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INTRODUCTION 

Regulatory Framework 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections 

21000–21177), this Initial Study has been prepared to determine potentially significant impacts upon the 

environment resulting from the construction, operation and maintenance of the Hemet Master Drainage 

Plan Line C, Stage 4 project (collectively hereinafter referred to as the "Project"). In accordance with Section 

15063 of the CEQA Guidelines, this Initial Study is a preliminary analysis by the Riverside County Flood 

Control and Water Conservation District (District) as Lead Agency, to inform the Lead Agency decision 

makers, other affected agencies and the public of potential environmental impacts associated with the 

implementation of the Project. 

Organization of the Initial Study 

The Initial Study is organized as follows: 

Introduction: Provides the regulatory context for the review along a brief summary of the CEQA 

process. 

Project Information: Provides fundamental project information, such as the project description, project 

location and figures. 

Evaluating Environmental Impacts: Provides the parameters the District uses when determining level 

of impact. 

CEQA Checklist: Provides an environmental checklist and accompanying analysis for responding to 

checklist questions. 

References: Includes a list of references and various resources utilized in preparing the analysis. 

Environmental Process 

This Initial Study describes the expected environmental impacts of the Project in relation to the Hemet Area 

Drainage and Salt Creek Channel Improvements FEIR, developed and certified by the Riverside County 

Board of Supervisors in February 1978.  This Initial Study supports the Addendum to the FEIR; FEIR 

addendums are not subject to a 30-day public review period. 

A Notice of Determination (NOD) will be filed with the Riverside County Clerk.  The NOD describes the 

Project and provides notice that the District has approved the Project and Addendum to the FEIR.  Filing of 

the NOD initiates a 30-day public comment period. 
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PROJECT INFORMATION  

1. Project Title: 
Hemet Master Drainage Plan Line C, Stage 4 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 

1995 Market Street 

Riverside, CA  92501 

3. Contact Person Email Address and Phone Number: 
Mike Wong: mwong@rcflood.org, 951.955.1233 

4. Project Location: 
The Project area is located within the city of Hemet and is generally bounded by Johnston Avenue to 

the south, Mayberry Avenue to the north, Palm Avenue to the west and San Jacinto Street to the east.  

The Project is found within the Hemet 7.5 Series USGS Topographic Quadrangle Map, spanning 

Township 5 South, Range 1 West, Sections 14 and 15.  The entirety of the Project is to be built within 

public street right-of-way and beneath existing paved streets. 

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: 
None. 

6. General Plan Designation: 
The Project site is located within the City of Hemet General Plan.  Land uses within the Project area 

include: 

 Low density residential (2.1-5.0 dwelling units per acre) – along Whittier Avenue from 

approximately Gilbert Street to San Jacinto Street; 

 Low medium density residential (5.1-8.0 dwelling units per acre) – along Whittier Avenue 

from approximately Palm Avenue to Gilbert Street; 

 Medium density residential (8.1-18.0 dwelling units per acre) – along Whittier Avenue from 

Santa Fe Street to San Jacinto Street; and  

 School – northeastern corner of Whittier Avenue and Gilbert Street. 

7. Description of Project: 
 The Project entails the construction and subsequent maintenance of an underground storm drain 

system and appurtenances within existing street right-of-way.  The Project consists of approximately 

6,600 lineal feet of 72-inch reinforced concrete pipe, catch basins and associated connector pipes.  

The Project mainline begins approximately 120 lineal feet east of the centerline intersection of Palm 

and Whittier Avenues in Hemet and continues along Whittier Avenue terminating approximately 150 

lineal feet east of San Jacinto Avenue.  The Project is designed to convey runoff to the existing Hemet 

MDP Line C, Stage 3.  When complete, this storm drain will provide 10-year protection to the 

existing development along and surrounding Whittier Avenue.  

8. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 
The Project site is located within the city of Hemet.  The Project surroundings consists primarily of 

low medium density residential (5.1-8.0 dwelling units per acre).  One school, Whittier Elementary 

School, is located near the Project alignment, at the northeastern corner of the intersection of Gilbert 

Street and Whittier Avenue.  The school is in existence and is depicted in the FEIR maps. 

 

The storm drain alignment along Whittier Avenue is located within paved streets.  The storm drain 

will connect to an existing underground storm drain, located east of the intersection of Whittier and 

Palm Avenues.  Surrounding land use within this area is predominantly residential uses. 

mailto:mwong@rcflood.org
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9. Earlier Analyses Used: 
When tiering is used, the later EIR or Negative Declaration shall refer to the prior EIR and state 

where a copy may be examined.  The later EIR or Negative Declaration should also state that the lead 

agency is using the tiering concept and that it is being tiered with the earlier EIR [CEQA Guidelines 

15152(g)]. 

 

This Addendum, prepared for the Project, will be referring to the previously certified Hemet Area 

Drainage and Salt Creek Channel Improvements Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR).  The 

FEIR was certified by the District's Board of Supervisors (Board) on June 27, 1978. 

 

The FEIR is available for public review at the Riverside County Flood Control and Water 

Conservation District, 1995 Market Street, Riverside, CA  92501. 

 

 Impacts Adequately Addressed in Earlier Analyses: 
 

When the Lead Agency carries out a subsequent activity under a program EIR, the agency must 

examine the activity to determine whether new impacts could occur or new mitigations measures 

would be required [CEQA Guidelines 15162].  To complete this analysis, the agency should use a 

written checklist, such as the CEQA Environmental Checklist, to document the evaluation of the 

Project [CEQA Guidelines 15168(c)(4)].  If after this analysis the agency determines that no new 

impacts would occur, or no new mitigation measures would be required, then the agency can approve 

the activity as being within the scope of the project covered by the program EIR and no new 

environmental documents would be required [CEQA Guidelines 15168(c)(2)]. 

 

The FEIR, which included the Project, determined no impacts in the following areas: 

 

FEIR Section Name Section Description 

Land Resources  3.1 Geology and Soils, Mineral Resources 

Cultural Resources  3.3 
Cultural, archaeological, paleontological, 

and historical resources 

Public Facilities  3.14 Public Services 

Energy Consumption and 

Conservation 
 3.15 Fuel and/or power consumption 

 

The following were determined to have less than significant impacts:   

 

FEIR Section Name Section Description 

Demographics 3.8 
Population, employment, economic 

development 

Economics 3.12 Cost impacts to private and public sectors 
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The following impacts were determined to result in less than significant impacts in the FEIR with 

adopted mitigation measures:  

 

FEIR Section Name Section Description 

Water Resources  3.2 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Bioecological Resources  3.4 
Biological Resources: Plant, wildlife, and 

rare/endangered species 

Air Resources  3.5 Air Quality 

Land Use  3.6 
Agricultural & Forest Resources, Scenic 

Features 

Open Space, Parks, and 

Recreation 
 3.7 Recreation 

Transportation  3.9 Transportation and Traffic 

Noise  3.10 Sound levels due to traffic and construction 

Aesthetics  3.11 Visual appeal 

Service Systems  3.13 Utilities and Service Systems 

 

To ensure that the Project would not introduce any new significant impacts, the following items were 

re-evaluated using updated information: 

 

Air Quality 

Biological Resources 

Cultural Resources 

Noise 

 

Also, analyses of Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) and Hazards and Hazardous Materials are included in 

the addendum, as these were not evaluated in the FEIR.   
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Mitigation Measures from Earlier Analysis: 
 

All FEIR mitigation measures were considered and were 1) addressed during the design of the 

Project; 2) incorporated as a standard construction procedure; or 3) deemed not pertinent to the 

Project. 

 

Mitigation 

Measure 
Assessment 

3.2.3 
MM incorporated into Project – design incorporates catch basins to allow water 

to enter stormdrain. 

3.4.3 

MM incorporated into Project – construction will largely be within public right-

of-way.  MM not pertinent to project – no marsh areas are in the area of the 

Project. 

3.5.3 

MM pertinent to Project in that new air quality analyses/standards are available 

(re-analyze AQ) – general plan and zoning ordinances are in place and control 

growth appropriately to preserve air quality in the area. 

3.6.3 

MM not pertinent to Project – Project is in residential area at time of EIR; 

implementation of general plan and zoning ordinances would not change land 

use in Project area.  No agricultural or forest resources in Project area – now or 

at time of EIR. 

3.7.3 MM not pertinent to Project – Project is underground, not a channel. 

3.8.3 
MM not pertinent to Project – Project is in existing residential area and Project 

will not attract new homes to area. 

3.9.3 

MM pertinent to Project, but mitigated with standard construction procedure – 

through traffic will be staged and detoured during construction.  Emergency 

vehicles and local residents will have continual access. 

3.10.3 
MM pertinent to Project – limiting construction work to certain hours is a 

standard procedure. 

3.11.3 
MM pertinent to Project and incorporated into Project design – modern designs 

for catch basins are used. 

3.12.3 MM not pertinent to Project – Economics is not a checklist item. 

3.13.3 

MM pertinent to Project and incorporated into Project design as standard 

procedure – coordination with utility companies is practiced and potholing of 

utilities is conducted for positive verification, if necessary. 

 

FEIR Sections 3.1 (Land Resources), 3.3 (Cultural, Archaeological, Paleontological, and Historical 

Resources), 3.14 (Public Facilities) and 3.15 (Energy Consumption and Conservation) were 

determined to have no impacts and did not have mitigation measures. 
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10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: 
(e.g., permits, financing approval or participation agreement) 

 

 Federal Agencies (not "public agencies" as defined by CEQA or required to take a CEQA action) 

None. 

  

 State Agencies 

None. 

  

 City/County Agencies 

City of Hemet: Approval of construction activities within city maintained road right-of-way. 

  

 Financing Approval or Participation Agreements 

None. 
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Figure 1:  Section 18 Public Hearing Map  
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Figure 2:  USGS Vicinity Map 
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Figure 3:  Vicinity Map  
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Figure 4:  Photos  

 

Photo Station 1: View facing east on Whittier Avenue at San Jacinto Street 

 

 

Photo Station 2: View facing west on Whittier Avenue at San Jacinto Street 
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Photo Station 3: View facing northeast, intersection of Whittier Avenue and State Street 

 

Photo Station 4:  View facing northeast at Whittier Elementary School, intersection Whittier Avenue and Gilbert Street 
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CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

I. AESTHETICS    

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

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of the MDP facilities would have no significant adverse 

impact on natural scenic features.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR.  

Therefore, the Project will not have an impact on a scenic vista. 

Source: Project Design, FEIR Section 3.1.2 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to 

trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic 

highway?   

    

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of the MDP facilities would have no significant adverse 

impacts on natural scenic features and cultural resources.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed 

in the FEIR and will not have an impact on scenic resources. 

Source: Project Design, FEIR Sections 3.1.2 and 3.3.2 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site 

and its surroundings?  

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The FEIR concluded that construction of the Flood Control 

structures on visual character or quality of the site/surroundings would have a less than significant impact with 

mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR mitigates this impact by incorporating modern catch basin inlet 

design.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR and modern catch basin designs have 

been included in the Project, implementing the FEIR's mitigation measure.  Therefore, the Project will have a 

less than significant impact with mitigation to the visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Sections 3.11.2.3 and 3.11.3 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely 

affect day or nighttime views in the area?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR did not evaluate impacts of light or glare.  However, the Project 

would not create new or additional sources of light or glare, either during construction or operation.  Only 

under rare emergency conditions would the use of artificial lighting be anticipated; however, any impacts 

would be temporary and, therefore, less than significant. 

Source: Project Design   
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II. AGRICULTURAL & FOREST 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.   

Would the project:  
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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?  

    

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that MDP facility impacts on existing farmland would be less than 

significant with mitigation.  The FEIR's mitigation measure is to adhere to zone designations, policies and 

General Plan elements.  However, the Project (Hemet MDP Line C, Stage 4) was located within an existing 

residential area and follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR.  The Project will not have impacts on 

Agricultural Resources and Population and Housing resulting from the construction.  Therefore, the Project 

will not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural 

use.  This Project would not need to implement the FEIR mitigation measure. 

Source: FEIR Sections 3.6.2 and 3.6.3  

b) Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural use or land 

subject to a Williamson Act contract or land within a Riverside County 

Agricultural Preserve?   

    

No Impact.  See response II.a).  The Project will not conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural 

use or land subject to a Williamson Act contract. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.6.2 

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their 

location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-

agricultural use? 

    

No Impact.  See response II.a).  The Project will not result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.6.2 

d) 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))?  

    

No Impact.  See response II.a).  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR and was 

located within a residential area.  The Project site is still located within that residential area and not located 

within areas zoned forest land, timberland or timberland production.  Therefore, the Project will not conflict 

with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland or timberland zoned timberland 

production. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.6.2; RCIP 
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e) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 

use?  

    

No Impact.  See responses II.a) and II.d).  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR 

and forest land does not exist within the Project site.  Therefore, the Project will not result in the loss of forest 

land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.   

Source: FEIR Section 3.6.2 
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III. AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS   

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. 

The FEIR determined that construction would directly impact air quality.  The FEIR stated that impacts to air 

quality were dependent upon two factors: 1) the standards for ambient levels of individual pollutants that exist 

in future years, and 2) the level of development allowed by municipal and county governments.  Due to 

updated air quality standards and analysis methods, air quality analyses were conducted to determine whether 

the Project would have an impact to the environment. 

Would the project:   
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a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality 

plan? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), a region that 

currently exceeds and is in violation of state and national ambient air quality standards for ozone (O3) and 

particulate matter (PM) less than 10 and 2.5 microns in diameter (PM10 and PM2.5).  The South Coast Air 

Quality Management District (SCAQMD) regulates air quality emissions within the SCAB and has prepared a 

series of Air Quality Management Plans (AQMP), the most recent of which was adopted by the Governing 

Board of the SCAQMD on June 1, 2007 (2007 AQMP).  The 2007 AQMP is designed to meet applicable 

federal and state requirements, including attainment of ambient air quality standards.  To assess the impacts of 

Project-related construction and operational emissions, the SCAQMD has established regional significance 

thresholds. 

As described below in III.b), construction and subsequent maintenance emissions from the Project will only 

result in temporary, less than significant impacts to air quality.  The Project must also comply with applicable 

provisions of Rule 403 for the control of fugitive dust.  As such, the Project will not conflict with or obstruct 

implementation of the 2007 AQMP. 

Source: AQMP; SCAQMD  

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing 

or projected air quality violation?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The SCAB currently exceeds and is in violation of state and national ambient 

air quality standards for O3, PM10 and PM2.5.  The SCAQMD has established regional significance thresholds 

to help assess the impacts of Project-related construction and operational emissions.  Construction and 

operational emissions from the Project that are below these thresholds are considered less than significant.  

Subsequent maintenance of the flood control facility is expected to release infrequent and minor air emissions 

associated with trucks used on an as-needed basis for inspection or maintenance purposes.  Temporary 

construction emissions would come from heavy equipment exhaust, construction-related trips by workers and 

associated fugitive dust generation from excavation and grading activities.  Construction emissions thresholds, 

as recommended by the SCAQMD, and estimated construction emissions for the Project are noted in Table 1.  

The estimated construction emissions are calculated using the CalEEMod (version 2011.1.1) air pollution 

model.  For the purposes of running the model, it was assumed that the construction would occur in a five (5) 

month period.  The construction emissions estimates are based on equipment operating eight (8) hours per 

day, even though some equipment will actually sit idle during the construction process.  These estimates are 

also based on unmitigated emissions.  See CalEEMod printout in Appendix A for the detailed emissions 

reports. 
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Table 1: Estimated Construction Air Quality Emissions 

Criteria Pollutant 

SCAQMD Significance 

Criteria for Construction 

(lbs/day) 

Project Estimated 

Construction Emissions 

(lbs/day) 

Nitrogen Oxides  100 92.48 

Reactive Organic Gases  75 13.35 

Sulfur Dioxide  150 0.12 

Carbon Monoxide  550 64.56 

PM10  150 11.20 

PM2.5  55 6.00 

Based on the estimated values that are shown above in Table 1, the temporary construction emissions from the 

Project will not exceed the SCAQMD's recommended significant thresholds for construction.  In addition, 

compliance with Rule 403 for the control of fugitive dust would ensure that the Project will not violate any air 

quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. 

Source: Project Design; CARB; SCAQMD; CalEEMod   

c) Result in 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)?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The SCAB is designated as a non-attainment area for O3, PM2.5 and PM10.  

Since the Project does not conflict with any land uses, it is in conformance with the AQMP, and the Project's 

short-term emissions do not exceed the SCAQMD-established thresholds of significance.  The Project's net 

increase in criteria pollutant emissions, for which the Project region is in non-attainment, is not cumulatively 

considerable and impacts are considered less than significant. 

Source: SCAQMD   

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?     

Less than Significant Impact.  Temporary construction emissions would result from heavy equipment 

exhaust, construction-related trips by workers, and associated fugitive dust generation from excavation during 

storm drain and outlet installation and paving the existing road after storm drain installation.  The Project 

alignment primarily follows existing roads with adjacent occupied structures (e.g., residential, industrial and 

commercial).  The SCAQMD has developed suggested Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs) to assist 

lead agencies in assessing potential air quality impacts near emission sources.  LSTs are applicable to oxides 

of nitrogen (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter less than 10 microns in aerodynamic diameter 

(PM10) and particulates less than 2.5 microns in aerodynamic diameter (PM PM2.5).  According to the 

SCAQMD, the LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a Project that are not expected to cause or 

contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard.  

LSTs are also based on the ambient concentrations of the specific pollutants within each source receptor area 

(SRA) and the distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. 

Construction and operational emissions from the Project are considered less than significant.  Construction 

emission thresholds were determined using SCAQMD's mass rate look up table for SRA No. 28 Hemet/San 

Jacinto Valley.  To estimate the localized construction emissions from the Project, Project specific parameters 

were used to modify the SCAQMD One Acre Site Example spreadsheets for the paving phase and the 

SCAQMD Two Acre Site Example spreadsheets for the excavation phase.  Subsequent operation and 

maintenance of the flood control facility is expected to require infrequent and small numbers of equipment 

associated with trucks/tractors used on an as-needed basis for inspection or maintenance purposes.  Therefore, 
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only the Project related construction emissions are evaluated in this analysis since they represent the 

maximum amount of pollutants resulting from the Project.  The construction emissions estimates are based on 

every piece of equipment operating a full eight (8) hours per day (even though some equipment will actually 

sit idle during the construction process).  See Appendix B for the print out results of the spreadsheets.  

The estimated localized construction emissions from excavation and paving activities are shown below in 

Table 2 and Table 3, respectively. 

Table 2: Estimated Unmitigated Onsite Maximum  

Daily Construction Excavation Emissions 

Criteria 

 Pollutants 

LST for 2 Acre 

Construction Area With 

Receptors at 25 Meters 

(lbs/day) 

Estimated Maximum Daily 

Construction Onsite 

Emissions (lbs/day) 

Exceed  

LST? 

Nitrogen Oxides (NOX) 234 11.9 No 

Carbon Monoxides (CO) 1100 6.5 No 

Particulates (PM10) 7 2.4 No 

Particulates (PM2.5) 4 1.1 No 

 

Table 3: Estimated Onsite Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 

 from Paving (pounds per day unmitigated) 

Criteria Pollutants 

LST for 1 Acre 

Construction Area With 

Receptors at 25 Meters 

(lbs/day) 

Estimated Maximum Daily 

Construction Onsite  

Emissions (lbs/day) 

Exceed 

LST? 

Nitrogen Oxides (NOX) 162 22.7 No 

Carbon Monoxides (CO) 750 11.8 No 

Particulates (PM10) 4 1.6 No 

Particulates (PM2.5) 3 1.5 No 

Based on the estimated values that are shown above in Table 2 and Table 3, emissions from the Project are 

below the thresholds considered significant. 

Source: LST Guidance  

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?       

Less than Significant Impact.  Portions of the Project site are located adjacent to occupied structures (e.g., 

residential).  Construction activities may produce odors associated with the operation of heavy equipment; 

however, the generation of any odors would be of short duration and not considered a significant impact. 

Source: Project Design   

f) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 

may have a significant impact on the environment?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order 

S-3-05 which sets forth a series of target dates by which statewide greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions would be 

reduced: 1) 2000 levels by the year 2010; 2) 1990 levels by the year 2020; and 3) eighty percent (80%) below 

the 1990 levels by the year 2050.  In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted AB 32 (Global Warming 

Solutions Act of 2006) and the Governor signed it into law.  AB 32 requires the California Air Resources 
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Board (ARB), the state agency charged with regulating statewide air quality, to adopt rules and regulations 

that would achieve GHG emissions equivalent to statewide levels in 1990 by the year 2020.  GHG, as defined 

under AB 32, include carbon dioxide (CO2), methane, nitrous oxide, sulfur hexafluoride, hydroflurocarbons 

and perflurocarbons.  CO2 has been identified as the most important anthropogenic GHG because it comprises 

the majority of total GHG emissions emitted per year and it is very long-lived in the atmosphere. 

The main source of GHG emissions associated with the Project is the previously described short-term 

emissions related to the use of heavy equipment.  CalEEMod estimated that the temporary Project 

construction emissions will be 220.32 metric tons of CO2 equivalents per year (MTCO2eq/yr).  Subsequent 

operation and maintenance of the Project is expected to release infrequent and minor GHG emissions far less 

than the estimated construction emissions of 220.32 MTCO2eq/yr. 

Currently, there are no established significance thresholds from federal or state agencies.  However, in 

October 2008, the ARB and SCAQMD issued the draft "Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim 

Significance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases under the California Environmental Quality Act" and the 

"Draft Guidance Document – Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Significance Threshold", respectively.  

Each agency's draft guidance material represents a potential analytical framework for addressing CEQA 

significance thresholds for GHG.  In general, interim GHG thresholds of 7,000 and 10,000 MTCO2e/yr are 

recommended by ARB and SCAQMD, respectively.  The estimated Project construction GHG emissions of 

394.19 MTCO2e/yr is well below the available interim GHG threshold recommended by the ARB and 

SCAQMD.  Therefore, the Project will not generate GHG emissions that would cause significant direct or 

indirect impacts on the environment. 

Source: CalEEMod; CARB; SCAQMD   

g) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  As discussed above, the GHG emissions generated by the Project are 

temporary and fall well below the recommended significance thresholds.  Therefore, the Project will not 

conflict with any plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing emissions of 

GHG. 

Source: CalEEMod; CARB; SCAQMD 
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The FEIR evaluated impacts to plant, wildlife and rare/endangered species; however, due to the availability of 

the Western Riverside MSHCP, the Project was evaluated on its impact to Biological Resources. 
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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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service? 

    

No Impact.  The Project area is not located within a Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat 

Conservation Plan (MSHCP) survey area.  The Project area is located within existing street rights-of-way. 

Source:  GIS. 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other 

sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, 

policies, and regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?   

    

No Impact.  The Project area is located within existing street rights-of-way.  Therefore, the Project will not 

have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitats or other sensitive natural communities.   

Source: GIS; FEIR Section 3.4.   

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on biological resources involved 

within a jurisdictional water feature as defined by federal, state or local 

regulations (e.g., Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 401 of the 

Clean Water Act, Section 1602 of California Fish and Game Code, 

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, etc.) through direct removal, 

filing, hydrological interruption, or other means?  

    

No Impact.  The Project area is located within existing street rights-of-way.  Therefore, the Project will not 

have a substantial adverse effect on biological resources involved within a jurisdictional water feature.  

Source:  Project design, GIS 

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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project area is located within existing street rights-of-way.  Therefore, the Project will not 

substantially interfere 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. 

Source: MSHCP, Project design 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?  

    



 

20 

No Impact.  The Project is not subject to local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 

a tree preservation policy or ordinance.  The Project is subject to MSHCP compliance.  Refer to response IV.f) 

for a discussion of MSHCP compliance. 

Source:  Project Design; MSHCP 

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?  

    

No Impact.  The County of Riverside Board of Supervisors adopted the MSHCP on June 23, 2003.  The 

MSHCP is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional habitat conservation plan focusing on the conservation of 

species and their associated habitats in Western Riverside County. 

The District is an MSHCP permittee, and the Project must be consistent with the applicable provisions of the 

MSHCP.  A summary of the obligations specific to implementation by the District is described in Section 13.4 

of the Implementing Agreement (IA) and includes: 

 Adopt and maintain resolutions as necessary to implement the requirements and to fulfill the purposes 

of the Permits, the MSHCP and the IA for covered activities.  Such requirements include compliance 

with: 1) the policies for the protection of species associated with Riparian/Riverine areas and vernal 

pools as set forth in Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP; 2) the policies for the protection of narrow endemic 

plant species as set forth in Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP; 3) the requirements of Section 7.3.7 of the 

MSHCP; 4) the urban/wildlands interface guidelines as set forth in Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP; and 

5) the BMPs and the siting and design criteria as set forth in Section 7.0 and Appendix C of the 

MSHCP.  The requirements also include conducting surveys as set forth in Section 6.3.2 of the 

MSHCP. 

 Contribute mitigation through payment of 3% of total capital costs for a covered activity.  Such 

payment may be offset through acquisition of replacement habitat or creation of new habitat for the 

benefit of covered species, as appropriate.  Such mitigation shall be implemented prior to impacts to 

covered species and their habitats. 

 Manage land owned or leased within the MSHCP Conservation Area that has been set aside for 

conservation purposes pursuant to a management agreement to be executed between Riverside County 

Flood Control and Water Conservation District and the CDFW. 

 Participate as a member of the Reserve Management Oversight Committee (RMOC). 

 Carry out all other requirements of the MSHCP, the MSHCP permits and the IA. 

 

Project Site Location Within MSHCP Area 

Regions of the MSHCP have been organized into Area Plans that generally follow political jurisdictional 

boundaries.  The Project site is located within the San Jacinto Valley Area Plan.  The Project is not located 

within a criteria cell. 

Section 6.1.2 

In accordance with MSHCP Section 6.1.2, consistency determinations of the Project area and surrounding 

lands must be conducted for Riparian/Riverine, vernal pool and listed fairy shrimp habitats.  Based on field 

assessment, the Project area does not contain riparian/riverine areas, vernal pools or other seasonal pools with 

the potential to support listed fairy shrimp.  In addition, the Project alignment does not contain suitable habitat 

for least Bell's Vireo, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher or Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo.  Therefore, no 

further assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are required. 

The Project is consistent with Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP. 
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Section 6.1.3 

In accordance with MSHCP Section 6.1.3, habitat assessments and/or focused surveys for certain narrow 

endemic plant species are required for properties within mapped survey areas.  The Project area is not within a 

narrow endemic plant species survey area.  In addition, it was determined at the site that the Project area does 

not support suitable habitat for any of the narrow endemic plant species or criteria area plant species.  

Therefore, no further assessments and/or surveys or conservation measures are required.   

The Project is consistent with Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP. 

Section 6.1.4 

Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP addresses indirect impacts from developments in proximity to MSHCP 

Conservation Areas.  Pursuant to Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP, projects in close proximity to the MSHCP 

Conservation Area are required to incorporate mechanisms to address indirect effects to the MSHCP 

Conservation Area.  The Project is not located within or adjacent to an existing MSHCP Conservation Area.  

Therefore, no further analysis or implementation of any conservation measures is required. 

The Project is consistent with Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP. 

Section 6.3.2 

Pursuant to MSHCP Section 6.3.2, habitat assessments and/or focused surveys for certain additional plant and 

animal species are required for properties within mapped survey areas.  The Project area is not within any 

additional species survey areas.  As the Project area is within existing street rights-of-way, the Project area 

lacks suitable habitat to support animal and plant species of concern.  Therefore, no further surveys or 

conservation measures are required. 

The Project is consistent with Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP. 

Section 7.3.7 

Section 7.3.7 defines flood control facilities that are undertaken by a permittee within the Criteria Area as 

Covered Activities.  Per Section 7.1, although not located within a Criteria Area, the Project is undertaken by 

a permittee and is a Covered Activity as defined in the MSHCP. 

The Project is consistent with Section 7.3.7 of the MSHCP. 

Section 7.5.3 

Section 7.5.3 of the MSHCP outlines construction guidelines when constructing facilities within the Criteria 

Area or within P/QP lands.  The Project is not located within a Criteria Area and is not within P/QP lands.  

The Project will consider and implement all applicable Construction Guidelines per MSCHP Section 7.5.3 and 

the BMPs contained in Appendix C. 

The Project is consistent with Section 7.5.3 of the MSHCP. 

Based on the above analysis, the Project is consistent with the MSHCP. 

Source: Project Design; MSHCP  
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

The FEIR determined that there will be no significant impacts on cultural resources.  However, GIS data 

shows the Project is located within an area with high potential/sensitivity for paleontological resources.  Thus, 

the Project was evaluated on its impact on cultural resources. 

Would the project:  
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a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 

resource as defined in §15064.5?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Based on a record search of prehistoric and historic cultural resources 

conducted for the Project, there are no known cultural resources within or adjacent to the Project area.  The 

Project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource.  The Project area 

is located within existing street right-of-way, subject to previous paving activities, and contains previously-

installed underground utilities such as sewer and water services.  There are no known historic resources that 

exist within the Project area.  Therefore, the impact will be less than significant.  Moreover, the District 

routinely implements on all construction projects the following standard operating procedure related to 

historical resources that would further reduce the already less than significant impacts: 

If historic resources are discovered during Project construction, all work in the area of the find shall cease 

and a qualified archaeologist or a representative of the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians shall investigate 

the find, and make recommendations for treatment.  Construction activities will not resume in the area of 

discovery until the archaeologist gives his/her explicit approval.  Based on the above information, the 

Project will have a less than significant impact to historical resources. 

Source: EIC; Project Design    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Results of the EIC records search indicated that the Project area has the 

potential for cultural resources and that a field survey be conducted. 

The District also received a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search from the Native American Heritage Commission 

(NAHC) for the Project area.  The SLF failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources 

within ½ mile of the Project area; however, the NAHC recommended contacting Native American tribes for 

further information.  In accordance with the NAHC recommendations, all the Native American tribes included 

in the NAHC's contact list were contacted via letter regarding information that they may have concerning 

Native American cultural resources in the Project area. 

The District received written comments from the Pala Band of Mission Indians (Pala Band), the Rincon Band 

of Luiseño Indians (Rincon Band) and the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians (Soboba Band).  The Pala Band of 

Mission Indians indicated that the Project is located outside of their traditional use area and had no objections 

to the Project.  The Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians responded that the Project area is outside of the Rincon's 

Historic boundaries and referred the District to the Pechanga or Soboba Bands.  The Pechanga Band 

confirmed via telephone conversation that the Project area was outside of their area and deferred to the Soboba 

Band.  The Soboba Band's response letter indicated that the Project site is in close proximity to known tribal 

village sites and requested a consultation with the District.  The District consulted with the Soboba Band's 

Cultural Resource Department on August 20, 2014.  There are no known cultural resources within the Project 

area, however the Project area is located between village sites and it is possible that travelers between the 

villages may have crossed the Project area.  Due to the lack of known cultural resources within the Project 

area, the Project's impact to cultural resources will be less than significant.  The District routinely implements 

on all construction projects the following standard operating procedure related to archaeological resources that 
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would further reduce the already less-than-significant impacts: 

If cultural resources are discovered during project construction, all work in the area of the find shall cease, 

and a qualified archaeologist or a representative of the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians shall investigate 

the find and make recommendations for treatment.  Construction activities will not resume in the area of 

discovery until the archaeologist gives his/her explicit approval. 

Source: EIC; NAHC; Project Design   

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site 

or unique geologic feature?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project area is underlain by young alluvial deposits, generally described 

as predominantly gravel, sand and silt, from the Holocene and late Pleistocene eras.  According to the 

Riverside County Land Information System (RCLIS), the Project area has a high potential/sensitivity for 

paleontological resources.  In order to avoid potential impacts to paleontological resources, the following 

standard operating procedure will be implemented: 

An approved paleontological monitor shall spot-check the excavated areas during construction.  If 

paleontological resources are discovered during construction, all work in the area of the find shall cease 

and a qualified paleontological resources specialist will evaluate the find.  Any discovered paleontological 

resources that merit long-term consideration shall be collected and reported in accordance with standard 

paleontological management practices.  Construction activities will not resume in the area of discovery 

until the archaeologist gives his/her explicit approval. 

Source: GIS, Project Design 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project alignment is not located on or adjacent to a known formal or 

informal cemetery.  No impacts to human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries are 

anticipated.  In the unlikely event that human remains are encountered on the Project site, no further 

disturbance will occur until the Riverside County Coroner has made a determination of their origin pursuant to 

Health and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.  The Riverside County Coroner 

must be notified within 24 hours of the discovery.  If the County Coroner determines that the remains are of 

Native American descent, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) must be contacted within 24 

hours to determine the most likely descendent for this area.  Once the most likely descendent is determined, 

treatment of the Native American human remains will proceed pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 

5097.98.  Based on the above information, the Project will have a less than significant impact. 

Source: Project Design 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Would the project:  
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a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, 

including the risk of loss, injury or death involving: 

    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most 

recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 

State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence 

of a Known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 

Publication 42.   

    

No Impact:  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no significant impact on 

geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR; thus, the Project will 

not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: FEIR Sections 3.1.1.3 and 3.1.2; GIS; GeoTech 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?       

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant impact on geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR; 

thus, the Project will not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.1.1.3 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?       

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant adverse impact on geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in 

the FEIR; thus, the Project will not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.1.1.3 

iv) Landslides or mudflows?     

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no significant impact on 

geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR; thus, the Project will 

not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: Project Design; RCIP; GIS; FEIR Section 3.1.1.3 

b) Result in substantial changes in topography, unstable soil conditions 

from excavation, grading or fill, or soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant impact on geology, topography, or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed 

in the FEIR; thus, the Project will not have an impact on geology, topography, or seismicity. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.1.2 
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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- 

or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or 

collapse?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant impact on geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR; 

thus, the Project will not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: GeoTech; FEIR Section 3.1.1.3 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 

Building Code (1994 or most current edition), creating substantial risks 

to life or property?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant impact on geology or seismicity.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR; 

thus, the Project will not have an impact on geology or seismicity. 

Source: GeoTech; FEIR Section 3.1.1.2 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting any structures, fill or 

other improvements associated with the project?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR determined that construction of MDP facilities would have no 

significant impact on geology or seismicity.  The Geotechnical Investigation, conducted during the design of 

the Project, did not identify any support issues with existing soils.  The Project will follow the 

recommendations of the Geotechnical Investigation Report to ensure that the soils are capable of adequately 

supporting the storm drain system. 

Source: GeoTech; Project Design; FEIR Section 3.1.1.2 
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS   

The FEIR did not evaluate impacts on Hazards and Hazardous Materials.  The Project was evaluated on 

potential impacts to Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 
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a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Construction and subsequent maintenance of the Project does not involve the 

routine use or transport of hazardous materials beyond the short-term use of petroleum-based fuels, lubricants, 

pesticides and other similar materials during construction and maintenance activities.  The construction phase 

may include the transport of gasoline and diesel fuel to the Project site and on-site storage for the sole purpose 

of fueling construction equipment.  BMPs stipulating proper storage of hazardous materials and vehicle 

fueling will be implemented during construction.  All transport, handling, use and disposal of substances such 

as petroleum products, solvents and paints related to operation and maintenance of the Project will comply 

with all federal, state and local laws regulating the management and use of hazardous materials.  Therefore, 

impacts related to creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, 

use or disposal of hazardous materials will be less than significant.  

Source: Project Design 

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?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Since the Project will comply with measures including construction BMPs, 

transport and handling laws regulating the management and use of hazardous materials, potential impacts will 

be less than significant.  See response VII.a). 

Source: Project Design   

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 

materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proposed school?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  An existing school, Whittier Elementary School, is located adjacent to the 

Project area at the intersection of Gilbert Street and Whittier Avenue.  Impacts related to hazardous emissions 

or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or wastes due to Project construction and/or maintenance will have 

a minimal impact.  See Section VII.a). 

Source: Project Design   

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials 

sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 

result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  A review of the Department of Toxic Substances Control's Hazardous Waste 

and Substances List (Cortese List) indicated that the Project is not located on any identified hazardous 

materials sites.  In addition, a review of the State Water Resources Control Board's Leaking Underground 

Storage Tank (LUST) Geotracker database indicates that there are no currently active hazardous material 

cleanup sites within the Project area.  However, in the unlikely event of discovery of previously unknown 
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hazardous wastes or materials are encountered in the field during construction, ground disturbance activities in 

the vicinity of the discovery shall cease until a qualified hazardous materials management specialist can assess 

the potentially hazardous substances and, if necessary, develop appropriate management measures in 

coordination with the appropriate regulatory agencies. 

Source: DTSC, SWRCB  

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?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Although the Project is not located within an airport's land use plan, it is 

located approximately two miles east of Hemet-Ryan Airport, a public use airport.  Safety hazards may 

temporarily be present within the Project area during construction.  Safety protocols including a traffic plan 

and signage will alert residents and workers in the area of potential safety hazards associated with 

construction. 

Source: RCIP; AirPlan; GIS; Project Design   

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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project is located approximately 12 miles east of the Perris Valley Airport.  The Project does 

not include development that would result in a safety hazard for people residing or working within the Project 

area.  No impacts are anticipated. 

Source: Project Design; AirPlan 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.  Neither the construction nor subsequent maintenance of the Project is 

expected to impair implementation of or physically interfere with the County's Emergency Operation Plan and 

Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.  Vehicular access will be maintained and/or detours will be 

provided during Project construction.  It is also standard procedure for the District to notify public safety 

agencies prior to commencing Project construction activity. 

Source: Project Design   

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?  

    

No Impact.  The Project area is not located adjacent to Wildlands.  Additionally, according to Figure 11 of the 

San Jacinto Valley Area Plan of the Riverside County General Plan (Wildfire Susceptibility), the Project is not 

located in an area susceptible to wildfires.  

Source: Project Design; RCIP   
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VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY  

The FEIR only evaluated impacts to drainage and groundwater resources.  The FEIR concluded that the 

construction of channel embankments that would have a less than significant impact with mitigation measures 

implemented.  The FEIR would mitigate by providing openings in the embankments, allowing water to drain 

into the channel.  However, this mitigation measure does not apply to the Project as it is underground and 

flows will directly enter into the facility.  
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a) Violate or conflict with any adopted water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR did not evaluate impacts to adopted water quality standards or 

waste discharge requirements.  However, the District is required to comply with the NPDES Municipal 

Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit, Board Order R8-2010-0033, issued by the Regional Water 

Quality Control Board – Santa Ana Region (SARWQCB).  The Project would not create new sources of 

stormwater pollutants, therefore, would be in compliance with the MS4 Permit. 

Source: Project Design; NPDES 

b) Result in substantial discharges of typical stormwater pollutants (e.g. 

sediment from construction activities, hydrocarbons, and metals from 

motor vehicles, nutrients and pesticides from landscape maintenance 

activities, metals of other pollutants from industrial operation,) or 

substantial changes to surface water quality including, but not limited 

to, temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, or turbidity?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project would not create new sources of stormwater pollutants.  Although 

it would change the timing of the delivery of storm runoff from adjacent developed area to the existing 

underground storm drain, Hemet MDP Line C, Stage 3, the impact is not expected to be significant.  See 

response VIII.a). 

Source: Project Design; NPDES 

c) 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)?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR concluded that the reduction of water percolation into groundwater 

reservoirs would have a less than significant impact with mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR would 

mitigate for this impact by proposing the use of impervious clay and other materials in open channels to 

promote percolation.  Although the Project is the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR, this mitigation 

measure is not pertinent to the Project, an underground storm drain system.  Project flows will ultimately 

outlet into the earthen Hemet and Salt Creek Channels.  Flows will be able to infiltrate in these channels.  The 

Project will not result in the withdrawal of use of groundwater. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Sections 3.2.2.2 
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 

including through the alteration of a watercourse or wetland, in a 

manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-

site?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project is located within a residential area as analyzed by the FEIR and is 

currently within the same residential area.  The Project will not alter the existing or proposed land use within 

the Project area.  Drainage patterns within the Project area will not be altered in a manner that would result in 

substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.2.2.1 

e) 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?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR depicted the Project within an existing residential area and the 

Project remains within that same area.  The Project will collect and convey stormwater runoff through the 

Project area into an existing underground storm drain.  Therefore, the Project will not substantially increase 

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.2.2.1 

f) Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater drainage systems? 

    

No Impact.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR and will not create or contribute 

runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.  Runoff 

from the Project area will not exceed the current condition or that analyzed in the FEIR. 

Source: Project Design FEIR Section 3.2.2.1 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on 

Federal Flood Hazard boundary of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 

flood hazard delineation map?  

    

No Impact.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR and is not located within a 

FEMA mapped Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA); the Project is not a housing project.  The Project will 

reduce the exposure of people and property to localized flooding. 

Source: Project Design, FEMA; FEIR Section 3.2; FEIR Section 3.6.1.2 

h) Place structures or fill within a 100-year flood hazard area, which 

would impede or redirect flood flows?   

    

No Impact.  The Project follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR.  The Project will not impede or 

redirect flood flows; the Project reduces localized flooding. 

Source: Project Design; FEMA; FEIR Section 3.2; FEIR Section 3.6.1.2. 

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?  
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No Impact.  The Project, as analyzed in the FEIR and as designed, will not 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.  Conversely, the Project will increase the level of flood protection for local residents. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.2 

j) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 

involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

    

No Impact.  The Project area is not subject to inundation by a seiche or tsunami.  The flood control facility 

will not increase the potential for mudflows. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.2 
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IX. LAND USE PLANNING  

The FEIR determined that the MDP facilities would have significant impacts on Land Use, resulting in the loss of land 

used for agriculture.  However, the Project was located within an existing residential area during the FEIR.  The Project 

follows the same alignment as analyzed in the FEIR is still within that same residential area.  The Project will not have an 

impact on land use planning. 
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a) Physically divide an established community?       

No Impact.  As analyzed in the FEIR, the Project area is located within a residential area and will not 

physically divide an established community. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.6 

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?   

    

No Impact.  As analyzed in the FEIR, the Project area is located within a residential area and will not conflict 

with any land use designations or policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 

effect.   

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.6.1.2  
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES 

The FEIR determined that the MDP facilities would not have a significant impact on mineral resources.  Thus, the Project 

would not have a significant impact on mineral resources. 

Would the project:   
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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?   

    

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that the MDP facilities would not have a significant impact on mineral 

resources.  The Project area is not located within a mineral resources zone.  In addition, the Project will not 

change any land uses within the Project area.  Thus, the Project would not have an impact on mineral 

resources.   

Source: Project Design; HGP; GIS; FEIR Section 3.1.1.4; FEIR Section 3.1.2 

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?   

    

No Impact.  The FEIR determined that the MDP facilities would not have a significant impact on mineral 

resources.  The Project is not located within a delineated mineral resource recovery area.  Thus, the Project 

would not have an impact on mineral resources. 

Source: HGP; FEIR Section 3.1.1.4; FEIR Section 3.1.2. 
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XI. NOISE 

The FEIR determined that noise would pose significant impacts and proposed mitigation measures to alleviate them.  Due 

to new guidelines and/or standards, noise impacts were evaluated for the Project and vicinity.  FEIR mitigation measure 

3.10.3(e), with regards to construction noise, limits work hours to 7am-6pm; District standard procedure generally limits 

construction activity to between 7am-5pm. 
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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?   

    

No Impact.  Riverside County Ordinance 847 Section 2 (b) states that capital improvement projects of a 

governmental agency are exempt from noise regulations.  Therefore, the Project will not exceed standards 

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies. 

Source: RCIP 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne 

vibration or ground-borne noise levels?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project would involve the temporary intermittent use of construction 

equipment for various construction and maintenance activities over the life of the Project and may result in 

temporary ground-borne vibration impacts in the Project area.  

Caltrans' Transportation and Construction Induced Vibration Guidance Manual (Manual) provides methods to 

estimate construction induced ground-borne vibration, and provides criteria for acceptable levels of ground-

borne vibration for human perception and potential damage to buildings.  Tables 3 and 4 below list criteria for 

both human perception and building damage resulting from construction induced vibration. 

Table 4: Guidance Vibration Annoyance Potential Criteria 

Human Response 

Maximum PPV (in/sec) 

Transient 

Sources 

Continuous/Frequent 

Intermittent Sources 

Barely Perceptible 0.04 0.01 

Distinctly Perceptible 0.25 0.04 

Strongly Perceptible 0.90 0.10 

Severe 2.00 0.40 

 

Table 5: Guidance Vibration Damage Potential Threshold Criteria 

Structure and Condition 

Maximum PPV (in/sec) 

Transient 

Sources 

Continuous/Frequent 

Intermittent Sources 

Extremely fragile historic buildings, ruins, 

ancient monuments 
0.12 0.08 

Fragile buildings 0.20 0.10 

Historic and some old buildings 0.50 0.25 

Older residential structures 0.50 0.30 

New residential structures 1.00 0.50 

Modern industrial/commercial buildings 2.00 0.50 
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Ground-borne vibration resulting from construction of the Project would be similar to a large bulldozer.  Table 

5 below lists the estimated minimum and maximum construction induced vibration impacts at various points 

in the Project area using methods described in the Manual.  Construction induced ground-borne vibration 

varies from 0.04 inches/second to 0.09 inches/second within the Project area. 

Table 6: Project Construction Induced Impacts (in/sec) 

Estimated Construction 

Induced Vibration Impacts 

(Large Bulldozer) 

Threshold Intermittent 

Construction Induced Vibration 

Minimum 

(at 50 feet) 

Maximum 

(at 25 feet) 

Human Perception 

"Distinctly Perceptible" 

Older residential 

structure damage 

0.04 0.09 0.04 0.30 

 

The maximum estimated vibration is slightly above levels categorized as "Distinctly Perceptible" and near 

levels categorized as "Strongly Perceptible".  Although the vibration levels are perceptible, the maximum 

estimated using the Manual is well below the threshold for potentially causing damage to older residential 

structures.  Therefore, the impacts are less than significant. 

Source: Project Design; Caltrans  

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

vicinity above levels existing without the project?   

    

No Impact.  The construction, operation or maintenance of a flood control facility will not result in a 

permanent substantial ambient noise increase.  Potential noise impacts will be limited to the temporary 

impacts. 

Source: Project Design 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in 

the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project would involve the temporary intermittent use of construction 

equipment for various construction and maintenance activities over the life of the Project.  Construction and 

maintenance equipment may result in temporary increases above existing noise levels.  Construction 

equipment noise generally ranges from 70 to 95 dBA at 50 feet from the source.  At about 500 feet from the 

source, intermittent levels from the loudest construction equipment would be about 75 dBA.  Maintenance 

activities would be infrequent and involve less equipment than the initial construction of the Project.  

Residential areas are located adjacent to the Project site and could be temporarily affected by increased noise 

levels during construction.  The long-term operation and maintenance of the Project would not cause a 

significant increase in noise levels.  The increase in noise levels would not be substantial and would not be 

significant.  Moreover, the District routinely implements standard operating procedures on all construction 

projects related to noise that further reduces the already-less-than-significant impacts.  These standard 

operating procedures are: 

 Heavy equipment that may impact adjacent residential structures shall be limited from 7:00 a.m. 

to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, except under special circumstances approved by the 

District's General Manager-Chief Engineer. 

 Each resident adjacent to the storm drain construction site shall be notified in writing three (3) 

days prior to operation of heavy construction equipment near the residences.  The notice shall 

include the expected work schedule and the District's contact information.  The District shall alert 

the construction contractor of any noise complaints and incorporate any feasible and practical 
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techniques which minimize the noise impacts on adjacent residences. 

Source: Project Design, RCIP, HGP 

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? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project is not located within an airport's land use plan; however, the 

Project is approximately two miles from the Hemet-Ryan Airport.  Less than significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

Source: Project Design 

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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project is located approximately 12 miles east of the Perris Valley Airport.  However, the 

Project does not include development that would expose people residing or working within the Project area to 

excessive noise levels.  No impacts are anticipated. 

Source: Project Design   
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XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING   

Would the project:    
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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) resulting in 

substantial adverse physical impacts or conflicts with the adopted 

general plan, specific plan, or other applicable land use or regional 

plan?   

    

No Impact.  Although the FEIR states that implementation of the Hemet Area MDP may have a significant 

impact on local population growth, the Project does not include the construction of any new homes or 

businesses and is not expected to result in any change to existing land use patterns or trigger substantial 

growth in the area.  The Project area is within an established residential area as depicted in the FEIR.  Thus, 

the Project would not induce substantial population growth. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.8.2 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?   

    

No Impact.  See response XII.a).  The Project will not displace any existing housing. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.8.2 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction 

of replacement housing elsewhere?   

    

No Impact.  See response XII.a).  The Project will not displace people, therefore, will not necessitate the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.8.2 
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XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES 

The FEIR determined that there would be no impacts to public services.   

a) 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 following public services: P
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i. Fire protection?       

No Impact.  The Project would not require new fire protection services. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.14.2 

ii. Police protection?       

No Impact.  The Project would not require new police services. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.14.2 

iii. Schools?       

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR shows Whittier Elementary School adjacent to the Project.  The 

Project follows the same alignment analyzed in the FEIR.  Thus, the Project does not necessitate the addition 

of new schools in the area. 

Source: GIS, FEIR Section 3.14.2 

iv. Parks?       

No Impact.  Additional demands on existing public parks would not occur.  New or improved park facilities 

would not be necessary as a result of the Project. 

Source: FEIR Section 3.7.2 

v. Other public facilities?       

No Impact.  Other public facilities will not be impacted by the Project. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.7.2; FEIR 3.14.2 
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XIV. RECREATION 

The FEIR determined that impacts to parks and recreational facilities would be less than significant with 

mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR mitigated for these secondary effects by proposing wider 

roadways and/or new collector roads.  However, since the Project area was situated within an existing 

residential area and follows the same alignment as in the FEIR, the Project is not expected to require 

new/wider roads to attract growth.  The Project will have no impacts to recreation. 

Would the project:   

P
o
te

n
ti

al
ly

 

S
ig

n
if

ic
an

t 
 

Im
p
ac

t 

L
es

s 
T

h
an

 

S
ig

n
if

ic
an

t 
w

it
h
 

M
it

ig
at

io
n

 

L
es

s 
T

h
an

 

S
ig

n
if

ic
an

t 
 

N
o
 I

m
p
ac

t 

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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project would not impact or increase the use of recreational facilities, neighborhood parks or 

regional parks. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.7.2 

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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project does not require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.7.2 
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XV. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC   

 

Would the project:   
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a) Conflict with an adopted 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?   

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The FEIR determined that transportation and traffic would 

have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR mitigated these impacts 

by implementing a traffic control plan during construction.  The Project follows the same alignment as 

analyzed in the FEIR.  The Project incorporates a construction traffic control plan, thus implementing the 

FEIR's mitigation measure.  The Project will have a less than significant impact with mitigation. 

Source: Project Design, FEIR Section 3.9.2 

b) Conflict with an adopted congestion management program, including, 

but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand 

measures, or other standards established by the appropriate congestion 

management agency for designated roads or highways?  

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The FEIR determined that transportation and traffic would 

have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures implemented.  The Project follows the same 

alignment as analyzed in the FEIR.  The Project incorporates a construction traffic control plan, thus 

implementing the FEIR's mitigation measure.  The Project will have a less than significant impact with 

mitigation. 

Source: CMP, HGP, Project Design; FEIR Section 3.9.2 

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 

equipment)?   

    

No Impact.  The proposed project does not change the existing design of the roads.  Thus, the Project will be 

compatible with existing road use and will not increase hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses.  

Source: Project Design 

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?       

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The FEIR determined that transportation and traffic would 

have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR mitigated these impacts 

by implementing a traffic control plan during construction.  The Project follows the same alignment as in the 

FEIR and the Project incorporates a construction traffic control plan, thus implementing the FEIR's mitigation 

measure.  The Project will have a less than significant impact with mitigation to emergency access.  

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.9.2 
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e) Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?       

No Impact.  The FEIR did not analyze the MDP's impact on parking capacity.  However, the Project site will 

not affect any existing parking facilities.   

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.9 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public 

transit, bicycle, pedestrian facilities, or other alternate transportation or 

otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?   

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The FEIR determined that transportation and traffic would 

have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures implemented.  The FEIR mitigated these impacts 

by implementing 1) a traffic control plan during construction; or 2) proposing wider roadways and/or new 

collector roads.  However, since the Project area was situated within an existing residential area and follows 

the same alignment as in the FEIR, the Project is not expected to require new/wider roads to attract growth.  

Additionally, the Project design incorporates a construction traffic control plan, thus implementing the FEIR's 

mitigation measure.  The Project will have a less than significant impact with mitigation. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.9.2 
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

The FEIR determined that impacts to existing underground utilities would be less than significant with 

mitigation.  The FEIR mitigated for these impacts by proposing close coordination with utility 

companies/municipalities to minimize conflict and utilizing the "pot-hole" method for positive utility 

verification in proximity of the proposed stormdrain facility.  The Project follows the same alignment as 

analyzed in the FEIR and the Project implemented the FEIR mitigation measure during the design phase and 

does not expect further Project impacts to utilities/service systems.  Impacts by the Project on existing utilities 

and service systems will be less than significant with mitigation. 
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a) Impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction 

of new facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of 

which could cause significant environmental effects?  

    

 Electricity     

No Impact.  The construction of the Project would not require additional electrical facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.5 

 Natural Gas     

No Impact.  The construction of the Project would not require additional natural gas facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.4 

 Communication System       

No Impact.  The construction of the Project would not require additional communication systems facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.6 

 Public facilities, including roads and bridges      

No Impact.  The construction of the Project would not require additional public facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.9.2; FEIR Section 3.14 

b) Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage 

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which 

could cause significant environmental effects?   

    

No Impact.  The Project is an element of a master-planned storm drain facility and street improvements 

analyzed by the FEIR to alleviate flooding.  Additional drainage facilities will not be required as a result of the 

Project. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 2.0; FEIR Section 3.2 

c) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from 

existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 

needed?   
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No Impact.  The Project is an element of a master-planned storm drain facility and street improvements 

analyzed by the FEIR to alleviate flooding.  The Project will not require the long-term use of water supplies.  

Thus, the Project will not have an impact on long-term water used. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.3 

d) 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?   

    

No Impact.  The Project is an element of a master-planned storm drain facility and street improvements 

analyzed by the FEIR to alleviate flooding.  The Project would not generate wastewater or require wastewater 

treatment services.  No new wastewater facilities are required as a result of the Project. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.1 

e) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 

accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project is an element of a master-planned storm drain facility and street 

improvements analyzed by the FEIR to alleviate flooding.  Although the Project may generate a limited 

amount of solid waste during construction, the limited amount of solid waste generated by the Project would 

not be substantial or interfere with the capacity of nearby existing solid waste disposal facilities. 

Source: Project Design; FEIR Section 3.13.2.2 

f) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 

solid waste?   

    

No Impact.  Any waste disposal that is required by the Project will be done in compliance with the 

appropriate statutes and regulations. 

Source: Project Design 
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Would the project:   
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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?   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  As analyzed in the FEIR, the Project's potential impacts to the environment, 

wildlife species, plant or animal community and cultural resources will not occur, will be less than significant 

or will be mitigated below a level of significance. 

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.)   

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The FEIR analyzed impacts by the MDP, of which the Project is an element.  

Due to the Project's relatively small footprint, any potential impacts of the Project will not be cumulatively 

considerable. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial 

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?  

    

Less than Significant Impact.  As discussed in the FEIR and in this document, the construction of the Project 

will temporarily increase noise levels to those persons who reside near the Project area.  With the 

incorporation of the standard operating procedures described in Section XI, potential noise impacts will be 

less than significant.  The Project will have no other potential adverse impacts to human beings. 
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