(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for Tentative Tract 36391 (Brian F. Smith and Associates,
2013); Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians Letter Sept. 11, 2012)
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure CR 1:

Mitigation Measure CR 2:

Mitigation Measure CR 3:
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5.5(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Paleontological Resource Assessment and Monitoring Plan, Ter Maaten Parcel/TTM 36391
(Brian F. Smith and Associates, 2013, City of Jurupa General Plan Figure OS 8 – Paleontological
Sensitivity)

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure CR 4:
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Mitigation Measure CR 5

Mitigation Measure CR 6:

5.5(d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for Tentative Tract 36391 (Brian F. Smith and Associates,
2013))

Mitigation
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Mitigation Measure CR 7:
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS5.6

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.6(a)(1) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 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.

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013))
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5.6(a)(2) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Strong seismic ground shaking?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013))

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GE 1:

5.6(a)(3) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Seismic related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013))
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GE 2:

5.6(a)(4) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Landslides?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Google Earth)
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5.6(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), Water Quality Management Plan for Tract 36391 (MDS Consulting, 2013),
Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Soil Stockpile Water Quality Management Memorandum (MDS
Consulting, 2013), Wind Erosion Control for Soil Stockpiles (Urban Crossroads, 2013), TTM 36391
Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering, 2012))

Impact Analysis for Temporary Construction Related Activities

Air
Quality

Impact Analysis for Long Term Operational Activities
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GE 3:

Mitigation Measure GE 4:

Mitigation Measure GE 5:

5.6(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 site or off site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013))
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GE 6:

5.6(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18 1 B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, Ter Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15
(Alta California Geotechnical, 2013), Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, North of the Ter
Maaten Project, 68th Street and Interstate 15 (Alta California Geotechnical, 2013))
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Mitigation

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

Finding: No Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials)
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS5.7

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Greenhouse Gas Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Urban
Crossroads, 2013))

Total Annual Project
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Table 5 17 Total Annual Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013b, Table 3 2.
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Recommended Actions from Climate Change Scoping Plan

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Greenhouse Gas Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Urban
Crossroads, 2013))
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Table 5 18 Recommended Actions from Climate Change Scoping Plan

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013b, Table 3 3.
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GG 1:

Mitigation Measure GG 2:

Mitigation Measure GG 3:
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS5.8

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2005),
Preliminary Subsurface Methane Gas Investigation for Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2006), Phase
II Environmental Site Assessment at the +/ 216 Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2012), Response to
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Comments from Peer Review of Riverbend (Termaaten) (GeoKinetics, 2013), Project Application
Materials)

Impact Analysis for Existing Site Conditions
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Impact Analysis for Temporary Construction Related Activities

Impact Analysis for Long Term Operational Activities

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure HM 1:
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Mitigation Measure HM 2:

Mitigation Measure HM 3:

Mitigation Measure HM 4:

5.8 (b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2005),
Preliminary Subsurface Methane Gas Investigation for Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2006), Phase
II Environmental Site Assessment at the +/ 216 Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2012), Response to
Comments from Peer Review of Riverbend (Termaaten) (GeoKinetics, 2013), Project Application
Materials)
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Biological Resources
MSHCP Volume I, Section 6.1.4 (Toxics)

Volume I, Section 6.1.4

Mitigation

5.8(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2005),
Preliminary Subsurface Methane Gas Investigation for Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2006), Phase
II Environmental Site Assessment at the +/ 216 Termaaten Property (GeoKinetics, 2012), Response to
Comments from Peer Review of Riverbend (Termaaten) (GeoKinetics, 2013), Project Application
Materials)

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

Finding: No Impact

(Source: California Department of Toxic Substances Control “EnviroStor Database”)

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

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Figure S 19 – Airport Locations, Riverside County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan, Google Earth)

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

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Figure S 19 – Airport Locations, Riverside County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan, Google Earth)

5.8(g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Safety Element, Project Application Materials).
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5.8(h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Figure S 11 – Wildfire Susceptibility, Google Earth)

Wildfire Susceptibility
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HYDROLOGY ANDWATER QUALITY5.9

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact
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Impact Analysis

5.9(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Water Quality Management Plan for Tract 36391(MDS Consulting, 2013), Tentative Tract
Map No. 36391 Soil Stockpile Water Quality Management Memorandum (MDS Consulting, 2013),
Santa Ana River Basin Water Quality Control Plan, Integrated Regional Water Management Plan)

Impact Analysis for Construction RelatedWater Quality
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Post Development Water Quality Impacts

Mitigation
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5.9(b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 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 land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012))

Utilities and Service Systems

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), Water Quality Management Plan for Tract 36391 (MDS Consulting, 2013),
Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Soil Stockpile Water Quality Management Memorandum (MDS
Consulting, 2013), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering,
2012))
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5.9(d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in flooding
on or off site?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering,
2012))

5.9(e) Create or contribute runoff which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources
of polluted runoff?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), Water Quality Management Plan for Tract 36391 (MDS Consulting, 2013),
Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Soil Stockpile Water Quality Management Memorandum (MDS
Consulting, 2013), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering,
2012))
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5.9(f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials)

5.9(g) Place housing within a 100 year flood hazard as mapped on a Federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Engineering,
2012), Written Correspondence from Pacific Advanced Engineering July 1, 2013)
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure H 1:

Mitigation Measure H 2:
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5.9(h) Place within a 100 year flood hazard area structures, which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering,
2012))

5.9(i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Tentative Tract 36391 Preliminary Hydrology Report (MDS
Consulting, 2012), TTM 36391 Santa Ana River Floodplain Report (Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering,
2012), Written Correspondence from Pacific Advanced Engineering July 1, 2013)
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5.9(j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Finding: No Impact

(Source: Google Earth)
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LAND USE AND PLANNING5.10

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.10(a) Physically divide an established community?

Finding: No Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials, Google Earth)
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5.10(b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan, Eastvale Area Plan, Jurupa Area Plan, South Coast Air
Quality Management District, Final 2007 Air Quality Management Plan, Southern California
Association of Governments, 2012 2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy, Southern California Association of Governments, Final 2008 Regional Comprehensive Plan,
County of Riverside, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, Riverside
LAFCO Policies & Procedures, Project Application Materials)
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Utilities and
Service Systems
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5.10(c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Finding: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Biological Technical Report for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013), HANS
Application and MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
Supplemental MSHCP Consistency Analysis for the Riverbend Project (Glenn Lukos Associates, 2013),
County of Riverside, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, RCA JPR
Approval Letter)

Biological Resources

Mitigation
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MINERAL RESOURCES5.11

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.11(a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa General Plan Figure OS 5, “Mineral Resources,” City of Jurupa Valley General
Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.12 – Mineral Resources, Google Earth)

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

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa General Plan Figure OS 5, “Mineral Resources,” City of Jurupa Valley General
Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.12 – Mineral Resources, Google Earth)
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NOISE5.12

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.12(a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (Ter Maaten) Noise Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads,
2012), Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Noise Impact Assessment (Urban Crossroads, 2013),
Ordinance No. 847)
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Impact Analysis for Near Term Construction Noise

Off Site Non Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Stationary Noise)

Air Quality
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Table 5 19 Near Term Construction Noise Levels: Grading1

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 9 1

Table 5 20 Near Term Construction Noise Levels: Paving1

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 9 2

Table 5 21 Near Term Construction Noise Levels: Building Construction1

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 9 3
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Off Site Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Mobile Noise)

Near Term Construction Noise Along 68th Street between Pats
Ranch Road & Wineville Avenue – Soil Import Only

Near Term
Construction Noise Along 68th Street between Pats Ranch Road & Wineville Avenue – Concurrent Soil
Import and Grading
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Table 5 22 Near Term Construction Noise Along 68th Street
between Pats Ranch Road &Wineville Avenue – Soil Import Only

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013f, Table 4.

Table 5 23 Near Term Construction Noise Along Along 68th Street
between Pats Ranch Road &Wineville Avenue – Concurrent Soil Import and Grading

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013f, Table 5.
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure N 1:

Mitigation Measure N 2:

Impact Analysis for Long Term Operational Noise
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General Plan Guidelines

Off Site Non Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Stationary Noise)

Off Site Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Mobile Noise)

Existing Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts
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Table 5 24 Existing Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 8 7.



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Riverbend (Master Case 1201) City of Jurupa Valley

Environmental Checklist/Initial Study Page II 138

Year 2019 Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts

Year 2035 Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts
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Table 5 25 Year 2019 Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013f, Table 3.
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Table 5 26 Year 2035 Off Site Project Related Traffic Noise Impacts

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 8 9.
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On Site Non Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Stationary Source)

On Site Transportation Related Noise Impacts (Mobile Source)

On Site Exterior Traffic
Noise Impacts

Table 5 27 On Site Exterior Traffic Noise Impacts

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012a, Table 10 1.
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure N 3:

Mitigation Measure N 4:

Mitigation Measure N 5:

Mitigation Measure N 6:

Mitigation Measure N 7:
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5.12(b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (Ter Maaten) Noise Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads,
2012), California Department of Transportation “Transportation and Construction Induced Vibration
Guidance Manual,” Project Application Materials, Google Earth)

Transportation and
Construction Induced Vibration Guidance Manual

5.12(c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (Ter Maaten) Noise Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads,
2012), Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Noise Impact Assessment (Urban Crossroads, 2013))
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5.12(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Source: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 (Ter Maaten) Noise Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads,
2012), Riverbend (TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Noise Impact Assessment (Urban Crossroads, 2013))

Mitigation

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

Finding: No Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Figure S 19 – Airport Locations, Riverside County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan, Google Earth)

5.12(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?

Finding: No Impact

(Source: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Figure S 19 – Airport Locations, Riverside County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan, Google Earth)



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Riverbend (Master Case 1201) City of Jurupa Valley

Environmental Checklist/Initial Study Page II 145

POPULATION AND HOUSING5.13

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.13(a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, E 5 Population
and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State — January 1, 2011 2013”)
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5.13(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Google Earth)

5.13(c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, Google Earth)
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PUBLIC SERVICES5.14

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.14(a)(1)Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire Protection

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Riverside County Fire Department Riverside County Fire Protection and Emergency Medical
Master Plan, Riverside County Fire Department “Fire Stations,” Google Earth, Ordinance No. 659,
Project Application Materials)

Fire Protection and Emergency Medical Master
Plan
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure PS 1:

Police Protection

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Riverside County Sheriff’s Department “Stations,” Ordinance No. 659, City of Jurupa Valley
General Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.15 – Public Services, Project Application Materials)
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Mitigation

Schools

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: California Senate Bill 50 (Greene), Project Application Materials)

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure PS 2:
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Parks

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials)

Other Public Facilities

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Ordinance No. 659, Project Application Materials)
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RECREATION5.15

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.15(a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials, E 5 Population
and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State — January 1, 2011 2013,”)

E 5 Population and Housing Estimates for
Cities, Counties and the State — January 1, 2011 2013
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5.15(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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials)
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TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC5.16

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.16(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 and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Traffic Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2012), Riverbend
(TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Traffic Impact Assessment (Urban Crossroads, 2013), Traffic Impact
Analysis Response Letter (Urban Crossroads, 2013))
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Project Trip Generation and Distribution
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Project Trip Distribution – Opening Year
(2019) Project Trip Distribution – Horizon Year (2035)

Project Average Daily
Traffic – Opening Year (2019), Project Average Daily Traffic – Horizon Year (2035)

Analysis Scenarios
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Near Term Construction Impact Analysis

Air Quality
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Existing (2012) Plus Project Traffic Impact Analysis (E+P)

Intersection Operations Analysis

Existing Plus Project
Conditions Intersection Analysis (2012)
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Table 5 28 Existing Plus Project Conditions Intersection Analysis(2012)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012b, Table 5 1.

Opening Year (2019) Traffic Impact Analysis (E+A+P)

Intersection Operations Analysis

Opening Year (E+A+P)
Intersection Analysis (2019)
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Table 5 29 Opening Year (E+A+P) Intersection Analysis (2019)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013g, Table 1.

Progression Analysis
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Opening Year (E+A+P) Stacking Length Summary along
Limonite Avenue (2019)

Opening Year (2019) Plus Cumulative Traffic Impact Analysis (E+A+P+C)

Intersection Operations Analysis

Opening Year Plus Cumulative Conditions (E+A+P+C) Intersection Analysis (2019)
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Table 5 30 Opening Year (E+A+P) Stacking Length Summary
along Limonite Avenue (2019)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013g, Table 3.
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Table 5 31 Opening Year Plus Cumulative Conditions (E+A+P+C)
Intersection Analysis (2019)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013g, Table 2.

Progression Analysis
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Opening Year Plus Cumulative (E+A+P+C) Stacking Length Summary along Limonite Avenue (2019)



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Riverbend (Master Case 1201) City of Jurupa Valley

Environmental Checklist/Initial Study Page II 172

Table 5 32 Opening Year Plus Cumulative (E+A+P+C) Stacking Length Summary
along Limonite Avenue (2019)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2013g, Table 4.
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Horizon Year (2035) Traffic Impact Analysis

Horizon Year Intersection Analysis (2035)

Horizon Year Intersection Analysis – With Improvements (2035)
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Table 5 33 Horizon Year Intersection Analysis (2035)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012b, Table 7 1.
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Table 5 34 Horizon Year Intersection Analysis – With Improvements (2035)

Source: Urban Crossroads 2012b, Table 7 2.
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure TR 1:

Mitigation Measure TR 2:

Mitigation Measure TR 3:

Mitigation Measure TR 4:

Mitigation Measure TR 5:
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5.16(b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Tentative Tract Map No. 36391 Traffic Impact Analysis (Urban Crossroads, 2012), Riverbend
(TTM No. 36391) Supplemental Traffic Impact Assessment (Urban Crossroads, 2013), Riverside County
Transportation Commission, 2011 Riverside County Congestion Management Plan)

Mitigation

5.16(c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

Finding: No Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials)

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Google Earth, Project Application Materials)
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5.16(e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials)

5.16(f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety
of such facilities?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: City of Jurupa Valley General Plan Circulation Element & Multipurpose Open Space Element,
Eastvale Area Plan, Jurupa Area Plan, Project Application Materials)

Trails and Bikeways System Plan
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS5.17

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.17(a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials)
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5.17(b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: Project Application Materials)

5.17(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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Source: Project Application Materials)
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5.17(d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Project Application Materials, JCSD Urban Water Management Plan; JCSD Information Form
for Land Developments (Riverbend SAN 53 Letter))
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure U 1.

Mitigation Measure U 2.

5.17(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

(Sources: Project Application Materials, JCSD Sewer Master Plan (as amended through 2009) JCSD
Information Form for Land Developments (Riverbend SAN 53 Letter, JCSD Sewer Study for
Tract 36391)

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
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Mitigation

5.17(f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: United States Environmental Protection Agency, Estimating 2003 Building Related
Construction and Demolition Materials Amounts, Riverside County Waste Management Department
“Countywide Disposal Tonnage Tracking System Disposal Reports – 3rd Quarter 2012”, City of Jurupa
Valley General Plan PEIR, Chapter 4.15 – Public Services)

Construction Impact Analysis
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Operational Impact Analysis

5.17(g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

(Sources: California Assembly Bill 939 (Sher), Riverside County Waste Resources Management District,
Riverside County Integrated Waste Management Plan, Riverside County Waste Management
Department, Solid Waste System Study Report, Waste Management “El Sobrante Landfill”)
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Mitigation

Mitigation Measure U 3:

Mitigation Measure U 4:

Mitigation Measure U 5:
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE5.18

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis

5.18(a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Project Application Materials, this IS/MND)

Mitigation
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5.18(b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of
a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Project Application Materials, this IS/MND)

Mitigation

5.18(c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

(Sources: Project Application Materials, this IS/MND)

Mitigation
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TENTATIVE TRACT MAP NO. 36391
TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS (REVISED)
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1.2.1 EXISTING (2012) CONDITIONS

1.2.2 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

1.2.3 EXISTING PLUS AMBIENT GROWTH PLUS PROJECT (EAP) CONDITIONS

1.2.4 EXISTING PLUS AMBIENT GROWTH PLUS PROJECT PLUS CUMULATIVE (EAPC) CONDITIONS
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1.2.5 HORIZON YEAR (2035) CONDITIONS

1.3 STUDY AREA
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Impact 1.1 – Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street (#9)

“significant”

Mitigation Measure 1.1
“less-than-significant”

Impact 2.1 – Etiwanda Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#14)

“significant”

Mitigation Measure 2.1
“less-than-significant”
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1.7 ON SITE ROADWAY AND SITE ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS

1.7.1 ON SITE ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

68th Street 
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1.7.2 NON MOTORIZED ACCOMMODATIONS

1.7.3 SITE ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS

Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street

Driveway 2 / 68th Street 
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Wineville Avenue / 68th Street 

Smith Avenue / 68th Street
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2.0 METHODOLOGIES

2.1 LEVEL OF SERVICE

2.2 INTERSECTION CAPACITY ANALYSIS

2.2.1 SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS
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2.2.2 UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS
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2.3 TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY
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2.4 LOS CRITERIA
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2.5 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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2.6 PROJECT FAIR SHARE CALCULATION METHODOLOGY
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3.0 AREA CONDITIONS

3.1 EXISTING CIRCULATION NETWOR

3.2 COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE GENERAL PLAN CIRCULATION ELEMENT

3.3 TRANSIT SERVICE

3.4 EXISTING TRAFFIC COUNTS
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3.5 EXISTING CONDITIONS INTERSECTION OPERATIONS ANALYSIS
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3.6 EXISTING CONDITIONS TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS ANALYSIS
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4.0 PROJECTED FUTURE TRAFFIC

4.1 PROJECT TRIP GENERATION

4.2 PROJECT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
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T  4 2
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4.3 MODAL SPLIT

4.4 PROJECT TRIP ASSIGNMENT

4.5 CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC
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4.5.1 EMPLOYEE TRIPS

4.5.2 SOIL AND IMPORT OF CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS
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4.5.3 HEAVY E UIPMENT

4.6 BAC GROUND TRAFFIC
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4.7 CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT TRAFFIC

4.7.1 CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT TRIP GENERATION

4.7.2 CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT TRIP ASSIGNMENT

4.8 TRAFFIC FORECASTS
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T  4 3

In ut otal In ut otal ail

en. Lt. Industrial 110 TSF 0.81 0.11 0.92 0.12 0.85 0.97 6.97

Mini Warehouse 151 TSF 0.09 0.06 0.15 0.13 0.13 0.26 2.50

High-Cube Warehouse 152 TSF 0.06 0.03 0.09 0.03 0.07 0.10 1.44

Single Fam. Detached 210 DU 0.19 0.56 0.75 0.64 0.37 1.01 9.57

Apartment 220 DU 0.10 0.41 0.51 0.40 0.22 0.62 6.65

Residential Condo/Townhouse 230 DU 0.07 0.37 0.44 0.35 0.17 0.52 5.81

Hotel 310 RM 0.34 0.22 0.56 0.31 0.28 0.59 8.17

Health/Fitness Club 492 TSF 0.62 0.76 1.38 2.01 1.52 3.53 32.93

Recreational Community Center 495 TSF 0.99 0.63 1.62 0.54 0.91 1.45 22.88

Day Care Center 565 TSF 6.50 5.76 12.26 5.86 6.60 12.46 79.26

eneral Office 710 TSF 1.36 0.19 1.55 0.25 1.24 1.49 11.01

Medical-Dental Office 720 TSF 1.82 0.48 2.30 0.93 2.53 3.46 36.13

Business Par 770 TSF 1.20 0.23 1.43 0.30 0.99 1.29 12.76

Shopping Center 820 TSF 0.61 0.39 1.00 1.83 1.90 3.73 42.94

High Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 932 TSF 5.99 5.53 11.52 6.58 4.57 11.15 127.15

Fast Food w/o Drive Thru 933 TSF 26.32 17.55 43.87 13.34 12.81 26.15 716.00

Fast Food w/ Drive Thru 934 TSF 25.17 24.18 49.35 17.60 16.24 33.84 496.12

Coffee/Donut Shop with Drive Thru 937 TSF 56.48 54.27 110.75 21.47 21.46 42.93 818.58

Soccerfield 4 Fields N/A N/A N/A 67.5 6.75 74.25 148.50
Equestriian Facility 4 Stalls N/A N/A N/A 0.113 0.112 0.225 2.071

1  Source   ITE (Institute of Transportation Engineers) Trip eneration Manual, 8th Edition, 2008.
2  SFDR  Single Family Detached Residential
3  AC  Acreage; TSF  Thousand Square Feet; DU  Dwelling Units; RM  Room
4  Source  Silverla es TIA (Revised), un man Associates, 09/25/2008.

PM Pea  HourAM Pea  Hour
I E Code nits2Land se1

Cumulative evelopment rip eneration Rates 1
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T  4 4

A Project Name Land se1
uantit nits2

In ut otal In ut otal ail

TR 31644 SFDR 213 DU 40 119 160 136 79 215 2,038

TR 31768 SFDR 95 DU 18 53 71 61 35 96 909

TR 31778 SFDR 64 DU 12 36 48 41 24 65 612

TR 33461 SFDR 102 DU 19 57 77 65 38 103 976
0 2 5 35 303 175 7 ,53

2 TR 33428 SFDR 338 DU 64 189 254 216 125 341 3,235

3 TR 33258 SFDR 45 DU 9 25 34 29 17 45 431

4 CUP 03555 Mini-Warehouse 141.460 TSF 13 8 21 18 18 37 354

5 CUP 03488 (Self-Storage) Mini-Warehouse 89.642 TSF 8 5 13 12 12 23 224

6 TR 35655 SFDR 9 DU 2 5 7 6 3 9 86

Coffee/Donut Shop w/ Drive 
Thru 1.600 TSF 90 87 177 34 34 69 1,310

Fast Food w/ Drive Thru 3.500 TSF 88 85 173 62 57 118 1,736

Shopping Center 82.671 TSF 50 32 83 151 157 308 3,550

-45 -43 -87 -62 -62 -124 -1,649

1 1 1 3 5 1 5 1 372 , 7

8 TR 30896 SFDR 73 DU 14 41 55 47 27 74 699

9 TR 31492 SFDR 175 DU 33 98 131 112 65 177 1,675

10 PP24626 Recreational Community Center 34.000 TSF 34 21 55 18 31 49 778

SFDR 122 DU 23 68 92 78 45 123 1,168
Shopping Center
(11.420 AC, FAR 25%)

124.364 TSF 76 49 124 228 236 464 5,340

-10 -12 -22 -99 -91 -191 -2,115

105 1 20 1 0 3 ,3 3

12 TM 36373 SFDR 52 DU 10 29 39 33 19 53 498

13 TT 36382 SFDR 146 DU 28 82 110 93 54 147 1,397

14 TR 34014 Condo/Townhouse 224 DU 16 83 99 78 38 116 1,301

Shopping Center 75.759 TSF 46 30 76 139 144 283 3,253

-- -- -- -35 -36 -71 -813

30 7 10 10 212 2, 0

16 TR 31252 SFDR 205 DU 39 115 154 131 76 207 1,962

17 TR 32821 Condo/Townhouse 350 DU 25 130 154 123 60 182 2,034

18 TR 32909 SFDR 140 DU 27 78 105 90 52 141 1,340

Shopping Center 21.500 TSF 13 8 22 39 41 80 923

Day Care Center 8.915 TSF 58 51 109 52 59 111 707

Fast Food w/ Drive Thru 2.815 TSF 71 68 139 50 46 95 1,397

-43 -40 -83 -46 -47 -93 -984
1 7 5 1 3 2,0 3

The Mar etplace at Enclave

Pass-by Reduction

TR 29997

Internal Capture  Pass-by Reduction

Pass-by Reduction15

Cumulative evelopment Land se and rip eneration Summar

AM Pea  Hour PM Pea  Hour

CI Y F R PA ALLEY

Su total A  7

7

1

Su total A  1

CI Y F EAS ALE

Su total A  11

Su total A  1

Su total A  15

CUP 03482

Cloverdale Mar etplace - 
Phase 2

Internal Capture  Pass-by Reduction

19

11
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T  4 4

A Project Name Land se1
uantit nits2

In ut otal In ut otal ail

Cumulative evelopment Land se and rip eneration Summar

AM Pea  Hour PM Pea  Hour

Fast Food w/o Drive Thru 3.457 TSF 91 61 152 46 44 90 2,475

Health/Fitness Club 43.009 TSF 27 33 59 86 65 152 1,416

Shopping Center 20.132 TSF 12 8 20 37 38 75 864

Medical-Dental Office 70.000 TSF 127 34 161 65 177 242 2,529

Apartments 300 DU 30 123 153 120 66 186 1,995

-49 -39 -89 -54 -58 -112 -1,679
23 21 57 300 333 3 7, 01

Shopping Center 544.500 TSF 332 212 545 996 1,035 2,031 23,381

eneral Office 326.700 TSF 444 62 506 82 405 487 3,597

High-Cube Warehouse 1,306.800 TSF 78 39 118 39 91 131 1,882

eneral Light Industrial 1,045.440 TSF 847 115 962 125 889 1,014 7,287

-170 -43 -213 -348 -475 -823 -8,875

1,532 3 1, 17 1, 5 2, 3 27,271

Shopping Center 267.200 TSF 163 104 267 489 508 997 11,474

eneral Light Industrial 801.500 TSF 649 88 737 96 681 777 5,586

Business Par 1121.100 TSF 1,345 258 1,603 336 1,110 1,446 14,305

-216 -45 -261 -202 -344 -546 -5,718

1, 2 05 2,3 7 71 1, 55 2, 7 25, 7

23 PP 23219 (PM 35865) eneral Light Industrial 738.430 TSF 598 81 679 89 628 716 5,147

24 Residential Project - Archibald 
Av. / 65th St. SFDR 250 DU 48 140 188 160 93 253 2,393

25 Shopping Center - Archibald 
Av. / Limonite Av. Shopping Center 197.192 TSF 221 186 407 448 459 907 10,827

26 TR 32797 SFDR 119 DU 23 67 89 76 44 120 1,139

27 TR 35751 Condo/Townhouse 243 DU 17 90 107 85 41 126 1,412

Soccer Fields 10 Fields N/A N/A N/A 675 68 743 1,485

Equestrian Facility 400 Stalls N/A N/A N/A 45 45 90 828
N A N A N A 720 112 33 2,313

Hotel 96 RM 33 21 54 30 27 57 784

High-Turnover (Sit-Down) 
Restaurant 10.000 TSF 60 55 115 66 46 112 1,272

3 7 1 73 1 2,05
5,53 3,20 ,7 7 5,523 7,073 12,5 5 120,

1  SFDR  Single Family Detached Residential
2  AC  Acreage; TSF  Thousand Square Feet; DU  Dwelling Units; RM  Room
3  Source  Silverla es TIA (Revised), un man Associates, 09/25/2008.

Su total A  20

Eastvale Commerce Center

Internal Capture  Pass-by Reduction

rand otal
Su total A  2

20

Fairfield Inn Hotel
29

Su total A  2

28

CI Y F N RC

Silverla es 3

22

Su total A  22

Eastvale ateway South

Internal Capture  Pass-by Reduction

Su total A  21

21

SP 00358 (The Ranch at 
Eastvale)

Internal Capture  Pass-by Reduction
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4.9 OPENING YEAR (2017) CONDITIONS

o
o
o

o
o
o
o

4.10 HORIZON YEAR (2035) CONDITIONS
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5.0 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

5.1 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT TRAFFIC VOLUME FORECASTS

5.2 INTERSECTION OPERATIONS ANALYSIS
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5.3 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS ANALYSIS
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6.0 OPENING YEAR (2017) TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

6.1 ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

6.2 EAP (2017) TRAFFIC VOLUME FORECASTS
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6.3 EAPC (2017) TRAFFIC VOLUME FORECASTS

6.4 INTERSECTION OPERATIONS ANALYSIS FOR EAP (2017) CONDITIONS
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Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street (#9)

“significant” (Impact 1.1)
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Etiwanda Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#14)

“significant” (Impact 2.1)

6.5 INTERSECTION OPERATIONS ANALYSIS FOR EAPC (2017) CONDITIONS
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6.6 PROGRESSION ANALYSIS
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6.6.1 EAP (2017) CONDITIONS

I  L M
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6.6.2 EAPC (2017) CONDITIONS
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6.7 TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS ANALYSIS
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6.8 EAP (2017) IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Mitigation Measure 1.1 – Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street (#9)
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Mitigation Measure 2.1 – Etiwanda Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#14)
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6.9 EAPC (2017) IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS

Recommended Improvement – amner Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#1) 
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Recommended Improvement – Etiwanda Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#14)
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7.0 HORIZON YEAR (2035) TRAFFIC ANALYSIS
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7.1 ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS
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7.3 HORIZON YEAR (2035) WITH PROJECT TRAFFIC VOLUME FORECASTS
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7.5 TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS ANALYSIS
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7.6 HORIZON YEAR (2035) IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS
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Recommended Improvement – amner Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#1) 

 
   

   

Recommended Improvement – Hamner Avenue / “A” Street (# )

I    
T              
T    ,   

T    ,   
T    ,           

.

Recommended Improvement – I-1 South ound Ramps / Limonite Avenue (#6)

T   
T        

Recommended Improvement – I-1 orth ound Ramps / Limonite Avenue (# )

T        
T   

Recommended Improvement – Pats Ranch Road / Limonite Avenue (#8)

T    
  

Recommended Improvement – Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street (#9)

104



Recommended Improvement – Wineville Avenue / Limonite Avenue (#11)
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8.0 LOCAL CIRCULATION AND SITE ACCESS

8.1 ON SITE ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

68th Street 

8.2 NON MOTORIZED ACCOMMODATIONS
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8.3 SITE ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS

Pats Ranch Road / 68th Street

Driveway 2 / 68th Street 

Wineville Avenue / 68th Street 
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Smith Avenue / 68th Street
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9.0 LOCAL AND REGIONAL FUNDING MECHANISMS

9.1 TRANSPORTATION UNIFORM MITIGATION FEE (TUMF) PROGRAM
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9.2 MIRA LOMA ROAD AND BRIDGE BENEFIT DISTRICT (RBBD) PROGRAM
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9.3 COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE (DIF) PROGRAM

9.4 FAIR SHARE CONTRIBUTION

119



T  9 3

# Intersection E isting Project ear 2035 
WP

Total New 
Traffic

Project % of 
New

1.6

P  F  S  C

120


