COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR MEETING
January 20, 2021 @ 3:30 P.M.
8930 Limonite Avenue, Conference Room B
Jurupa Valley, California 92509
AGENDA
1.1 PUBLIC HEARING
MASTER APPLICATION (MA) NO. 17273: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP
(TPM) NO. 37395 & VARIANCE NO. 20003
PROPOSAL: REQUEST TO SUBDIVIDE A 2.5-ACRE RESIDENTIAL
PARCEL INTO FOUR (4) RESIDENTIAL LOTS
LOCATION: 5903 RIDGEVIEW AVENUE (APN: 161-220-009)
APPLICANT: JERRY SAUCEDA AND ISMAEL SANCHEZ
The City of Jurupa Valley has prepared and intends to adopt a Previous
Environmental Document Review Determination.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Community Development Director approve
Tentative Parcel Map (TPM) No. 37395 and Variance No. 20003 subject to
the conditions of approval.
2.0 ADJOURNMENT
If you wish to speak, please complete a “SPEAKER IDENTIFICATION FORM” and give it to the
Community Development Director. The purpose of the public hearing is to allow interested parties
to express their concerns. Please do not repeat information already given. If you have no additional
information, but wish to be on record, simply give your name and address and state that you agree
with the previous speaker(s).
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if any accommodations are needed, please
contact Grizelda Reed at (951) 332-6464 or e-mail at greed@jurupavalley.org. Request should be
made at least 48 hours or as soon as possible prior to the scheduled meeting.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR HEARING
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

JANUARY 20, 2021

TO:

JOE PEREZ, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

BY:

ROCIO LOPEZ, SENIOR PLANNER

SUBJECT:

MASTER APPLICATION (MA) NO. 17273: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP (TPM)
NO. 37395 & VARIANCE NO. 20003
PROPOSAL: REQUEST TO SUBDIVIDE A 2.5-ACRE RESIDENTIAL PARCEL
INTO FOUR (4) RESIDENTIAL LOTS
LOCATION: 5903 RIDGEVIEW AVENUE (APN: 161-220-009)
APPLICANT: JERRY SAUCEDA AND ISMAEL SANCHEZ

____________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Community Development Director approve Tentative Parcel Map
(TPM) No. 37395 and Variance No. 20003 subject to the conditions of approval.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The Applicant (“Applicant” or “Jerry Sauceda and Ismael Sanchez”) submitted a request to
subdivide a 2.5-acre residential parcel into four (4) residential lots at 5903 Ridgeview Avenue.
See Exhibit 1 for Site Location Map and Exhibit 3 for the tentative map. All four residential lots are
proposed at a minimum of 20,000 square-feet. Table 1 illustrates the proposed parcels and their
respective sizes and Table 2 depicts general land use information. The applicant submitted a
variance to request the reduction of the average lot depth for Parcels 1 – 3.
PARCEL
NO.
1
2
3
4

TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF PARCEL INFORMATION
NET PARCEL
AVERAGE LOT WIDTH
AVERAGE LOT DEPTH
SIZE (SQ. FT.)
(FEET)
(FEET)
20,044
155.35
129.88
20,060
154.5
129.88
20,195
184.5
113.68
22,906
164.86
153.48

LOCATION
As shown on Exhibit 1, the subject site is rectangular in shape and is located north of Limonite
Avenue, south of 58th Street and east of Etiwanda Avenue. Surrounding land uses include single
family residential land uses to the north, east, south and west. Exhibit 2 provides zoning and
General Plan Land Use designations of the site and surrounding parcels.
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EXHIBIT 1: SITE LOCATION MAP

EXHIBIT 2: LAND USE AND ZONING MAPS
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TABLE 2: GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION
General
Plan
Designation

Land

Use LDR
(Low
Density
Residential)
Neighborhood (1 to 2 dwelling units/acre)

Zoning

A-1 (Light Agricultural)

General Plan Overlay Area

Equestrian Lifestyle Protection Overlay

Country

REQUIRED ENTITLEMENTS OR APPROVALS
Subdivisions are regulated by the City of Jurupa Valley Municipal Code, Title 7 (Subdivisions).
This is a Schedule “G” subdivision defined as: “Any division of land into 4 or less parcels, where
any parcel is not less than 18,000 square feet in net area to 1 acre in gross area.” The parcels
will access Ridgeview Avenue via a proposed private street.
EXHIBIT 3: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP

Section 7.05.020. (Advisory Agencies), Subsection B of Title 7, establishes that the City’s Planning
Director is designated as the "Advisory Agency" charged with the duty of making investigations
and reports on the design and improvement of all proposed tentative Schedule "G" parcel maps.
The action of the Community Development Director on a tentative Schedule "G" map shall be
final unless the final decision is appealed to the Planning Commission by the land divider or any
interested party.
An approved Variance for Parcels 1 – 3 is required for the proposed reduced average lot depth.
Due to the proposed 35-foot-wide private street easement, the proposed average lot depth does
not meet the minimum required of 150 feet. Per Section 9.240.270. (Variances), Subsection C
(Public Hearings), “All public hearings on variances which require approval of a permit or land
division shall be heard by the hearing body which has jurisdiction of the principal application.”
Therefore, the hearing body for the proposed variance is also the Community Development
Director.
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ANALYSIS
General Plan: LDR Country Neighborhood
The subject site has a land use designation of Low Density Residential (LDR) Country
Neighborhood, which permits up to two (2) dwelling units per acre. While the site can
accommodate up to five (5) dwelling units per acre, only four (4) are proposed, which meets the
allowable density within this designation.
Zone: A-1 (Light Agriculture)
The subject site is located within the A-1 zone and subject to Section 9.175.030. (Development
Standards) which states that the minimum lot area of any parcel shall not be less than 20,000
square feet (net), with a minimum average lot width of 100 feet and a minimum average lot depth
of 150 feet.
Parcels 1 through 4 comply with minimum lot square footage and average lot width requirements;
and Parcel 1 complies with the average lot depth requirement within the A-1 zone. However,
since the subdivision requires public street access, the proposed 35-foot-wide private road
reduces the usable average lot depth requirement for Parcels 1 through 3 below the 150-foot
requirement. Table 3 presents the detailed information.
TABLE 3: COMPLIANCE WITH THE REQUIRED AVERAGE LOT DEPTH
PARCEL NO.

MINIMUM AVERAGE
LOT DEPTH (FEET)

1

150

PROPOSED
AVERAGE LOT
DEPTH (FEET)
129.88

2

150

129.88

3

150

113.68

4

150

153.48

DOES IT COMPLY?

Yes - with an approved
Variance
Yes - with an approved
Variance
Yes - with an approved
Variance
Yes

Existing Structures
The 2.5-acre site is improved with an existing single-family home, detached garage and several
detached accessory structures. A few unpermitted detached accessory structures are located
within the setback area of Parcels 1, 2 and 3. Additionally, there is a horse corral within Parcel 4
which would need to be removed to accommodate the subdivision. The applicant proposes to
remove them as noted on the tentative map. Staff therefore recommends a condition to require
the removal of the following prior to the recordation of the final map:
a. Any unpermitted structures on Parcels 1 – 4
b. Any existing detached accessory structures on Parcels 2 – 4; no detached accessory
structures are permitted without a principal structure and/or use.
c. Structures that do not meet setback requirements as a result of this approval
This condition ensures the proposed map would not create a nonconforming situation.
Additionally, there cannot be any detached accessory structure on a lot where there is no primary
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structure and use. After the recordation of the final map, the applicant may request building
permits to construct the future dwelling units.
Tentative Parcel Map
The proposed subdivision is consistent with the requirements of Title 7 (Subdivisions) if the
Variance is approved with the Tentative Map. Section 7.10.080.A requires the proposed parcels
to be consistent with the zoning code. With approval of the Variance, the subdivision will be
consistent with the zoning code and with the General Plan Land Use designation.
Public Improvements and On-Site Utilities
Staff circulated the Tentative Parcel Map to various internal departments and external agencies
for comment. Comments from these departments and agencies have been considered and
incorporated as modifications and/or conditions to this project as deemed appropriate by Planning
staff.
Street Improvements
The City’s Engineering Department has reviewed the map and is requiring a10-foot dedication
along Ridgeview Avenue. As the subject site is located within the General Plan’s “Equestrian
Lifestyle Overlay” and within the Mira Loma community, Ridgeview Avenue is identified as a
Secondary Equestrian Route within the General Plan’s Mobility Element. There are virtually no
public improvements within the Mira Loma community and the right-of-way consists primarily of
informal (unimproved) equestrian trails located on unpaved shoulders. The existing condition of
the equestrian trail is consistent with the General Plan policies.
As such, improvements with the public right-of-way will consist of rolled asphalt curbing with
unimproved shoulders and as follows:
•

Ridgeview Avenue. This street is classified as a “Local” roadway with an ultimate
right-of-way width of 60 feet. Right-of-way dedication of 10-feet is required to provide
half width of 30 feet.

•

Private Interior Street Improvement. The 35-foot-wide private interior street easement
includes a 32-foot-wide road and a three (3) foot wide landscaped planter area.
A Homeowner’s Association (HOA) will be required to provide perpetual maintenance to
the private road, landscaping and all other common areas.

Drainage Infrastructure
Drainage across property lines will not exceed that which existed prior to grading. Excess or
concentrated drainage shall be contained onsite. Erosion of the ground in the area of discharge
shall be prevented by installation of non-erosive down drains or other devices.
Water and Sewer Infrastructure
The project site is within the Santa Ana River Water Company service area and is currently being
served by an existing water line within Ridgeview Avenue. Each parcel will connect to a proposed
six (6) inch water line in the proposed private street and connect to the existing water line in
Ridgeview Avenue via a separate water service and meter.
An on-site septic system will be provided for each lot in compliance with the State’s On-site
Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS) policies which the City’s Building and Safety Department
oversees, see Tentative Map Clearance SANS 53 letter, provided as an Attachment to this report.
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FINDINGS FOR TENTATIVE LAND DIVISION MAPS - TITLE 7 (SUBDIVISIONS) SECTION
7.15.180.
A tentative map shall be denied if it does not meet all requirements of this title, or if any of the
following findings are made:
1. That the proposed land division is not consistent with applicable general and specific
plans.
The proposed map is consistent with the requirements of the General Plan Land Use
designation of LDR (Low Density Residential) Country Neighborhood which permits up to
two (2) dwelling units per acre. The map will facilitate the future construction of three (3)
single family homes and accommodates the existing single-family home at a density of 1.6
dwelling units per acre which meets the allowable density. Furthermore, the map complies
with Title 7 (Subdivisions) and Title 9 (Zoning) of the Jurupa Valley Municipal Code, with
the approval of Variance No. 20003.
2. That the design or improvement of the proposed land division is not consistent with
applicable general and specific plans.
The proposed layout of the four (4) parcels is consistent with the City’s General Plan and
zoning code with a Variance. It will allow for residential use as intended with the LowDensity Residential land use designation.
3. That the site of the proposed land division is not physically suitable for the type of
development.
The 2.5-acre site is a relatively flat, containing an existing single-family home, detached
garage and several detached accessory structures which will be removed to
accommodate the new parcels. The site, located adjacent to other single-family residential
land uses, is physically suitable to accommodate the subdivision and future development
of three (3) single family residential homes and the existing single-family residence, as
there is adequate water to serve the site and on-site sewer systems will be provided.
4. That the site of the proposed land division is not physically suitable for the proposed
density of the development.
The proposed land division of a 2.5-acre parcel into four (4) parcels will accommodate the
existing single-family home and three (3) additional residential dwelling units at a density
of 1.6 dwelling units per acre which meets the maximum allowable density of 2 du/acre
under the General Plan designation.
5. That the design of the proposed land division or proposed improvements are likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or
wildlife or their habitat.
The project site was highly disturbed and occupied by an existing single-family home, and
several detached accessory structures, including a two-car garage. Because of the
existing degraded site condition, the absence of special-status plant communities, and
overall low potential for most special-status species to utilize or reside on-site, the
proposed project would not be expected to directly impact federal or state-listed
threatened or endangered species.
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6. That the design of the proposed land division or the type of improvements are likely to
cause serious public health problems.
Several environmental studies (including Soils, Geotechnical, Preliminary Water Quality
Management Plan (WQMP), Multi Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) and
Habitat Assessment), were conducted on the subject property to assess existing
conditions. The studies did not reveal evidence of any negative environmental impacts
resulting from the subdivision on this highly disturbed property. The proposed land
division and future development of three (3) single family homes, in addition to the existing
single-family residence, is consistent with the General Plan and zoning code.
Furthermore, the findings of the Initial Study determined that, with the incorporation of
mitigation measures, there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a
significant effect on the environment. As such, the project will not cause serious public
health problems.
7. That the design of the proposed land division or the type of improvements will conflict with
easements, acquired by the public at large, for access through, or use of, property within
the proposed land division. A land division may be approved if it is found that alternative
easements for access or for use will be provided and that they will be substantially
equivalent to ones previously acquired by the public. This subsection shall apply only to
easements of record or to easements established by judgment of a court of competent
jurisdiction.
There are no existing on-site easements within the subject site and, therefore, the project
does not conflict with any on-site easements. While the subdivision proposed a 35-footwide private street easement to access the parcels, it does not conflict with the proposed
land division. The project will connect to a water line proposed in the private street which
will then connect to an existing water line in Ridgeview Avenue. Additionally, any
proposed utilities will be required to be undergrounded.
Staff has found Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395 to be in conformance with above findings and in
conformance with the zoning code and General Plan policies. The land division is physically
suitable for the type of development and the proposed density. The design of the project will not
cause substantial environmental damage, harm any wildlife, nor cause serious public health
problems as shown within the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for this
project.
Variance
Section 9.240.270. (Variances) states that variances from the terms of this chapter may be
granted when, because of special circumstances applicable to a parcel of property, including size,
shape, topography, location or surroundings, the strict application of this chapter deprives such
property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity that is under the same zoning
classification.
The subject property is a 2.5-acre rectangular shaped parcel located on the west side of
Ridgeview Avenue between Limonite Avenue and 58th Street. Parcels 1 – 3 do not meet the
minimum lot average lot depth requirements due to the required 35-foot-wide private street access
easement for the subdivision.
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While Parcels 1, 2 and 3 have a 164.88-foot lot depth, with the required 35-foot private road
access easement, all three parcels have been reduced to a usable average lot depth which is
less than the required 150-foot minimum. This creates a special circumstance where strict
application of the minimum lot depth requirement would deprive the applicant the privilege of
subdividing the existing parcel when such property privileges are currently enjoyed by other
property in the vicinity under the same zoning classification.
In addition to this justification, there are existing parcels located near the subject site within the
A-1 zone with less than the required lot depth, which are located to the north and south of the
subject site as shown on Exhibit 4. These existing substandard lots establish a precedence that
also serves to support the granting of a variance in lot depth reduction for Parcels 1, 2 and 3.
EXHIBIT 4: REDUCED LOT DEPTH PARCELS
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FINDINGS FOR GRANTING A VARIANCE – TITLE 9 (ZONING) SECTION 9.240.270
The Community Development Director may approve the Variance based on the following facts as
there are unique or special circumstances that exist for Parcels 1, 2 and 3:
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1. Due to required street access from the private road easement, Parcel 1, 2 and 3 do not
have enough depth to meet the average 150-foot lot depth requirement. As a result, the
required private road easement creates a special circumstance where strict application of
the 150-foot average lot depth requirement creates a hardship for the Applicant to develop
the land and maintain consistency with the zoning code due to the configuration of the
depth of the land and configuration of the proposed private road easement.
2. There are existing parcels in the A-1 zone that are deficient from the required 150-foot
average lot depth requirement within the project vicinity. Parcels with substandard lot
depths occur as follows: four parcels located approximately 165 feet south of the subject
site with average lot depths of 124 feet (5961, 5959, 5957 and 5955 Ridgeview Avenue);
and four parcels located approximately 497 feet south of the subject site, along Ridgeview
Avenue, with parcels lot depths averaging 134 feet. Additionally, there are several more
parcels, including north of 58th Street (5697, 5695, 5691 and 5689 Ridgeview Avenue) with
reduced average lot depths. All these parcels share a common thread with the proposed
subdivision: the private street access reduced the original average lot depths below the
code requirement. These existing substandard lot depths therefore establish a
precedence that also serves to support the granting of a variance from the minimum
average lot depth requirement for Parcels 1, 2 and 3.
3. In order for the tract to comply with the required standards (such as minimum lot size,
minimum average lot width and depth), together with standards for public streets and be
able to create access for services to this tract, it is necessary for Parcels 1, 2 and 3 to
have an average lot depth that is less than the required minimum average of 150 feet.
4. The granting of this variance will allow the property owner privileges enjoyed by other
property owners in the vicinity that is under the same zoning classification, in that other
property owners have properties with average lot depths ranging from 124 to 134 feet,
less than the required 150-foot average lot depth minimum.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The City of Jurupa Valley has prepared and intends to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Project, see Attachment 2. The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration is
supported by an Initial Study that evaluated potential effects with respect to Aesthetics, Agriculture
and Forest Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality,
Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services,
Recreation, Transportation/Traffic, and Utilities and Service Systems. The proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration determines that although the proposed Project could have a significant
effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in
the Project have been made or agreed to by the Applicant. The City’s decision to prepare a
Mitigated Negative Declaration should not be construed as a recommendation of either approval
or denial of this Project. Staff has implemented a condition which requires that all mitigation
measures of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) be incorporated into the
Conditions of Approval.
Public Review Period. The public review period for the environmental document began on
December 30, 2020 and ends on January 19, 2021. As of the date of this report, the City had not
received any comments.
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PUBLIC NOTICING
The Notice of Intent to Adopt the MND and public notice of the Director’s Hearing was published
by the Press Enterprise and posted at City Hall per the requirements of the zoning code.
Additionally, public hearing notices of the Director’s Hearing were mailed to surrounding property
owners within a 1,000-foot radius of the project site. To date, we have not received any public
comments.
CONCLUSION
The proposed subdivision is in conformance with the General Plan and with the zoning code (with
approval of Variance No. 20003). The project also conforms to Schedule “G” map requirements
of Title 7 (Subdivisions) and with other applicable provisions of the zoning code (with approval of
Variance No. 20003). The project will not be a detriment to the public health, safety and welfare
and is conditionally compatible with the present and future logical development of the area.
Furthermore, the addition of three (3) residential units, in addition to the existing single-family
home, complies with the City’s Housing Element Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA)
inventory.
Based upon the facts and findings set forth within this report, staff recommends approval of
Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395 and Variance No. 20003, subject to the Conditions of Approval.

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:
_________________

Rocio Lopez
Senior Planner

Annette Tam Chyan
Principal Planner

ATTACHMENTS
1. Recommended Conditions of Approval
2. Initial Study Checklist / Mitigated Negative Declaration and “Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program”
3. Tentative Map Clearance SANS 53 letter
4. Proposed Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395 (11-21-20)
5. Proposed Preliminary Grading Plan (8-27-20)
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1
Conditions of Approval

MA17273 (TPM37395 & VAR20003)
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
DIRECTOR’S HEARING (1-20-2021)

1/15/2021

ATTACHMENT 1
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1. PROJECT PERMITTED. MA17273 (TPM37395 & VAR20003) is for the approval to
subdivide a 2.5-acre parcel into four (4) minimum 20,000 square foot single family
residential parcels. The project site is located at 5903 Ridgeview Avenue (APN: 161220-009).

2. INDEMNIFY CITY. The applicant, the property owner or other holder of the right to the
development entitlement(s) or permit(s) approved by the City for the project, if different
from the applicant (herein, collectively, the “Indemnitor”), shall indemnify, defend, and
hold harmless the City of Jurupa Valley and its elected city council, its appointed boards,
commissions, and committees, and its officials, employees, and agents (herein,
collectively, the “Indemnitees”) from and against any and all claims, liabilities, losses,
fines, penalties, and expenses, including without limitation litigation expenses and
attorney’s fees, arising out of either (i) the City’s approval of the project, including
without limitation any judicial or administrative proceeding initiated or maintained by any
person or entity challenging the validity or enforceability of any City permit or approval
relating to the project, any condition of approval imposed by City on such permit or
approval, and any finding or determination made and any other action taken by any of
the Indemnitees in conjunction with such permit or approval, including without limitation
any action taken pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), or (ii)
the acts, omissions, or operations of the Indemnitor and the directors, officers,
members, partners, employees, agents, contractors, and subcontractors of each person
or entity comprising the Indemnitor with respect to the ownership, planning, design,
construction, and maintenance of the project and the property for which the project is
being approved. The City shall notify the Indemnitor of any claim, lawsuit, or other
judicial or administrative proceeding (herein, an “Action”) within the scope of this
indemnity obligation and request that the Indemnitor defend such Action with legal
counsel reasonably satisfactory to the City. If the Indemnitor fails to so defend the
Action, the City shall have the right but not the obligation to do so and, if it does, the
Indemnitor shall promptly pay the City’s full cost thereof. Notwithstanding the foregoing,
the indemnity obligation under clause (ii) of the first sentence of this condition shall not
apply to the extent the claim arises out of the willful misconduct or the sole active
negligence of the City.

3. CONSENT TO CONDITIONS. Within thirty (30) days after project approval, the owner
or designee shall submit written consent to the required conditions of approval to the
Planning Director or designee.

4. MITIGATION MEASURES. This project shall be subject to the mitigation measures
adopted with the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the project and included
with these conditions of approval.

5. FEES. The approval of MA17273 (TPM37395 & VAR20003) shall not become effective
until all planning fees have been paid in full.

6. APPROVAL PERIOD – TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP. An approved or conditionally
approved tentative parcel map shall expire 36 months after such approval unless, within
that period of time, a final map shall have been approved and filed with the County
Recorder. Prior to the expiration date, the land divider may apply in writing for an
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MA17273 (TPM37395 & VAR20003)
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
DIRECTOR’S HEARING (1-20-2021)

1/15/2021

extension of time pursuant to Title 7 (Subdivisions) of the J.V.M.C. If the tentative map
expires before the recordation of the final map, or any phase thereof, no recordation of
the final map, or any phase thereof, shall be permitted.

7. CONFORMANCE

TO APPROVED EXHIBITS. The project
conformance to the approved plans, which includes the following:

shall

be

in

a. Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395: prepared by Inder Jit Chauhan, Registered
Professional Engineer (sign dated: 12-21-20).
b. Preliminary Grading Plan for Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395: prepared by Inder
Jit Chauhan, Registered Professional Engineer (sign dated: 11-23-20).

8. REMOVAL OF EXISTING STRUCTURES. Prior to the recordation of the final map, the
following structures must be removed from the project site (Parcels 1 – 4):
a. Any unpermitted structures on Parcels 1 – 4
b. Any existing detached accessory structures on Parcels 2 – 4; no detached accessory
structures are permitted without a principal structure and/or use.
c. Structures that do not meet setback requirements as a result of this approval

9. COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (CC & Rs). Prior to the recordation of
the final map, the applicant shall submit draft Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions
(CC&Rs) for the Community Development Director for review and approval. The CC&Rs shall
include the following items:
a. Provide for a mechanism to maintenance of all common areas, including, but not
limited to the private street, walls and landscaped areas.
b. Other additional items deemed appropriate by the Community Development
Director or City Engineer

10. ON-SITE LANDSCAPING. The following items shall be approved by the Community
Development Director, including landscape and irrigation plans prior to the
recordation of Final Map:



Complete “Professional Services (PROS)” application (Planning) for the review
of the final landscape, irrigation, and shading plans.



Initial deposit for PROS application.



The total cost estimate of landscaping, irrigation, labor, and one-year
maintenance.



Completed “City Faithful Performance Bond for Landscape Improvements” form
with original signatures after the City provides the applicant with the required
amount of bond. This bond is for landscaping not within publicly maintained
areas. A performance bond shall be posted at 110% of the total cost estimate of
landscaping, irrigation, labor, and one-year maintenance. The Planning Director
may consider a cash bond if appropriate.



Completed City Agreement for Landscape Improvements



Final on-site landscape and irrigation plans that shall address comply with
Chapter 9.283 Water Efficient Landscape Design Requirements and this
approval.
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MA17273 (TPM37395 & VAR20003)
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
DIRECTOR’S HEARING (1-20-2021)

1/15/2021

11. PLANNING REVIEW OF GRADING PLANS. Prior to the issuance of any grading
permit, the aesthetic impact of slopes and grade differences where the project adjoins
streets or other properties shall be approved by the Community Development Director.

12. WALL AND FENCE PLAN. A Wall & Fence plan, including elevations, colors and
materials, shall be approved by the Community Development Director prior to the
recordation of Final Map.

13. JURUPA AREA RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT (JARPD). Prior to the
recordation of Final Map, the applicant shall submit proof of satisfying any fees,
dedications, or requirements by the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District to the
Building Official.

14. JARPD CFD. Prior to the recordation of Final Map, the applicant shall annex into the
existing Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District (JARPD) District-Wide Community
Facilities District (CFD) or form a new Community Facilities District (CFD) to contribute
to the cost of park maintenance.

15. MAINTENANCE OF PROPERTY. The applicant shall maintain the property including
the removal of debris, weeds, abandoned vehicles, code violations, and any other factor
or condition that may contribute to potential blight or crime.

16. IMPACT FEES. The applicant shall the pay the following impact fees (unless exempt) in
accordance with Title 3 of the Municipal Code:
a. Development Impact Fee (DIF) Program. The applicant shall pay any owed
DIFs by the required deadline pursuant to Chapter 3.75 of the Jurupa Valley
Municipal Code.
b. Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Mitigation (MSHCP) Fee. The
applicant shall pay any owed MSHCP fees by the required deadline pursuant to
Chapter 3.80 of the Municipal Code.
c. Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) Program. The applicant shall
pay any owed TUMFs by the required deadline pursuant to Chapter 3.70 of the
Municipal Code.

17. SALE OF INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS. No structure constructed on Project site may be
sold until the subject Project on which the structure is located is divided and a final map
recorded in accordance with the City’s subdivision regulations such that the structure is
located on a separate legally divided parcel.
ENGINEERING CONDITIONS
1. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
1.1. The use hereby conditioned is for a Schedule “G” subdivision, Tentative Parcel Map No.
37395; being a subdivision of the north half of Lot 22 of Wineland Vineyards as shown on
file in Map Book 10, page 80, of Maps on file in the County of Riverside, California; more
particularly Assessor’s Parcels Number: (APN) 161-220-009; consisting of 2.496 gross
acres, into 4 numbered parcels for residential purposes. Exhibit titled Tentative Tract Map
No. 37395 prepared by Inder Engineering, Inc. dated 11-21-20 and signed 12-21-20, is
hereby referenced.
1.2. This land division shall comply with the State of California Subdivision Map Act and City
of Jurupa Valley Municipal Code including Title 7, as it pertains for Schedule "G"
subdivision for residential purposes, unless otherwise modified by the conditions listed
Page 3 of 9
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
DIRECTOR’S HEARING (1-20-2021)

1/15/2021

herein.
1.3. It is assumed that any easements shown on the referenced exhibits are shown correctly
and include all the easements that encumber the subject property. The Project proponent
shall secure approval from all easement holders for all grading and improvements which
are proposed over the respective easement or provide evidence that the easement has
been relocated, quitclaimed, vacated, abandoned, easement holder cannot be found, or
is otherwise of no affect. Should such approvals or alternate action regarding the
easements not be provided, the Applicant may be required to amend or revise the permit
application.
1.4. All stormwater and water quality management post-construction facilities and features
(BMPs) will require maintenance by a public agency or Homeowner’s Association (HOA).
To ensure the general public is not unduly burdened with future costs, the Applicant shall
develop a community facilities assessment district or other appropriate financing
mechanism (i.e., CC&Rs, POA) to provide for maintenance of water quality treatment
BMPs in perpetuity subject to the approval of the City Engineer.
1.5. All work within the public right-of-way shall be designed and constructed in accordance
with Riverside County Standards. An encroachment permit from the Engineering/Public
Works Department will be required for all work within the public right-of-way.
1.6. Ridgeview is a paved, City-maintained road classified in the City's General Plan as a
Local Road and shall be improved to provide an ultimate half right-of-way width of 30-ft.
Right-of-way dedication of 10-ft is required to provide half width of 30-ft. The project
proponent shall cause improvement plans, per this Conditions of Approval, to be
prepared and submitted for review and approval of the City Engineer.
1.7. A program for the control of soil erosion and other pollutants in conformity with Section 4.
J.13. of Ordinance No. 457, Ordinance No. 742, and within blow sand areas, Section 15.1
of this Ordinance shall be submitted and implemented for the land divisions and related
improvements.
1.8. When no public sewer is available within two hundred (200) feet of the boundaries of said
parcel, connection to the public sewer system will not be required. Newly constructed
Private Sewage Disposal Systems (Septic Tanks) will require a percolation report for
each applicable parcel. Existing Septic Tanks will require a construction permit from the
Riverside County Department of Environmental Health if any repairs or modifications are
proposed.
1.9. Applicant is required to underground all utilities within the project site in accordance with
the County of Riverside Ordinance No. 461 and the City’s Municipal Code Title 7, Section
7.50.010.
1.10. Applicant is proposing drainage across property lines; a cross-lot drainage easement will
be required for parcels 3 and 2 over parcel 2 and parcel 1 as appropriate. Language
regarding maintenance of swale and drainage facilities shall be included in CC&Rs and/or
agreement.
1.11. The private interior road shall maintain a minimum pavement street width of 32-ft.
Improvements shall include:
a) Rolled curb per Riverside County Standard No.202 in lieu of the proposed concrete
curb at the north street easement line and cul-de-sac with a transition to the
proposed curb and gutter located on the south.
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b) Cul-de-sac shall be designed per Riverside County Standard No. 800(A), modified
to street width of 32-ft.
2. PRIOR TO GRADING PERMIT (ENGINEERING)
2.1. No grading permit, including mass, rough, and/or precise, shall be issued until the
associated Planning application(s) and pertinent permits are approved and in effect.
2.2. Prior to issuance of grading permit, grading plans shall be approved and securities in
place.
2.3. All grading shall conform to the California Building Code, as adopted by the City of
Jurupa Valley, the City’s Municipal Code Title 8, and all other relevant laws, rules, and
regulations governing grading in the city of Jurupa Valley. Grading shall be performed in
accordance with the recommendations of the geotechnical report. Plans shall be
approved by the City Engineer and securities shall be in place prior to permit issuance.
2.3.1. A project related preliminary soils evaluation report was previously prepared;
report prepared by Geotechnical and Environmental Engineering Consultants, Inc.,
dated June 27, 2019. Prior to approval of the grading plan, the Applicant shall
submit a project specific final geotechnical report for review and approval of the
Engineering department.
2.3.2. Final Geotechnical report shall reference final/updated plans for the project.
2.4. Prior to approval of the precise grading plan, the Applicant shall prepare a
detailed final flood hazard/hydrology and hydraulics report for review and approval of
the City Engineer.
2.4.1. Final hydrology report shall be for entire project site and consider any run-on and
run-off to/from the site.
2.4.2. Final hydrology report shall verify protection of adjacent properties against site
runoff.
2.4.3. Applicant is proposing to take run-off to Ridgeview Avenue. Report must include
information as to infrastructure that will accept runoff and will eventually mitigate
flow.
2.5. A hauling permit may be required for this project for the import/export of material
using city streets, the review and approval of the haul route by the Engineering
Department will be required. Where grading involves import or export the Applicant shall
obtain approval for the import/export location, from the Engineering Department if
located in the City. All materials for import/export shall be approved in accordance with
Title 8 of the City of Jurupa Valley Code of Ordinances. If import/export location is
outside of the City, the Applicant shall provide evidence that the jurisdictional agency
has provided all necessary approvals for import/export to/from the site.
2.6. The grading plan shall provide for acceptance and proper disposal of all off-site
drainage flowing onto or through the site. Should the quantities exceed the street
capacity,
the
Applicant
shall
provide adequate drainage facilities and/or
appropriate easements as approved by the City Engineer. All drainage easements, if
any, shall be shown on the grading plans and noted as follows: "Drainage Easement no building, obstructions, or encroachments by landfills are allowed", drainage easement
record information shall be shown on the plans. If quantities exceed the existing
infrastructure capacity, the Applicant is responsible to provide design and adequate
sizing of the affected infrastructure.
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2.7. Temporary erosion control measures shall be implemented immediately following
rough/mass grading to prevent transport and deposition of debris onto
downstream properties, public rights-of-way, or other drainage facilities. Erosion
Control Plans showing these measures shall be submitted along with the grading plan
for approval by the City Engineer.
2.8. It is assumed that the conceptual grading and the provisions for water quality
management
shown
on
the referenced exhibits and conceptual drawings
accompanying this application can comply with all requirements for a Final Water Quality
Management Plan (F-WQMP) without substantial change. Prior to approval of the
precise grading plan, the Applicant shall prepare, or cause to be prepared, a Final
WQMP in conformance with the requirements of the Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District (RCFC&WCD) for approval of the City Engineer.
‘No Dumping’ stencils are required at catch basins per current City standards.
2.9. Prior to approval of the grading plan for disturbance of one or more acres, the Applicant
shall provide evidence that it has prepared and submitted to the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) and that SWRCB issued a WDID number which shall be included on
the face of the grading plan.
2.10.
Precise grading plans shall show all existing and proposed improvements and be
consistent with the approved site plan and conditions of approval.
2.11.
Any proposed retaining walls will require a separate permit(s). Permits shall be
obtained prior to the issuance of any grading permit unless otherwise approved by the
Engineer and Building Official.
2.12.
The Applicant shall prepare separate street improvement plans for review and
approval by the City Engineer.
3. PRIOR TO PARCEL MAP RECORDATION (ENGINEERING)
3.1. No final Parcel Map shall be recorded until the Site Development Permit (SDP) case, if
any, associated with this subdivision is approved.
3.2. Should this project be within any assessment/benefit district, the Project Proponent shall
make application for and pay any reapportionment of the assessment or pay the unit
fees in the assessment/benefit district.
3.3. Provide clearance letter from water and sewer utility purveyor, that all and any conditions
by the water and sewer utility purveyor (if any) have been satisfied or appropriately
initiated to its satisfaction.
3.4. Electrical power, telephone, communication, street lighting, and cable television lines
shall be designed to be placed underground in accordance with the City’s Municipal
Code Title 7, Section 7.50.010 and Riverside County Ordinance 461, as adopted by the
City. The Project Proponent is responsible for coordinating the work with the serving
utility company. This requirement applies to underground existing overhead electrical
lines which are 33.6 kilovolts or below along the project frontage and between the
nearest poles offsite in each direction of the project site including services that originate
from poles on the far side of the street. A disposition note describing the above shall be
reflected on design improvement plans whenever those plans are required. Written proof
confirming initiation of the design of utility improvements or relocations, issued by the
utility company, shall be submitted to the Engineering Department for verification
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purposes.
3.5. Applicant shall obtain approval by water and sewer purveyor for water system and sewer
system improvement plans (if any). The plans shall be submitted to and approved by the
appropriate service district and the City.
3.6. Rights-of-way for streets and public utilities purposes shall be dedicated and shown on
the final Parcel Map in accordance with these conditions of approval, the City's Municipal
Code, Riverside County Ordinance 460, and Riverside County Ordinance 461. It is
understood that the Tentative Parcel Map exhibit correctly shows acceptable centerlines,
existing easements, traveled ways, and drainage courses, and that the omission or
unacceptability may require that the Developer amend or revise the tentative map as
may be necessary to allow a finding that the final parcel Map is in substantial
conformance with the tentative map.
3.7. The Applicant shall prepare plans for improvements on the proposed private road
consistent with the conditions of approval and shall be responsible for the construction of
the following improvements:
a) Maintain a minimum pavement street width of 32-ft;
b) Road pavement improvements;
c) Cul-de-sac modified to width of 32-ft;
d) Rolled AC Curb at the north street easement line shall continue around the cul-desac and transition to curb and gutter on the south street easement line.
3.8. The Applicant shall prepare plans for improvements on Ridgeview Avenue consistent
with the conditions of approval and shall be responsible for the construction of the
following improvements:
a) Ultimate half right-of-way width of 30-ft from centerline to the project’s property line;
b) Road pavement improvements to provide adequate drainage;
c) Rolled AC Curb may be required;
d) AC Driveway Approach;
e) 10-ft parkway shall be improved to provide decomposed granite over compacted
native soil pedestrian path. The specification shall be reviewed and approved by the
City Engineer.
3.9. The Applicant shall be responsible for any match up asphalt concrete (AC) paving, and
reconstruction or resurfacing of exiting paving as determined by the City Engineer.
4. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF BUILDING PERMIT (ENGINEERING)
4.1. The Geotechnical Engineer shall certify to the completion of grading in
conformance with the approved grading plans and the recommendations of the
geotechnical report approved for this project and a licensed land surveyor shall certify
to the completion of grading in conformance with the lines and grades shown on the
approved grading plans.
4.2. The Applicant shall prepare a precise grading plan for each of the buildings on the site, if
precise grading was not included in a combined "rough and precise" grading plan. The
precise grading plan shall be approved by the City Engineer. Grading agreement and
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securities shall be in place prior to the commencement of grading.
4.3. The site's BMP facilities and features shall be constructed as shown on the project's site
grading plans or separate post-construction BMP improvement plans approved of the
City Engineer. Post-construction water quality surface features and facilities such as
basins and bio-swales are not required to be landscaped prior to issuance of building
permits, but must be otherwise constructed and additional temporary erosion control
measures in place as approved by the City Engineer.
4.4. The required domestic water system, including fire hydrants, shall be installed and
accepted by the appropriate service district prior to combustible materials being stored on
site. All utility extensions within the site shall be placed underground unless otherwise
specified or allowed by these Conditions of Approval.
4.5. All offsite improvement plans shall be approved per these Conditions of Approval.
4.6. Developer shall submit cost estimates for all (if any) cash in-lieu of construction
payments, for review and approval of the City Engineer.
4.7. Offsite improvement bonds shall be in place and/or improvements installed and accepted
by the City Engineer.
4.8. Right-of-way dedications, if any, shall be offered via the appropriate application process
with the Engineering Department and accepted by the City Council.
5. PRIOR TO BUILDING PERMIT FINAL INSPECTION (ENGINEERING)
5.1. The Applicant is responsible for the completing off all grading and construction of all
infrastructure improvements within the public right-of-way in accordance with approved
plans, with Riverside County Ordinance 461, as adopted by the City, and with all other
applicable requirements, to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. Prior to certificate of
occupancy sign-off from Engineering, all improvements within the public right-of-way shall
be completed and accepted by the City.
5.2. The Project geotechnical/soils engineer shall provide a Final Grading Certification,
certifying to the completion of the precise grading in conformance with the approved
grading plans, the recommendation of the Geotechnical/Soils report approved for this
project and the California Building Code Appendix J.
5.3. A licensed surveyor or civil engineer shall certify to the completion of precise grading in
conformance with the lines and grades shown on the approved grading plans.
5.4. The Project Civil Engineer shall provide Record ("As-built") Drawings of grading and all
infrastructure improvements.
5.5. All cash in-lieu of construction payments (if any) must be paid
5.6. The Applicant is responsible for completing all utility mainline and service line extensions
within and serving the project site, including but not limited to, electrical power, telephone,
other communication, and cable television underground as herein before required, unless
otherwise approved by the City Engineer in writing. Utility extensions from the mainline or
other points of connection within the public right-of-way require that the Applicant obtain
an Encroachment Permit from the Engineering Department. Correspondence from the
respective utility company approving and accepting utility improvements shall be provided
from each respective utility company. The City will make a final inspection of work to
verify that any impacts that the work might have had to other City owned infrastructure is
restored or repaired to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.
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5.7. The Applicant is responsible for completing all landscaping and irrigation improvements
within the public right-of-way as applicable. The Applicant shall provide a Landscaping
Certificate of Completion to the City Engineer.
5.8. The Applicant is responsible for the completion of all post-construction water quality Best
Management Practices (BMPs) facilities and features. These facilities and features will
require operation and maintenance in perpetuity by the Property Owner(s).

The Applicant hereby agrees that these Conditions of Approval are valid and lawful
and binding on the Applicant, and its successors and assigns, and agrees to the
Conditions of Approval.
Applicant’s name (Print Form):

_

Applicant’s name (Signature):
Date:
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1.0 Finding
Based on this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed use COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be recommended for adoption.
I find that although the proposal could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the Project have been made
by or agreed to by the Project Applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
recommended for adoption.

X

I find that the proposal MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposal MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at least
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact”
or “potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potgentially significnat effect (a) have been analyzed adequately
in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, pursuant to all applicable standards, and (b)
have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures are are imposed upon the proposed Project,
nothing further is required.

City of Jurupa Valley
Signature

Agency

Joe Perez, Community Development Director
Printed Name/Title

December 21, 2020
Date
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2.0-Introduction
2.1-Project Summary
The Project proposes to subdivide a 2.5-acre parcel into four (4) single family residential lots with
a private street. There is an existing single-family residence and garage on Parcel 1 which will
remain. Parcels 2, 3, and 4 will be created to accommodate future construction of single-family
homes on each parcel. The Project is located at 5903 Ridgeview Avenue and is further identified
as Riverside County Assessor’s Parcel Number 161-220-009.
2.2-Purpose of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
An Initial Study under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is to provide a preliminary
analysis of a proposed project to determine whether a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative
Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report should be prepared for a project. Based on the
analysis contained herein, the City of Jurupa Valley is intending to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for this Project. A Mitigated Negative Declaration is a written statement by the City
of Jurupa Valley that the Initial Study identified potentially significant environmental effects of
the Project but mitigation measures are required to eliminate or mitigate significant
environmental impacts to a less than significant level.
2.3- Summary of Environmental Impacts Requiring Mitigation
Table 2-1 identifies the environmental impacts that require mitigation. All other topics either
have No Impact or a Less than Significant Impact.
Table 2.1 Summary of Environmental Impacts Requiring Mitigation
Environmental Topic Section

Description of Impact

Mitigation Measure

4.4 (d) Biological Resources

Vegetation removal may impact
nesting birds protected by the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

BIO-1: Vegetation clearing and
ground disturbance shall be
prohibited during the migratory
bird nesting season (February 1
through October 1), unless a
migratory bird nesting survey is
completed.

4.5 (b) Cultural Resources

Sub-surface archaeological resources
may be encountered during ground
disturbance/.

CR-1: Stop work and resource to
be evaluated by an
archaeologist.
CR-2: If resource significant, an
archaeological treatment plan is
required.
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Description of Impact
Sub-surface paleontological
resources may be encountered
during ground disturbance.

Mitigation Measure
GEO-1: : Stop work and resource
to be evaluated by a
paleontologist.
GEO-2: If resource significant, a
paleontological treatment plan is
required.

4.13 (a) Noise

Construction noise will impact
adjacent residences.

NOI-1: Requires construction
noise mitigation plan.

4.18 (b) Tribal Cultural Resources

Sub-surface tribal cultural resources
may be encountered during ground
disturbance.

TCR-1 through TCR-6 requires
monitoring during ground
disturbance and a treatment
plan if significant resources are
found.

4.19 (a) Utilities and Service Systems

Undergrounding of utilities and
service systems may impact
Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, Paleontological
Resources, Tribal Cultural Resources,
and generate excessive noise.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1, CR1, CR-1, GEO-1, GEO-2, NOI-1
and TCR X to x above are
required.

A more detailed description of the mitigation measures can be found in Section 5.0-Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program of this document.
2-4 -Public Review of the Document
This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration and a Notice of Intent to adopt the Mitigated
Negative Declaration was distributed to the following entities for a 20‐day public review period:
1) Organizations and individuals who have previously requested such notice in writing to the
City of Jurupa Valley;
2) Responsible and trustee agencies (public agencies that have a level of discretionary approval
over some component of the proposed Project); and
3) The Riverside County Clerk.
The Notice of Intent also was noticed to the general public in the Riverside Press-Enterprise, which
is a primary newspaper of circulation in the areas affected by the Project. As required by
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15105, the public review period for this
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration commenced on December 30, 2020 and will end at
5:00 pm on January 19, 2021.
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According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (b), in reviewing this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration, persons and public agencies should focus on the proposed finding that the Project
will not have a significant effect on the environment. If persons and public agencies believe that
the Project may have a significant effect, they should: (1) Identify the specific effect, (2) Explain
why they believe the effect would occur, and (3) Explain why they believe the effect would be
significant. Comments are to be submitted to:
City of Jurupa Valley
8930 Limonite Avenue
Jurupa Valley, CA 92509
Contact: Rocio Lopez, Senior Planner
(951) 332-6464
rlopez@jurupavalley.org

3.0-Project Description/Environmental Setting
3.1 – Project Location
The Project site is located at 5903 Ridgeview Avenue, between Limonite Avenue and 58th Street.
The Project site is identified by the following Assessor Parcel Number: APN:161-220-009. (See
Figure 3.1-Vicinity Location Map/Aerial Photo).
3.2 -Project Description
The following land use entitlements are being sought:
a) Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395 to subdivide a 2.5-acre parcel into four (4) single family
residential lots with a private street.
b) A Variance for reduced average lot depth requirement.
3.3-Proposed Improvements
Street Improvements and Access
The Project will be required to prepare street improvement plans and construct improvements
on Ridgeview Avenue along the Project’s frontage. The improvements may include, but are not
limited to:
•

The Project shall construct a rolled curb per Riverside County Standard No. 202 in lieu of
the proposed concrete curb at the north street easement line and cu-de-sac with a
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transition to the proposed curb and gutter located on the south. This modification to the
private interior road shall maintain a minimum pavement street width of 32 feet
•

The proposed Cul-de-sac shall be designed per Riverside County Standard No. 800(A).

Water and Sewer Improvements
The existing structure with the address of 5903 Ridgeview Avenue currently receives water
service from Santa Ana River Water Company. The Project will connect to the existing water line
in Ridgeview Avenue. An on-site septic system is proposed for sewage treatment.
Drainage Improvements
In the developed condition, runoff from rooftops will be routed to downspouts which outlet to
landscaped areas. Landscaped parkways will be used along some portions of the sidewalk to
maximize pervious area on the site.
3-4- Operational Characteristics
The Project will consist of four (4) single-family residences. Typical activities include occupants
and visitors traveling to and from the site and property maintenance activities.

Page 5

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

MA17273

Figure 3.1- Vicinity Location Map/Aerial Photo

Page 6

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

MA17273

Figure 3.2-Tentative Parcel Map
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3.5-Environmental Setting
CEQA Guidelines §15125 establishes requirements for defining the environmental setting to
which the environmental effects of a proposed project must be compared. The environmental
setting is defined as “…the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as they
exist at the time the Notice of Preparation is published, or if no Notice of Preparation is published,
at the time the environmental analysis is commenced…” (CEQA Guidelines §15125[a]). Because
a Notice of Preparation was not required, the environmental setting for the Project is August 26,
2020, which is the date that the Project’s environmental analysis commenced.
The Project site is flat and consists of developed, inhabited land that has been subject to a variety
of human disturbances including on-going equestrian activities, residential activities, and
disturbances associated with the surrounding developments. Existing structures include a house,
sheds, stables, and large corral with adjoining fences. Onsite and adjacent land uses, General
Plan land use designations, and zoning classifications are shown in Table 3.1.
Table 3.1: Land Uses, General Plan Land Use Designations, and Zoning Classifications
Location
Site
North
South
East
West

Current
Land Use
Single-family residence and
equestrian facilities.

General Plan Land Use
Designation

Zoning

LDR (Country Neighborhood)

A-1 (Light Agriculture)

Single-family residence.

LDR (Country Neighborhood)

Single-family residence.
Single-family residence.
Single-family residence.

A-1 (Light Agriculture)

LDR (Country Neighborhood)

A-1 (Light Agriculture)

LDR (Country Neighborhood)

A-1 (Light Agriculture)

LDR (Country Neighborhood)

A-1 (Light Agriculture)

Source: Field inspection August 2020, City of Jurupa Valley-General Plan Land Use Map November 2018.
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Figure 3.3-Street View of Project Site
Looking west from Ridgeview Avenue.
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4.0-Environmental Analysis
The Project is evaluated based on its potential effect on twenty-one (21) environmental topics.
Each of the above environmental topics are analyzed by responding to a series of questions
pertaining to the impact of the Project on the particular topic. Based on the results of the Impact
Analysis, the effects of the Project are then placed in one of the following four categories, which
are each followed by a summary to substantiate the factual reasons why the impact was placed
in a certain category.
Potentially Significant or
Significant Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact
with Mitigation
Incorporated
Potentially significant
Significant or Potentially
significant impact(s) have been impact(s) have been
identified or anticipated,
identified or anticipated that
cannot be mitigated to a level of but mitigation is possible to
insignificance. An Environmental reduce impact(s) to a less
Impact Report must therefore be than significant category.
Mitigation measures must
prepared.
then be identified.

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

No “significant”
No impact(s) identified or
impact(s) identified or anticipated. Therefore, no
anticipated. Therefore, mitigation is necessary.
no mitigation is
necessary.

Throughout the impact analysis in this Initial Study, reference is made to the following:
•

Plans, Policies, Programs (PPP) − These include existing regulatory requirements such as
plans, policies, or programs applied to the Project based on the basis of federal, state, or
local law currently in place which effectively reduce environmental impacts. If applicable,
they will be identified in the Analysis section for each topic.

•

Mitigation Measures (MM) − These measures include requirements that are imposed
where the impact analysis determines that implementation of the proposed Project
would result in significant impacts. Mitigation measures are proposed to reduce impacts
to less than significant levels in accordance with the requirements of CEQA.

If applicable to the analysis for a certain environmental topic, Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
were assumed and accounted for in the assessment of impacts for each issue area. Mitigation
Measures were formulated only for those issue areas where the results of the impact analysis
identified significant impacts. Both types of measures described above will be required to be
implemented as part of the Project if so, indicated in the analysis.
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4.1 Aesthetics
Threshold 4.1 (a). Would the
Project:

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

▪

Have a substantial adverse effect on
a scenic vista?

Significance Criteria: If the Project is located adjacent to a scenic corridor as identified by General Plan Figure 4-23,
would the project substantially block views of a scenic vista that is visible from public places (e.g. parks, plazas, the
grounds of civic buildings, streets and roads, and publicly accessible open space)?

Impact Analysis
According to the General Plan, scenic vistas are points or corridors that are accessible to the
public and that provide a view of scenic areas and/or landscapes. 1 As it pertains to the Project,
the Santa Ana River located approximately 3/4th of a miles south of the Project site is the nearest
scenic vista to the Project site. The public vantage point of the Santa Ana River primarily from
motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists traveling southbound on Ridgeview Avenue.
Views of the Santa Ana River are not visible from the Project site because of intervening
development and the topography between the Project site and the river is generally at the same
elevation as the Project site (+/- 50 feet). As such, public views of a scenic vista would not be
significantly or permanently blocked with implementation of the Project.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
Threshold 4.1 (b). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact
with Mitigation

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

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

▪

Screening Criteria: If the project is not located adjacent to a roadway identified in General Plan Figure 4-23, it may be
presumed to have no impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary.
Significance Criteria: The project is located within a state scenic highway corridor pursuant to the Streets and
Highways Code, Sections 260 through 263 and the project will damage trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings.

1City

of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element,.2017 . P-4-43.
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Impact Analysis
According to the California Department of Transportation, the Project site is not located within
a State Scenic Highway2. As such, there is no impact. In addition, according to the General Plan,
the Project site is not located within or adjacent to a scenic corridor or roadway3.
Level of Significance: No impact.
Threshold 4.1 (c). Would the Project:

If located in an Urbanized Area, conflict
with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: As determined by the Planning Department, is the project consistent with General Plan Policy
LUE 11 – Project Design and any applicable zoning requirements related to scenic quality?
.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, and Programs
According to Census 2010, the Project site is in the Riverside-San Bernardino, CA Urbanized Area4.
As such, the Project is subject to the City’s applicable regulations governing scenic quality.
The following apply to the Project and would help reduce impacts related to scenic quality. These
measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
ensure compliance:
PPP 4.1-1

As required by General Plan Policy LUE 11.3, require that public and private
structures be constructed in accordance with the requirements of the City's
zoning, building, and other pertinent codes and regulations.

PPP 4.1-2

As required by Jurupa Valley Municipal Code section 7.50.010, all utilities serving
and within the Project site shall be placed underground unless exempted by this
section.

2

California Department of Transportation, State Scenic Highway Program, https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscapearchitecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways, accessed August 15, 2020.
3City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 4-23: Jurupa Valley scenic corridors and
roadways
4
United States Census Bureau, 2010 Census Urban Area Reference Maps, https://www.census.gov/geographies/referencemaps/2010/geo/2010-census-urban-areas.html, accessed August 12, 2020.
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The construction of the three (3) new residential structures will likely consist of conventional
single-family residential architectural features such as stucco exterior with accent materials (e.g.,
wood, block, tile etc.). With implementation of PPP 4.1-1 and 4.1-2, the Project would not conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
Threshold 4.1 (d). Would the project:

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Create a new source of substantial light or
glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria. Is the project consistent with General Plan Policies COS 10.1 and 10.4?

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would help reduce impacts related to light and glare. These
measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
ensure compliance:
PPP 4.1-3

All outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed to comply with California Green
Building Standard Code Section 5.106 or with a local ordinance lawfully enacted
pursuant to California Green Building Standard Code Section 101.7, whichever is
more stringent.

Outdoor Lighting and Glare
The Project would increase the amount of light in the area above what is being generated by the
vacant site by directly adding new sources of illumination including security and decorative
lighting for the proposed structures. With implementation of PPP 4.1-3, impacts relating to light
and glare are less than significant.
Building Material Glare
The primary exterior of the future structures will be typical of single-family detached housing and
consist of non-reflective materials including stucco exterior and roofing materials.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
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4.2 Agriculture Resources

Threshold 4.2 (a) Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

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

▪

Significance Criteria: Convert land identified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance as shown on General Plan Figure 4.13, Farmland in Jurupa Valley to non-agricultural use?

Impact Analysis
The Project site is designated as “Urban Built-Up Land” by the State Department of Conservation
5. As such, the Project site does not contain any lands designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance as mapped by the State Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.2 (b) Would the project:
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Screening Criteria (Zoning): If the project is not located within the A-P (Light Agriculture with Poultry); A-2 (Heavy
Agriculture); or A-D (Agriculture-Dairy) zone, it may be presumed to no impact absent substantial evidence to the
contrary.
Significance Criteria (Williamson Act): If the site is under a Williamson Act contract, would the project conflict with
Riverside County Ordinance No. 509 relating to Agricultural Preserves?

Impact Analysis

5

California Department of Conservation, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program,
https://databasin.org/datasets/b83ea1952fea44ac9fc62c60dd57fe48 , accessed September 11, 2020.
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Agricultural Zoning
The Project site has a zoning classification of A-1 (Light Agriculture) which allows single-family
detached housing in addition to nurseries, greenhouses, orchards, aviaries, apiaries, field crops,
tree crops, berry and bush crops, vegetable, flower herb gardening on a commercial scale, and
the grazing of cattle, horses, sheep, goats or other farm stock or animals. As such, the Project
would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use.
Williamson Act
A Williamson Act Contract enables private landowners to voluntarily enter contracts with local
governments for the purpose of establishing agricultural preserves. According to the County of
Riverside, the site is not within an agricultural preserve.6
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.2 (c) Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?
Significance Criteria: Is the project is located on “Farmland of Local Importance” as shown on General Plan Figure
4.13, Farmland in Jurupa Valley and is the project is inconsistent with General Plan Policy COS 4.2 Agricultural Land
Conversion which states: “Discourage the conversion of productive agricultural lands to urban uses unless the property
owner can demonstrate overarching Community-wide benefits or need for conversion.”?

▪

Impact Analysis
The Project site is located in an area designated as “Urban Built-Up Land” by the State
Department of Conservation and no land classified Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance is located in the immediate vicinity of the Project site. The
adjacent land uses consist of single-family residential detached housing. Therefore, the Project
does not involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.
Level of Significance: No impact.

6

Riverside County Mapping Portal, Agricultural Preserves, https://gisopendatacountyofriverside.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/agricultural-preserves?geometry=-117.637%2C33.927%2 , accessed August
15, 2020.
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4.3 Air Quality
Background
Air Pollutants
Air Pollutants are the amounts of foreign and/or natural substances occurring in the atmosphere
that may result in adverse effects to humans, animals, vegetation and/or materials. The Air
Pollutants regulated by the SCAQMD are described below.7
Carbon Monoxide (CO). A colorless, odorless gas resulting from the incomplete combustion of
hydrocarbon fuels. Over 80 percent of the CO emitted in urban areas is contributed by motor
vehicles.
Nitrogen Dioxide NOx). Nitrogen dioxide (NO2) is a byproduct of fuel combustion. The principal
form of nitrogen oxide produced by combustion is nitric oxide (NO), but NO reacts quickly to form
NO2, creating the mixture of NO and NO2 commonly called NOx.
Particulate Matter (PM 2.5 and PM10): One type of particulate matter is the soot seen in vehicle
exhaust. Fine particles — less than one-tenth the diameter of a human hair — pose a serious
threat to human health, as they can penetrate deep into the lungs. PM can be a primary pollutant
or a secondary pollutant from hydrocarbons, nitrogen oxides, and sulfur dioxides. Diesel exhaust
is a major contributor to PM pollution.
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2). A strong smelling, colorless gas that is formed by the combustion of fossil
fuels. Power plants, which may use coal or oil high in sulfur content, can be major sources of SO2.
Ozone: Ozone is formed when several gaseous pollutants react in the presence of sunlight. Most
of these gases are emitted from vehicle tailpipe emissions.
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): VOCs contribute to the formation of smog and/or may
themselves be toxic. VOCs often have an odor and some examples include gasoline, alcohol and
the solvents used in paints.
Federal and State Air Quality Standards
Under the federal Clean Air Act, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes healthbased air quality standards for the above described air pollutants that all states must achieve.
The California Clean Air Act also establishes requirements for cities and counties to meet.
Attainment Designation

7

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality
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An “attainment” designation for an area signifies that criteria pollutant concentrations did not
exceed the established standard. In contrast to attainment, a “nonattainment” designation
indicates that a criteria pollutant concentration has exceeded the established standard. Table
4.3-1 shows the attainment status of criteria pollutants in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB).
Table 4.3-1- Attainment Status of Criteria Pollutants in the South Coast Air Basin
Criteria Pollutant

State Designation

Federal Designation

Ozone – 1-hour standard

Nonattainment

No Standard

Ozone – 8-hour standard

Nonattainment

Nonattainment

Respirable Particulate Matter (PM10)

Nonattainment

Attainment

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5)

Nonattainment

Nonattainment

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

Attainment

Unclassified/Attainment

Nitrogen Dioxide (N0x)

Attainment

Unclassified/Attainment

Unclassified /Attainment

Unclassified/Attainment

Attainment

Attainment

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)
Lead
Source: California Air Resources Board, 2015.

South Coast Air Quality Management District Thresholds
South Coast AQMD was created by the state legislature to facilitate compliance with the federal
Clean Air Act and to implement the state air quality program. Toward that end, South Coast
AQMD develops regulations designed to achieve these public health standards by reducing
emissions from business and industry. The City of Jurupa Valley is located within the South Coast
Air Basin which is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast AQMD. Table 4.3-2 describes the
regional significance thresholds established by the South Coast AQMD to meet national and state
air quality standards.
Table 4.3-2: South Coast Air Quality Management District Regional Significance Thresholds
Emissions (Construction)

Emissions (Operational)

(pounds/day)

(pounds/day)

NOx

100

55

VOC

75

55

PM10

150

150

PM2.5

55

55

SOx

150

150

CO

550

550

Pollutant

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality Significance Thresholds, March 2015.
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Impact Analysis
The following analysis is based in part on a technical report titled, CalEEMod Outputs which is
dated November 30, 2020 and is included as Technical Appendix A to this Initial Study.

Threshold 5.3 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

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

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: Does the project exceed SCAQMD regional or localized air emission thresholds or significantly exceed the
growth assumptions used to prepare the current SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan Air Quality Management Plan?

The South Coast Air Quality Management District is required to produce air quality management
plans directing how the South Coast Air Basin’s air quality will be brought into attainment with
the national and state ambient air quality standards. The most recent air quality management
plan is 2016 Air Quality Management Plan8 and it is applicable to City of Jurupa Valley. The
purpose of the plan is to achieve and maintain both the national and state ambient air quality
standards described above.
In order to determine if a project is consistent with the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, the
South Coast Air Quality Management District has established consistency criterion which are
defined in Chapter 12, Sections 12.2 and 12.3 of the South Coast Air Quality Management
District’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook and are discussed below.
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
2012 Air Quality Management Plan.
Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers to violations of the California Ambient Air Quality Standards
and National Ambient Air Quality Standards. As evaluated under Issues 4.3.3 (b) below, the
Project would not exceed regional or localized significance thresholds for any criteria pollutant
during construction or during long‐term operation. Accordingly, the Project is determined to be
consistent with the first criterion.

Consistency Criterion No. 2: The proposed project will not exceed the assumptions in the 2016 Air
Quality Management Plan.

8

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan
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The 2016 Air Quality Management Plan growth assumptions are based on local general plans
adopted by cities in the district and are provided to the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG), which develops regional growth forecasts, which are then used to develop
future air quality forecasts for the plan.
The General Plan Land Use Designation currently assigned to the Project is Country
Neighborhood (LDR). The future emission forecasts contained in the 2016 Air Quality
Management Plan are primarily based on demographic and economic growth assumptions
provided by the Southern California Association of Governments. The Project was planned for
residential development at the time the plan was adopted. Therefore, the Project will not exceed
the growth assumptions used in the plan. Accordingly, the Project is determined to be consistent
with the second criterion.

Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.3 (b). Would the Project:

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: Would the project’s air emissions exceed the applicable regional significance thresholds established by the
SCAQMD?

Regional Air Quality Impacts
Construction Related Impacts
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts related to construction related air
quality impacts. These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.3-1

The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality
Management District Rule 403, “Fugitive Dust.” Rule 403 requires implementation
of best available dust control measures during construction activities that
generate fugitive dust, such as earth moving and stockpiling activities, grading,
and equipment travel on unpaved roads.

PPP 4.3-2

The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality
District Rule 431.2, “Sulphur Content and Liquid Fuels.” The purpose of this rule is
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to limit the sulfur content in diesel and other liquid fuels for the purpose of both
reducing the formation of sulfur oxides and particulates during combustion and to
enable the use of add-on control devices for diesel fueled internal combustion
engines.
PPP 4.3-3

The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality
Management District Rule 1113, “Architectural Coatings” Rule 1113 limits the
release of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) into the atmosphere during painting
and application of other surface coatings.

PPP 4.3-4

The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality
Management District Rule 1186 “PM10 Emissions from Paved and Unpaved Roads
and Livestock Operations” and Rule 1186.1, “Less‐Polluting Street Sweepers.”
Adherence to Rule 1186 and Rule 1186.1 reduces the release of criteria pollutant
emissions into the atmosphere during construction.

Impact Analysis
The Project has the potential to generate pollutant concentrations during both construction
activities and long‐term operation. Both construction and operational emissions for the Project
were estimated by using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) which is a
statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provide a uniform platform for
government agencies to quantify potential criteria pollutant emissions associated with both
construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. The model can be used for a
variety of situations where an air quality analysis is necessary or desirable such as California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documents and is authorized for use by the South Coast Air
Quality Management District.
Construction activities associated with the Project will result in emissions of VOCs, NOX, SOX, CO,
PM10, and PM2.5. Construction related emissions are expected from the following construction
activities:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Demolition
Site Preparation
Grading
Building Construction
Paving
Architectural Coating

Construction is expected to last approximately 7 months. Table 4.3-3 below summarizes the
construction emissions considering the application of PPP 4.3-1 through 4.3-4.
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Table 4.3-3: Summary of Peak Construction Emissions
Year

Emissions (lbs/day)
VOC

NOX

CO

SOX

PM10

PM2.5

Winter 2021

2.05

19.76

14.93

0.02

6.55

3.68

Summer 2021

2.04

19.75

14.98

0.02

6.65

3.68

Maximum Daily Emissions

2.05

19.76

14.98

0.02

6.65

3.68

SCAQMD Regional Threshold

75

100

550

150

150

55

Threshold Exceeded?

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

Source: CalEEMod Outputs (Appendix A).

As shown in Table 4.3-3, emissions resulting from the Project construction will not exceed
criteria pollutant thresholds established by the SCAQMD for emissions of any criteria pollutant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
Long-Term Regional Operation Related Impacts
Long-term emissions are categorized as area source emissions, energy demand emissions, and
operational emissions. Operational emissions will result from automobile, truck, and other
vehicle sources associated with daily trips to and from the Project site. Area source emissions are
the combination of many small emission sources that include use of outdoor landscape
maintenance equipment, use of consumer products such as cleaning products, and periodic
repainting of the proposed homes. Energy demand emissions result from use of electricity and
natural gas. The results of the CalEEMod model for operation of the Project site are summarized
in Table 4.3-4 on page 22.
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Table 4.3-4: Summary of Peak Operational Emissions
Emissions (lbs/day)

Source
VOC
2.92

Area Source

NOX
1.1400e003

Energy Source

4.9000e004

4.2300e003

Mobile Source

8.9900e003

0.0507

Total Maximum Daily Emissions

0.0415

SCAQMD Regional Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

55
NO

CO
0.03

SOX
PM10
PM2.5
5.0000e005 3.0400e003 3.0400e003

1.8000e00 3.0000e005
3
0.1233 4.5000e004

0.0560

0.1752 5.3000e004

3.4000e
004
0.0368

3.4000e
004
0.0102

0.0405

0.0136

55

550

150

150

55

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

Source: CalEEMod Outputs (Appendix A).
.
.

As shown in Tables 4.3-4, Project related operational air emissions do not exceed SCAQMD
regional thresholds.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.3 (d). Would the Project:

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
Significance Criteria:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

1) Do air emissions exceed the SCAQMD Localized Significance Thresholds (LST)?
2) If the project required the preparation of a Health Risk Assessment, would toxic air emissions exceed a Maximum
Incremental Cancer Risk: of 10 in 1 million at the nearest sensitive receptor or off‐site worker; or a Hazard Index
(project increment) 1.0 or greater at the nearest sensitive receptor or off‐site worker?

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts related to a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant. These measures will be included in the
Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to ensure compliance:
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(Refer to PPP 4.3.1 through PPP 4.3-4 under Issue 4.3(b) above).
Localized Air Quality Impacts
As part of the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s environmental justice program,
localized significance threshold (LST) methodology was established to evaluate localized air
quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of a project site as a result of a
project. Table 4.3-5 identifies the maximum daily localized emissions thresholds that are
applicable to the Project.
Table 4.3-5 Maximum Daily Localized Emissions Thresholds
Pollutant

Construction

Operations

Localized Thresholds
NOX
CO
PM10
PM2.5

118 lbs/day

118 lbs/day

602 lbs/day

602 lbs/day

4 lbs/day

1 lbs/day

3 lbs/day

1 lbs/day

Source: Localized Thresholds presented in this table are based on the SCAQMD Final Localized Significance Threshold
Methodology, July 2008.

Localized Construction Emissions
Construction is expected to last approximately 6 months if the three (3) homes are constructed
simultaneously (worst case scenario).Table4.3-6 summarizes the localized construction
emissions considering the application of PPP 4.3-1 through 4.3-4.
Table 4.3-6: Summary of Localized Significance Construction Emissions
Grading Emissions
Maximum Daily Emissions

Emissions (lbs/day)
NOX

CO

PM10

PM2.5

19.76

14.98

6.65

3.68

7

4

NO

NO

SCAQMD Localized Threshold

118

Threshold Exceeded?

NO

602
NO

Source: Air Quality Impact Analysis (Appendix A).

As shown in Table 4.3-6, localized construction emissions would n o t exceed the applicable
SCAQMD LSTs for emissions for construction activities.
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Localized On-Site Operational Emissions
Typical operational activities include on-site sources such as energy use, vehicle trips, and onsite maintenance activities. As shown on Table 4.3-7, operational emissions will not exceed the
LST thresholds for the nearest sensitive receptor. Thus, a less than significant impact would occur
for Project-related operational-source emissions and no mitigation is required.
Table 4.3-7: Summary of Localized Significance Operational Emissions
Operational Activity

Emissions (lbs/day)
NOX

CO

PM10

PM2.5

Maximum Daily Emissions

1.1400e003

0.03

3.0400e003

3.0400e003

SCAQMD Localized Threshold

118

602

Threshold Exceeded?

NO

NO

2

1

NO

NO

Source: Air Quality Impact Analysis (Appendix A).

CO Hot Spot Analysis
CO Hot Spots are typically associated with idling vehicles at extremely busy intersections (i.e.,
intersections with an excess of 100,000 vehicle trips per day). There are no intersections in the
vicinity of the Project site which exceed the 100,000 vehicle per day threshold typically associated
with CO Hot Spots. In addition, the South Coast Air Basin has been designated as an attainment
area for CO since 2007. Therefore, Project‐related vehicular emissions would not create a Hot
Spot and would not substantially contribute to an existing or projected CO Hot Spot.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.3 (d). Would the Project

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: If the project is not any of the following, it may be presumed to have a less than significant impact absent
substantial evidence to the contrary: agricultural uses (livestock and farming); wastewater treatment plants; food processing
plants; chemical plants; composting operations; refineries; landfills; dairies; and fiberglass molding facilities.

Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts related to objectionable odors.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:
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The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality
Management District Rule 402 “Nuisance.” Adherence to Rule 402 reduces the
release of odorous emissions into the atmosphere.

Impact Analysis
According to the South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land
uses associated with odor complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment
plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and
fiberglass molding. The Project does not propose any of the above described uses. Potential odor
sources associated with the proposed Project may result from construction equipment exhaust
and the application of asphalt and architectural coatings during construction activities and the
temporary storage of typical solid waste (refuse) associated with the proposed Project’s (longterm operational) uses. The construction odor emissions would be temporary, short-term, and
intermittent in nature and would cease upon completion of the respective phase of construction
and is thus considered less than significant. It is expected that Project-generated refuse would
be stored in covered containers and removed at regular intervals in compliance with the City’s
solid waste regulations. The proposed Project would also be required to comply with PPP 3.3-4
to prevent occurrences of public nuisances. Therefore, odors associated with the proposed
Project construction and operations would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.4 Biological Resources
The following analysis is based in part on a technical report titled: Habitat Assessment and
Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency
Analysis, ELMT Consulting, which is dated July 19, 2019 and is included as Technical Appendix B
to this Initial Study.

Threshold 4.4 (a) Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
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Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts related to biological resources.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:
PPP 4.4-1

The Project is required to pay mitigation fees pursuant to the Western Riverside
County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MHSCP) as required by
Municipal Code Chapter 3.80.

Existing Conditions
The project site consists of developed, inhabited land that has been subject to a variety of human
disturbances including on-going equestrian activities, residential activities, and disturbances
associated with the surrounding developments. Existing structures include a house, sheds,
stables, and large corral with adjoining fences. The Project site is bordered by residential
developments to the north, east, south, and west.
Federal Critical Habitat
Under the federal Endangered Species Act, "Critical Habitat" is designated at the time of listing
of a species or within one year of listing. Critical Habitat refers to specific areas within the
geographical range of a species at the time it is listed that include the physical or biological
features that are essential to the survival and eventual recovery of that species. Maintenance of
these physical and biological features requires special management considerations or protection,
regardless of whether individuals or the species are present or not.
The Project site is not located with federally designated Critical Habitat. The nearest designated
Critical Habitat is located approximately 0.4 miles to the south of the Project site within and along
the Santa Ana River for Santa Ana sucker (Catostomus santaanae) and least Bell's vireo (Vireo
bellii pusillus). Therefore, the loss or adverse modification of Critical Habitat from site
development will not occur and consultation with the USFWS will not be required for
implementation of the Project.
California Sensitive Plant Communities/Species
Due to existing land uses, no native plant communities or natural communities of special concern
were observed on or adjacent to the Project site. The Project site supports two land cover types
that would be classified as disturbed and developed, with sparse non-native and early
successional weedy plant species. Plant species observed on-site include tamarisk (Tamarix sp.),
tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima), cheeseweed (Malva parviflora), sow thistle (Sonchus
oleraceus), tumbleweed (Salsola tragus), golden crownbeard (Verbesina encelioides), and
elderberry (Sambucus nigra).
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According to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)and the California Native Plant
Society, seven (7) special-status plant species have been recorded in the USGS Quadrangle
(Corona North) in which the Project site is located. No special-status plant species were observed
onsite during the field investigation. Based on habitat requirements for specific special-status
plant species and the availability and quality of habitats needed by each species, it was
determined that the Project site does not provide suitable habitat for any of the special-status
plant species known to occur in the area and all are presumed to be absent from the Project site.
California Sensitive Wildlife Species
According to the CNDDB, sixty-nine (69) special-status wildlife species have been reported in the
Corona North Quadrangle. No special-status wildlife species were observed on-site during the
habitat assessment. Based on habitat requirements for specific species and the availability and
quality of on-site habitats, it was determined that the Project site has a low potential to provide
habitat for Cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperii) and sharp-shinned hawk (Accipiter striatus).
Mitigation Measure BIO-1 under Threshold 4.4 (d) on page 32 is required to protect birds
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It was further determined that the Project site
does not provide suitable habitat for any of the other special-status wildlife species known to
occur in the area since the Project site has been heavily disturbed from on-site disturbances and
existing development.
Level of Significance: With implementation of PPP 4.4-1 and Mitigation Measure BIO-1, impacts
related to candidate, sensitive, or special status species are less than significant.

Threshold 4.4 (b). Would the Project:

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 US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
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Impact Analysis
No riparian/riverine were observed on the project site or within project site offsite street
improvement areas during the field investigation.
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.4 (c) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
There are three key agencies that regulate activities within inland streams, wetlands, and riparian
areas in California. The Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Branch (USACOE) regulates
discharge of dredge or fill materials into "waters of the United States" pursuant to Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act; the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) regulates alterations to stream bed and bank under Fish
and Wildlife Code Sections 1600 et seq.; and the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Board
(RWQCB) regulates discharges into surface waters pursuant to Section 401 of the CWA and the
California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.
The Project site does not support any discernible drainage courses, inundated areas, wetland
features, or hydric soils that would be considered jurisdictional by the Corps, Regional Board, or
CDFW. Therefore, Project activities will not result in impacts to USACOE,CDFW, or RWQCB
jurisdictional areas and regulatory approvals from these agencies will not be required.
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.4 (d). Would the Project:

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?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
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Impact Analysis
Wildlife Corridors
Wildlife corridors link together areas of suitable habitat that are otherwise separated by rugged
terrain, changes in vegetation, or human disturbance. Corridors effectively act as links between
different populations of a species. The Project Site does not represent a wildlife travel route,
crossing or regional movement corridor between large open space habitats. The Project Site is
bordered by Ridgeview Avenue and residential development. As such, the Project will not
interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors.
Wildlife Nursery Sites
The vegetation communities documented within and adjacent (ornamental trees) represent
potential nesting habitat for Cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperii) and sharp-shinned hawk
(Accipiter striatus) and common bird species. Raptors and all migratory bird species, whether
listed or not, also receive protection under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 19189. The
MBTA prohibits individuals to kill, take, possess, or sell any migratory bird, bird parts (including
nests and eggs) except per regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Department (16 U. S.
Code 7034).
Therefore, if vegetation is to be removed during the nesting season, a pre‐construction nesting
bird survey shall be conducted, and avoidance measures taken to ensure that no take of birds or
their nests will occur per Mitigation Measure BIO-1.
Mitigation Measure
Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Nesting Bird Survey. As a condition of approval for all grading permits,
vegetation clearing and ground disturbance shall be prohibited during the migratory bird nesting
season (February 1 through October 1), unless a migratory bird nesting survey is completed in
accordance with the following requirements:
a. A migratory nesting bird survey of the Project’s impact footprint shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within three business (3) days prior to initiating vegetation clearing or
ground disturbance.
b. A copy of the migratory nesting bird survey results report shall be provided to the City of
Jurupa Planning Department. If the survey identifies the presence of active nests, then the
qualified biologist shall provide the Planning Department with a copy of maps showing
9

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Migratory Bird Treaty Act, August 8, 2017, Available at:
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
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the location of all nests and an appropriate buffer zone around each nest sufficient to
protect the nest from direct and indirect impact. The size and location of all buffer zones,
if required, shall be subject to review and approval by the Planning Department and shall
be no less than a 300‐foot radius around the nest for non‐raptors and a 500‐foot radius
around the nest for raptors. The nests and buffer zones shall be field checked weekly by a
qualified biological monitor. The approved buffer zone shall be marked in the field with
construction fencing, within which no vegetation clearing or ground disturbance shall
commence until the qualified biologist and Planning Department verify that the nests are
no longer occupied and the juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests.
Level of Significance: With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, impacts would be less
than significant.

Threshold 4.4 (e) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

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

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: Is the project consistent with General Plan Policies COS 1.2 -Protection of Significant Trees and
COS 1.3 - Other Significant Vegetation?

Impact Analysis
According to the General Plan, significant trees are those trees that make substantial
contributions to natural habitat or to the urban landscape due to their species, size, or rarity. In
particular, California native trees should be protected.10 There are several eucalyptus trees
located on the site. These trees do not meet the definition of a significant tree because the
species is typically found in Jurupa Valley and their size is not unique.
According to the General Plan, other significant vegetation includes agricultural wind screen
plantings, street trees, stands of mature native and non-native trees, and other features of
ecological, aesthetic, and conservation value11. The eucalyptus trees on the site do not represent
an agricultural wind row and are not examples of superior vegetation (i.e. size, height).
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

10

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element, Policy COS-1.2.
of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element, Policy COS-1.3.

11City
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: Is the project in conflict with the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan (MSHCP)?

Impact Analysis
The Project site is located within the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan12 but is not located within any Criteria Cells or MSHCP Conservation Areas.
Impacts to MSHCP resources are discussed below.
Riparian/Riverine Areas
The Project site does not support any discernible drainage courses, inundated areas, wetland
vegetation, or hydric soils that would be considered riparian/riverine habitat under the MSHCP.
Therefore, implementation of the Project site will not result in impacts to riparian/riverine
habitat.
Vernal Pools and Fairy Shrimp
One of the factors for determining the suitability of the habitat for fairy shrimp would be
demonstrable evidence of seasonal ponding in an area of topographic depression that is not
subject to flowing waters. These astatic pools are typically characterized as vernal pools. More
specifically, vernal pools are seasonal wetlands that occur in depression areas without a continual
source of water. A review ofrecent and historic aerial photographs ( 1993-2018) of the Project
site and its immediate vicinity did not provide visual evidence of an astatic or vernal pool
conditions on or in the vicinity of the Project site. No ponding was observed on-site, further
supporting the fact that the drainage patterns currently occurring on the Project site do not
follow hydro logic regime needed for vernal pools. From the review of historic aerial photographs
and observations during the field investigations, it can be concluded that there is no indication
of vernal pools or suitable fairy shrimp habitat occurring on the Project site.
Narrow Endemic Plant Species

12

Regional Conservation Authority, Western Riverside County, Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, June 17, 2003.
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The Project site supports two land cover types that would be classified as disturbed and
developed, with sparse non-native and early successional weedy plant species. The Project site
has been subject to a variety of human disturbances including on-going equestrian activities,
residential activities, and disturbances associated with the surrounding developments. As a result
of the existing land uses and ongoing disturbances, it was determined that the Project site does
not provide suitable habitat for any of the three Narrow Endemic Plant Species listed under
Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP for this area. Therefore, Narrow Endemic Plant Species are presumed
absent and no additional surveys or analysis is required.
Burrowing Owl
No burrowing owls or recent sign (i.e., pellets, feathers, castings, or white wash) was observed
during the field investigation. Due to existing site conditions and continuous use of the site, the
Project site lacks suitable burrows (>4 inches in diameter) capable of providing roosting and
nesting opportunities. Based on the results of the field investigation, it was determined that the
Project site does not have the potential to support burrowing owls and focused surveys are not
required.
Level of Significance: With implementation of PPP 4.4-1, impacts related to conflicts with the
provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan are less than significant.

4.5 Cultural Resources
Threshold 4.5 (a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
§15064.5?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
Historic resources generally consist of buildings, structures, improvements, and remnants
associated with a significant historic event or person(s) and/or have a historically significant style,
design, or achievement. Damaging or demolition of historic resources is typically considered to
be a significant impact. Impacts to historic resources can occur through direct impacts, such as
destruction or removal, and indirect impacts, such as a change in the setting of a historic
resource.
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CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(a) clarifies that historical resources include the following:
1. A resource listed in or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission,
for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources.
2. A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 5020.1(k) of
the Public Resources Code, or identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting the
requirements [of] section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code.
3. Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency
determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific,
economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California.
According to General Plan Table 4.1: Designated Historic Structures in Jurupa Valley, there are no
historic structures on the Project site.13 A review of historic aerials (1994 to 2020) shows that the
Project site supports a residential development with horse stables and a horse rink14. Since 2002,
the property has been used consistently for residential and equestrian purposes.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.5 (b)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines § 15064.5?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
Archaeological sites are locations that contain resources associated with former human activities,
and may contain such resources as human skeletal remains, waste from tool manufacture, tool
concentrations, and/or discoloration or accumulation of soil or food remains.
As noted under Threshold 4.5 (b) above, there are no historic structures on the Project site. The
land within the City has the potential to yield archaeological resources.15 The potential for buried
deposits may be considered moderate to low based upon the lack of identified resources and
previous impacts to the property. However, if intact buried cultural materials are encountered
13
14
15

https://www.jurupavalley.org/DocumentCenter/View/217/2017-Master-General-Plan-PDF
Google Earth Pro

General Plan EIR, p. 4.5-16.

Page 33

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

MA17273

during construction, work in that area must halt until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the
nature and significance of the find. As such, the following mitigation measure is required:
Mitigation Measure(s)
CR-1:Archaeological Resource Inadvertent Discovery. If archaeological resources are encountered
during implementation of the Project, ground-disturbing activities will be temporarily redirected
from the vicinity of the find. The Project Applicant shall be required to retain a qualified
archaeologist approved by the City to make an evaluation of the find. If the resource is significant,
Mitigation Measure CR‐2 shall apply.
CR-2: Archeological Treatment Plan. If a significant archaeological resource(s) is discovered on
the property, ground disturbing activities shall be suspended 100 feet around the resource(s). The
archaeological monitor, the Project Proponent, and the City Planning Department shall confer
regarding mitigation of the discovered resource(s). A treatment plan shall be prepared and
implemented by the archaeologist to protect the identified archaeological resource(s) from
damage and destruction. The treatment plan shall contain a research design and data recovery
program necessary to document the size and content of the discovery such that the resource(s)
can be evaluated for significance under CEQA criteria. The research design shall list the sampling
procedures appropriate to exhaust the research potential of the archaeological resource(s) in
accordance with current professional archaeology standards (typically this sampling level is two
(2) to five (5) percent of the volume of the cultural deposit). At the completion of the laboratory
analysis, any recovered archaeological resources shall be processed and curated according to
current professional repository standards. The collections and associated records shall be donated
to an appropriate curation facility. A final report containing the significance and treatment
findings shall be prepared by the archaeologist and submitted to the City of Jurupa Valley
Planning Department and the Eastern Information Center.
Level of Significance: With implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2, impacts are
less than significant.

Threshold 4.5 (c) Would the Project:

Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
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Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to disturbing human
remains. This measure will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.5-1

The Project is required to comply with the applicable provisions of California
Health and Safety Code §7050.5 as well as Public Resources Code §5097 et. seq.

The Project site does not contain a cemetery and no known formal cemeteries are located within
the immediate site vicinity. If human remains are discovered during Project grading or other
ground disturbing activities, the Project would be required to comply with the applicable
provisions of California Health and Safety Code §7050.5 as well as Public Resources Code §5097
et. seq. California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall
occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin. Pursuant to
California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), remains shall be left in place and free from
disturbance until a final decision as to the treatment and disposition has been made by the
Coroner.
If the Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the California Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) must be contacted and the NAHC must then immediately notify the
“most likely descendant(s)” of receiving notification of the discovery. The most likely
descendant(s) shall then make recommendations within 48 hours and engage in consultations
concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
Level of Significance: With implementation of PPP 4.4-1, impacts are less than significant.

4.6 Energy
The following analysis is based in part on a technical report titled, “CalEEMod Outputs” which is
dated November 30, 2020 and is included as Technical Appendix A to this Initial Study.

Threshold 4.6 (a) Would the Project:

Result in potentially significant environmental impact
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
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Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1) Does not meet state or federal energy standards.
2) Causes wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy during construction or operation.
3) Results in an increase in demand for electricity or natural gas that exceeds available supply or distribution
infrastructure capabilities that could result in the construction of new energy facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.
4) Does not utilize source reduction, recycling, and other appropriate measures to reduce the amount of solid
waste disposed of in landfills.
5) Does not include features that encourage advanced energy conservation techniques and the incorporation
of energy-efficient design elements for private and public developments, including appropriate site
orientation and the use of shade and windbreak trees to reduce fuel consumption for heating and cooling,
and offer incentives, as appropriate.

Impact Analysis
Construction Energy Analysis
Construction of the Project would require the use of fuel and electric powered equipment and
vehicles for construction activities. The majority of activities would use fuel powered equipment
and vehicles that would consume gasoline or diesel fuel. Heavy construction equipment (e.g.
dozers, graders, backhoes, dump trucks) would be diesel powered, while smaller construction
vehicles, such as pick-up trucks and personal vehicles used by workers would be gasoline
powered. The majority of electricity use would be from power tools. The anticipated
construction schedule assumes the Project would be built in approximately six months if all
homes are constructed concurrently (worst case scenario). The consumption of energy would be
temporary in nature and would not represent a significant demand on available supplies. There
are no unusual characteristics that would necessitate the use of fuel or electricity that would be
less energy efficient than at comparable construction sites in the region or State.
Starting in 2014, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) adopted the nation's first regulation
aimed at cleaning up off-road construction equipment such as bulldozers, graders, and backhoes.
These requirements ensure fleets gradually turnover the oldest and dirtiest equipment to newer,
cleaner models and prevent fleets from adding older, dirtier equipment. As such, the equipment
used for Project construction would conform to CARB regulations and California emissions
standards as fuel efficiencies gradually rise. It should also be noted that there are no unusual
Project characteristics or construction processes that would require the use of equipment that
would be more energy intensive than is used for comparable activities; or equipment that would
not conform to current emissions standards (and related fuel efficiencies). Equipment employed
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in construction of the Project would therefore not result in inefficient wasteful, or unnecessary
consumption of fuel.
In addition, as required by state law 16, idling times of construction vehicles is limited to no
more than five minutes, thereby minimizing, or eliminating unnecessary and wasteful
consumption of fuel due to unproductive idling of construction equipment. Equipment
employed in construction of the Project would therefore not result in inefficient wasteful, or
unnecessary consumption of fuel.
Operation Energy Analysis
Energy consumption in support of or related to Project operations would include transportation
energy demands and operational energy demands.
Transportation Energy Demands
Energy that would be consumed by Project‐generated traffic is a function of total vehicles miles
traveled (VMT) and estimated vehicle fuel economies of vehicles accessing the Project site. The
Project will result in 96,847 annual VMT and an estimated annual fuel consumption of 3,065
gallons of fuel.17
Enhanced fuel economies realized pursuant to federal and state regulatory actions, and related
transition of vehicles to alternative energy sources (e.g., electricity, natural gas, biofuels, hydrogen
cells) would likely decrease future gasoline fuel demands per VMT. Location of the Project
proximate to regional and local roadway systems tends to reduce VMT within the region, acting to
reduce regional vehicle energy demands. As supported by the preceding discussions, Project
transportation energy consumption would not be considered inefficient, wasteful, or otherwise
unnecessary.
Operational Energy Demands
Occupancy of the single-family residences would result in the consumption of natural gas and
electricity. Project facility operational energy demands are estimated at 91,788 kBTU/year of
natural gas and 26,149 kWh/year of electricity. 18Natural gas would be supplied to the Project by
SoCalGas and electricity would be supplied by SCE. The Project proposes single-family homes
reflecting contemporary energy efficient/energy conserving designs and operational programs.
The Project does not propose uses that are inherently energy intensive and the energy demands
in total would be comparable to other single-family land use projects of similar scale and
configuration. Lastly, the Project will comply with the applicable Title 24 standards. Compliance

16

California Code of Regulations Title 13, Motor Vehicles, section 2449(d)(3) Idling.
Appendix A, CalEEMod Outputs.
18 Appendix A, CalEEMod Outputs.
17
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itself with applicable Title 24 standards will ensure that the Project energy demands would not
be inefficient, wasteful, or otherwise unnecessary.
In summary, as supported by the preceding analyses, neither construction nor operation of
the Project would result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, or
wasteful use of energy resources.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.6(b). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
The California Energy Commission provides oversight for the preparation of rules and regulations
the conservation of energy such as Appliance Energy Efficiency, Building Energy Efficiency, Energy
Supplier Reporting, and State Energy Management. The regulations directly applicable to the
Project are Building Energy Efficiency Standards, Title 24, Part 6, and CALGreen Title 24, Part
11. These regulations include, but are not limited to the use of water conserving plumbing
and water-efficient irrigation systems. The Project is required to demonstrate compliance with these
regulations as part of the building permit and inspection process.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.7 Geology And Soils
The following analysis is based in part on the following technical reports:
•

Soils Percolation Test, 5903 Ridgeview Avenue Jurupa Valley CA 91752, prepared by West
Coast Sanitation Inc. which is dated September 12, 2019 and is included as Appendix C to
this Initial Study.

•

Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation for Foundation Design, Proposed Residential Homes
on Ridgeview Avenue, Tentative Parcel Map No.37395, Jurupa Valley, County of Riverside,
California, prepared by Geo Environ which is dated June 29, 2019 and is included as
Appendix D to this Initial Study.
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: If the project site is not located within a seismic hazard area as identified by the State of
California, Department of Conservation, Earthquake Zones and Required Investigations Map it is presumed to have a
less than significant impact with mandatory compliance with the California Building Code absent substantial evidence
to the contrary.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to seismic ground shaking.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.7-1

As required by Municipal Code Title 8-Buildings and Construction, the Project shall
comply with the most recent edition of the California Building Code which requires
the Project to comply with the approved recommended seismic design
requirements contained in the project specific geotechnical report and be
incorporated in the construction of each structure, to preclude significant adverse
effects associated with seismic hazards.

The nearest active fault is the Chino-Central Fault which is located approximately 8.5 miles from
the Project site. The design and construction of the improvements at the Project site would be
subject to the mandatory requirements and standards of the California Building Standards Code
(CBSC) Title 24 (CALGreen) and Title 8, Buildings and Construction, of the City of Jurupa Valley
Municipal Code, which are designed to attenuate the effects of strong ground shaking.
Compliance with applicable requirements of CBSC CALGreen and the City of Jurupa Valley
Municipal Code would be assured through City review of grading and building permits which
would ensure that seismic ground shaking effects are attenuated (these requirements would be
required through adherence to PPP 4.6-1 and 4.6-2). The requirements identified in the CBSC
CALGreen regulations are designed to ensure that buildings are able to withstand the levels of
seismic ground shaking to which the proposed Project would be subject. Accordingly, the Project
would have a less than significant impact associated with seismically-induced ground shaking and
mitigation is not required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
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Threshold 4.7(a2). Would the Project directly or
indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

MA17273

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Significance Criteria: If the project is not located within an area susceptible to liquefaction as shown on General Plan
Figure 8-5- Liquefaction Susceptibility in Jurupa Valley or identified as being susceptible to liquefaction based on a
project specific geotechnical report, it is presumed to have no impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to seismic ground shaking.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:
PPP 4.7-1 shall apply.
According to General Plan19 the Project site has a high potential for liquefaction. Based on the
Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation prepared for the Project (Appendix D), the potential for
liquefaction is considered “very minimal.” In any event, as required by PPP 4.7-1 above,
construction of the single-family homes is subject to the California Building Standards Code
(CBSC) Title 24 (CALGreen) and Title 8, Buildings and Construction, of the City of Jurupa Valley
Municipal Code to ensure that the Project attenuates any impacts related to liquefaction.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
Threshold 4.7(a3). Would the Project directly or
indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Landslides?

▪

Screening Criteria: If the project is not located within the High or Very High zone per General Plan Figure 8-6:
Landslide Susceptibility in Jurupa Valley, it is presumed to have no impact absent substantial evidence to the
contrary.

19

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Safety Element, Figure 8-5: Liquefaction Susceptibility in Jurupa Valley.
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Impact Analysis
The site is relatively flat and is not adjacent top any slopes or hillsides that could be potentially
susceptible to landslides.
Level of Significance: No Impact.

Threshold 4.7(b). Would the Project:

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project is inconsistent with Municipal Code Chapter 6.05 - Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Management and Discharge Controls.

Impact Analysis
Construction
Grading and construction activities would expose and loosen topsoil, which could be eroded by
wind or water. CalGreen Section 4.106.220 requires that Projects which disturb less than one
acre of soil and are not part of a larger common plan of development which in total disturbs one
acre or more, shall manage storm water drainage during construction. one or more of the
following measures shall be implemented to prevent flooding of adjacent property, prevent
erosion, and retain soil runoff on the site through one or more of the following measures:
•

Retention basins of sufficient size shall be utilized to retain storm water on the site.

•

Where storm water is conveyed to a public drainage system, collection point, gutter, or
similar disposal method, water shall be filtered by use of a barrier system, wattle or
other method approved by the enforcing agency.

•

Compliance with a lawfully enacted storm water management ordinance.

Through compliance with CalGreen, construction impacts related to erosion and loss of topsoil
would be less than significant.
Operation
In the developed condition, runoff from rooftops will be routed to downspouts which outlet to
landscaped areas. Landscaped parkways will be used along some portions of the sidewalk to
maximize pervious area on the site. The Project also includes installation of landscaping
20

CalGreen Chapter 4 Residential Mandatory Measures.
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throughout the Project site and areas of loose topsoil that could erode by wind or water would
not exist upon operation of the Project. These drainage facilities will reduce the potential for
stormwater to erode topsoil downstream.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.7(c). Would the Project:

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable because of the Project,
and potentially result in on-site or offsite landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to an unstable geologic
unit. These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.7-1 shall apply.
Landslide/Lateral Spreading
As noted in the response to Threshold 4.7 (a) (4) above, the site is relatively flat and contains no
slopes that may be subject to landslides. With implementation of PPP 4.7-1, no lateral spreading
due to liquefaction will occur.
Liquefaction/ Subsidence/Collapse
According to General Plan21 the Project site has a high potential for liquefaction. Based on the
Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation prepared for the Project (Appendix D), the potential for
liquefaction is considered “very minimal.” In any event, as required by PPP 4.7-1 above,
construction of the single-family homes is subject to the California Building Standards Code
(CBSC) Title 24 (CALGreen) and Title 8, Buildings and Construction, of the City of Jurupa Valley
Municipal Code to ensure that the Project attenuates any impacts related to liquefaction,
subsidence or collapse.

21

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Safety Element, Figure 8-5: Liquefaction Susceptibility in Jurupa Valley.
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Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.7(d) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the Uniform
Building Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property?
Significance Criteria: The project site is located on soil that has an EI Expansion Potential >91 according to the results
of the laboratory testing performed in accordance with ASTM D 4829.

▪

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, and Programs
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to expansive soils. These
measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
ensure compliance:
PPP 4.7-1 shall apply.
Expansive soils are characterized by their ability to undergo significant volume changes (shrink
or swell) due to variations in moisture content. Changes in soil moisture content can result from
precipitation, landscape irrigation, utility leakage, roof drainage, perched groundwater, drought,
or other factors and may result in unacceptable settlement or heave of structures or concrete
slabs supported on grade.
Based on laboratory testing, the materials present near the ground surface have an Expansion Index

of 5 which is less than an Expansion Index of greater than 91 which used to determine if soils
are expansive. Risks from expansive soils are considered to be low. In any event, the Project
would be required to construct the proposed structures in accordance with the approved
recommendations included in Preliminary Soils Investigation prepared for the Project. (Appendix
D).
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
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Threshold 4.7(e) Would the Project:
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal
of wastewater?
Significance Criteria: The project’s proposed septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal system do not meet the
regulatory requirement of the Local Agency Management Program (LAMP) applicable to Jurupa Valley.

▪

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, and Programs
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to seismic ground shaking.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.7-2

As required by Municipal Code Sec. 6.65.030, prior to the issuance of a building
permit, approval of the on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall
require detailed plan review, pre-site, and construction inspections to be
completed by the Building and Safety Department.

The Project is proposing the use of septic tanks for each individual lot. Based on the Soils
Percolation Test prepared for the Project (Appendix C ), there is sufficient area on each lot to
support a primary and expansion On-site wastewater treatment system(s) OWTS that will meet
the current standards of the Department of Environmental Health and the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and the OWTS policy.
The natural occurring body of minerals and organic matter at the proposed wastewater disposal
area contains earthen materials having more than 50% of its volume composed of particles
smaller than 0.08 inches (2mm) in size. In addition, the groundwater table will not encroach
within the current allowable limits set forth by the Santa Ana Regional Water Board. With
implementation of PPP 4.7-2 ,the OWTS will meet City requirements.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Page 44

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Threshold 4.7(f) Would the Project:
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
Significance Criteria (Paleontology): The project is identified as “HIGH SENSITIVITY (HIGH A) for paleontological
resources in the Parcel Report available on the Riverside County Map My County website.
Significance Criteria (Unique Geologic Feature): A geologic feature is unique if it is a geologic formation that is
exclusive locally or regionally.

Impact Analysis
Paleontological Resources
General Plan Figure 4-18- Paleontological Sensitivity, indicates that the site has a high sensitivity
(HA) designation for finding paleontological resources22. Therefore, the following mitigation
measures are required.
Mitigation Measures
GEO-1: Paleontological Resource Inadvertent Discovery. If paleontological resources are
encountered during implementation of the Project, ground-disturbing activities will be
temporarily redirected from the vicinity of the find. The Project Applicant shall be required to
retain a qualified archaeologist approved by the City to make an evaluation of the find. If the
resource is significant, Mitigation Measure GEO‐2 shall apply.
GEO-2: Paleontological Treatment Plan. If a significant paleontological resource(s) is discovered
on the property, in consultation with the Project proponent and the City, the qualified
paleontologist shall develop a plan of mitigation which shall include salvage excavation and
removal of the find, removal of sediment from around the specimen (in the laboratory), research
to identify and categorize the find, curation in the find a local qualified repository, and
preparation of a report summarizing the find.
Unique Geologic Feature
The Project site is flat and consists of developed, inhabited land that has been subject to a variety
of human disturbances including on-going equestrian activities, residential activities, and
disturbances associated with the surrounding developments. The site soils generally consist of
fine, very silty sand and medium to coarse grain sand. Some artificial fill was noted around the
center section of the site consisting of gravel (slag). These features are common in the area. As
22

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan, Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 4-18, Paleontological Sensitivity.
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such, the Project does not contain a geologic feature that is unique or exclusive locally or
regionally.
Level of Significance: With implementation of Mitigation Measures GEO-1 and GEO-2, impacts
are less than significant.

4.8

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The following analysis is based in part on a technical report titled, CalEEMod Outputs which is
dated November 30, 2020 and is included as Technical Appendix A to this Initial Study.

Threshold 4.8 (a-b) Would the Project:

a.

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to greenhouse gas
emissions. These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.8-1

As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (7) , California Energy Code, prior
to issuance of a building permit, the Project Applicant shall submit plans showing
that the Project will be constructed in compliance with this section.

PPP 4.8-2

As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (8), California Green Building
Standards Code, prior to issuance of a building permit, the Project proponent shall
submit plans in compliance with this code section.

No single land use project could generate enough greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to noticeably
change the global average temperature. Cumulative GHG emissions, however, contribute to
global climate change and its significant adverse environmental impacts. Thus, the primary goal
in adopting GHG significance thresholds, analytical methodologies, and mitigation measures is to
ensure new land use development provides its fair share of the GHG reductions needed to
address cumulative environmental impacts from those emissions.
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Threshold of Significance
General Plan Policy AQ 9.5 requires the City to utilize the SCAQMD Draft GHG thresholds to
evaluate development proposals until the City adopts a Climate Action Plan (CAP). Beginning in
April 2008, the SCAQMD convened a Working Group to provide guidance to local lead agencies
in determining significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents. In September 2010, the
SCAQMD Working Group presented a revised tiered approach to determining GHG significance
for residential and commercial projects (SCAQMD 2010). These proposals have not yet been
considered by the SCAQMD Board.
•

At Tier 1, GHG emissions impacts would be less than significant if the project qualifies
under a categorical or statutory CEQA exemption.

•

At Tier 2, for projects that do not meet the Tier 1 criteria, the GHG emissions impact would
be less than significant if the project is consistent with a previously adopted GHG
reduction plan that meets specific requirements.9

•

At Tier 3, the Working Group proposes extending the 10,000 MTCO2e/yr screening
threshold currently applicable to industrial projects where the SCAQMD is the lead
agency, described above, to other lead agency industrial projects. For residential and
commercial projects, the Working Group proposes the following Tier 3 screening values:
either (1) a single 3,000-MTCO2e/yr threshold for all land use types or (2) separate
thresholds of 3,500 MTCO2e/yr for residential projects, 1,400 MTCO2e/yr for commercial
projects, and 3,000 MTCO2e/yr for mixed-use projects.
A project with emissions less than the applicable screening value would be considered to
have less than significant GHG emissions.

The City has determined that the SCAQMD’s Interim GHG Threshold t h a t identifies a
screening threshold o f 3,000 MTCO2e to determine whether additional analysis is required
is appropriate for this Project.
A summary of the projected annual operational greenhouse gas emissions, including amortized
construction‐related emissions associated with the development of the Project is provided in
Table 4.8-1 on page 48.
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Table 4.8-1: Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Emission Source

Emissions (MT/yr)
CO2

CH4

N2O

Total CO2E

Annual construction-related emissions
amortized over 30 years

143.40

0.02

0.00

4.80

Area Source

0.01

2.00E-05

0.00

1.01

Energy Source

877.28

0.04

0.01

13.28

Waste

24.23

1.43

0.00

41.66

Water Usage

131.16

0.96

0.02

1.51

Total CO2E (All Sources)

64.14

Screening Threshold (CO2E)

3,000

Threshold Exceeded

NO

Source: CalEEMod Outputs (Appendix A).

As shown on Table 4.8-1, the Project has the potential to generate a total of approximately
64.14 MTCO2e per year. As such, the Project would not exceed the City’s screening threshold of
3,000 MTCO2e per year. Thus, Project-related emissions would not have a significant direct or
indirect impact on greenhouse gas emissions that could impact climate change and no
mitigation or further analysis is required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.8 (a-b) Would the Project:

b.

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

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
The City is in the process of preparing a Climate Action Plan (CAP) in conjunction with
WRCOG which will identify specific policies and regulations that are directed at the project
level. Until such time that the City adopts a CAP, the Project is evaluated for consistency
with the following plans, policies, or regulations to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions.
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General Plan
The Land Use; Housing; Mobility; Conservation and Open Space; and Community Safety,
Services, and Facilities Elements include policies programs to reduce GHG emissions and
help slow the progression of climate change, including, but not limited to reducing vehicle
miles traveled, energy conservation, water conservation, and solid waste reduction. The
Project is consistent with the General Plan and accordingly, is consistent with policies and
programs to reduce GHG emissions.
State Codes and Regulations
The Project will implement the following City Plans, Policies, and Programs:
PPP 4.8-1

As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (7) , California Energy Code, prior
to issuance of a building permit, the Project Applicant shall submit plans showing
that the Project will be constructed in compliance with this section.

PPP 4.8-2

As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (8), California Green Building
Standards Code, prior to issuance of a building permit, the Project proponent shall
submit plans in compliance with this code section.

PPP 4.19-1

The Project shall comply with Section 4.408 of the 2013 California Green Building
Code Standards, which requires new development projects to submit and
implement a construction waste management plan in order to reduce the amount
of construction waste transported to landfills. Prior to the issuance of building
permits, the City of Jurupa Valley shall confirm that a sufficient plan has been
submitted, and prior to final building inspections, the City of Jurupa shall review
and verify the Contractor’s documentation that confirms the volumes and types
of wastes that were diverted from landfill disposal, in accordance with the
approved construction waste management plan.

Based on analysis above, the Project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
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4.9 - Hazards And Hazardous Materials
Threshold 5.9(a) (b)

a)

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
▪

Significance Criteria: 1) The project handles a hazardous material or mixture containing a hazardous material (see definitions
above) that has a quantity at any one time during the reporting year equal to or greater than the amounts specified by Health and
Safety Code §25507 et seq. 2) The project handles or store hazardous materials in a quantity equal or greater to the amounts
specified by Health and Safety Code §25507 and is located within designated 100- or 500-year flood zones.

Impact Analysis
Construction Activities
Heavy equipment that would be used during construction of the proposed Project would be
fueled and maintained by substances such as oil, diesel fuel, gasoline, hydraulic fluid, and other
liquid materials that would be considered hazardous if improperly stored or handled. In addition,
materials such as paints, roofing materials, solvents, and other substances typically used in
building construction would be located on the Project site during construction. Improper use,
storage, or transportation of hazardous materials could result in accidental releases or spills,
potentially posing health risks to workers, the public, and the environment. The potential for
accidental releases and spills of hazardous materials during construction is a standard risk on all
construction sites, and there would be no greater risk for improper handling, transportation, or
spills associated with future development that would be a reasonably consequence of the
proposed Project than would occur on any other similar construction site.
Construction contractors are required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws
and regulations regarding hazardous materials, including but not limited requirements imposed
by the Environmental Protection Agency, California Department of Toxic Substances Control,
South Coast Air Quality Management District, and the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control
Board. As such, impacts due to construction activities would not cause a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.
A less than significant impact would occur.
Operational Activities
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The Project site would be developed with residential land uses which is a land use not typically
associated with the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Although residential land
uses may utilize household products that contain toxic substances, such as cleansers, paints,
adhesives, and solvents, these products are usually in low concentration and small in amount and
would not pose a significant risk to humans or the environment during transport to/from or use
at the Project site.
Pursuant to State law and local regulations, residents would be required to dispose of household
hazardous waste (e.g., batteries, used oil, old paint) at a permitted household hazardous waste
collection facility. Accordingly, the Project would not expose people or the environment to
significant hazards associated with the disposal of hazardous materials at the Project site. Longterm operation of the Project would not expose the public or the environment to significant
hazards associated with the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.9 (c) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?
Significance Criteria: The project site is located within ¼th mile of an existing public or private school and the project
handles a hazardous material or mixture containing a hazardous material (see definitions above) that has a quantity
at any one time during the reporting year equal to or greater than the amounts specified by Health and Safety Code
§25507 et seq.

▪

Impact Analysis
The Project site is not located within one-quarter (0.25) mile of a mile from an existing or
proposed school. The nearest school is Sky Country Elementary School located approximately
0.75 miles northwest of the Project site. In addition, as discussed in the responses to Thresholds
4.9 (b) and 4.9 (c) above, all hazardous or potentially hazardous materials handling and would
comply with all applicable federal, State, and local agencies and regulations with respect to
hazardous materials.
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?
Significance Criteria: The project site is identified on any of the following:1)
List of Hazardous Waste and
Substances sites from Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) EnviroStor database; List of Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Sites from the State Water Board’s GeoTracker database; List of solid waste disposal sites
identified by Water Board with waste constituents above hazardous waste levels outside the waste management
unit.; List of “active” CDO and CAO from Water Board; or 5) List of hazardous waste facilities subject to corrective
action pursuant to Section 25187.5 of the Health and Safety Code, identified by DTSC.

▪

Impact Analysis
The Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List is a planning document used by the
State and local agencies to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act requirements in
providing information about the location of hazardous materials release sites pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. Below are the data resources that provide information
regarding the facilities or sites identified as meeting the Cortese List requirements.
•

List of Hazardous Waste and Substances sites from Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) EnviroStor database.

•

List of Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites from the State Water Board’s GeoTracker
database.

•

List of solid waste disposal sites identified by Water Board with waste constituents above
hazardous waste levels outside the waste management unit.

•

List of “active” CDO and CAO from Water Board.

•

List of hazardous waste facilities subject to corrective action pursuant to Section 25187.5
of the Health and Safety Code, identified by DTSC.

Based on a review of the Cortese List maintained by the California Environmental Protection
Agency the Project site is not identified on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5. 23

23

California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List Data Resources, https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/ ,
accessed August 20, 2020.
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Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.9 (e) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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 or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the Project area?
Significance Criteria: The project is located within a compatibility zone of the Flabob Airport, Riverside Municipal
Airport and does not meet the Compatibility Criteria for Land Use Actions identified in the applicable Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan for the airport.

▪

Impact Analysis
The nearest airport is Riverside Municipal Airport located approximately 4.5 miles southeast of
the Project site. According to Map RI-1, Compatibility Map, Riverside Municipal Airport, the
Project site is not located within an airport compatibility zone.24
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.9 (f) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
Significance Criteria: The project may have a significant impact if: 1) The project is inconsistent with the City of Jurupa
Valley Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and the Riverside County Operational Area Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan; any required street improvements do not meet General Plan and/or City standards; or 3) the project
has less than two (2) routes for emergency egress and regress (unless otherwise allowed by the Fire Department)

▪

24

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission, Riverside Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, March 2006.
Available at: http://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/PDFGeneral/plan/newplan/20-%20Vol.%201%20Riverside%20Municipal.pdf
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Impact Analysis
Access to Parcel 1 currently exists from Ridgeview Avenue. Access to Parcels 2, 3, and 4. is
proposed via a private cul-de-sac off of Ridgeview Avenue. The proposed cul-de-sac will be
designed per Riverside County Standard No. 800(A).
The Project site does not contain any emergency facilities, nor does it serve as an emergency
evacuation route. During construction and long‐term operation, the Project would be required
to maintain adequate emergency access for emergency vehicles from Ridgeview Avenue. As such,
the Project will not result in a substantial alteration to the design or capacity of any public road
that would impair or interfere with the implementation of evacuation procedures.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.9 (g) Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires?

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project is located within a “High” fire hazard zone per General Plan Figure 8-11: Wildfire
Severity Zones in Jurupa Valley.

Impact Analysis
According to the General Plan25, the Project site is not located within a high wildfire hazard area.
(Also refer to analysis under Issue 4.20, Wildfire.
Level of Significance: No impact.

4.10

Hydrology And Water Quality

The following analysis is based in part on the following technical report:
Project Specific Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan, PM 37395, Jurupa Valley, prepared
by Inder Engineering Inc. dated August 2019 and is included as Appendix E to this Initial Study.

25

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Safety Element, Figure 8-10: Wildfire Severity Zones in Jurupa Valley.
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially
degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria (Water Quality Standards): The project is inconsistent with Municipal Code Chapter 6.05.050,
Storm Water/Urban Runoff Management and Discharge Controls.
Significance Criteria (Waste Discharge Requirements for onsite system): The project is inconsistent with Municipal
Code Chapter 6.65. – Sewage Discharges.
Significance Criteria (Waste Discharge Requirements): The project is inconsistent with any applicable Pre-Treatment
Ordinance required by the water agency that serves the project.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating water quality and waste
discharge requirements. These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.10-1

As required by Municipal Code Chapter 6.05- Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Management and Discharge Controls, the Project is required to protect and
enhance the water quality of county/city watercourses, water bodies, ground
water, and wetlands in a manner pursuant to and consistent with applicable
requirements contained in the Santa Ana Region Order No. R8-2010-0033, NPDES
No. CAS 618033 regulated by the State of California, California Regional Water
Quality Control Board, parented by the Federal Clean Water Act (Title 33 U.S.C.
Section 1251 et seq.), Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Wat. Code
Section 13000 et seq.), any applicable state or federal regulations promulgated
thereto, and any related administrative orders or permits issued in connection
therewith.

Water Quality Standards
The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act26 defines water quality objectives (i.e., standards)
as “…the limits or levels of water quality constituents or characteristics which are established for

26

California Water Boards, Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, January 2019. Available at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/laws_regulations/docs/portercologne.pdf
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the reasonable protection of beneficial uses of water or the prevention of nuisance within a
specific area”[(§13050 (h)].
Construction Impacts (Water Quality Standards)
Construction of the Project would involve clearing, grading, paving, utility installation, building
construction, and the installation of landscaping, which would result in the generation of
potential water quality pollutants such as silt, debris, chemicals, paints, and other solvents with
the potential to adversely affect water quality. As such, short‐term water quality impacts have
the potential to occur during construction activities in the absence of any protective or avoidance
measures.
If the Project will be developed all at one time, the Municipal Code requires the Project to obtain
a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Municipal Stormwater Permit for construction
activities27. The permit is required for all Projects that include construction activities, such as
clearing, grading, and/or excavation that disturb at least one acre of total land area.
Compliance with the permit requires the preparation and implementation of a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan for construction‐related activities, including grading. The plan would
specify the measures that would be required to implement during construction activities to
ensure that all potential pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or otherwise
appropriately treated prior to being discharged from the site.
If each lot is developed separately overt time, CalGreen Section 4.106.228 requires that Projects
which disturb less than one acre of soil and are not part of a larger common plan of development
which in total disturbs one acre or more, shall manage storm water drainage during construction.
one or more of the following measures shall be implemented to prevent flooding of adjacent
property, prevent erosion, and retain soil runoff on the site through one or more of the following
measures:
•

Retention basins of sufficient size shall be utilized to retain storm water on the site.

•

Where storm water is conveyed to a public drainage system, collection point, gutter, or
similar disposal method, water shall be filtered by use of a barrier system, wattle or
other method approved by the enforcing agency.

•

Compliance with a lawfully enacted storm water management ordinance.

Through compliance with CalGreen, construction impacts related to water quality standards
27

City of Jurupa Valley, Municipal Code Chapter 6.05.050, Storm Water/Urban Runoff Management and Discharge Controls.
Available at:
https://library.municode.com/ca/jurupa_valley/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT6HESA_CH6.05STWAURRUMADICO
28

CalGreen Chapter 4 Residential Mandatory Measures.
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would be less than significant.
Operational Impacts (Water Quality Requirements)
Storm water pollutants commonly associated with the type of land uses that could occupy the
proposed buildings include sediment/turbidity, nutrients, trash and debris, oxygen‐demanding
substances, organic compounds, bacteria and viruses, oil and grease, and pesticides.
Pursuant to the requirements of the Municipal Code29, a Water Quality Management Plan
(WQMP) is required for managing the quality of storm water or urban runoff that flows from a
developed site after construction is completed and the facilities or structures are occupied
and/or operational. The Plan prepared for the Project (Appendix E), proposes to divert runoff
from rooftops to downspouts which outlet to landscaped areas. In addition, landscaped parkways
will be used along some portions of the sidewalk to maximize pervious area on the site. With
implementation of these drainage features, impacts related to water quality standards would be
less than significant.
Waste Discharge Requirements
Waste Discharge Requirements are issued by the Santa Ana Regional Board under the provisions
of the California Water Code, Division 7 “Water Quality,” Article 4 “Waste Discharge
Requirements.”30 These requirements regulate the discharge of wastes which are not made to
surface waters, but which may impact the region’s water quality by affecting underlying
groundwater basins. Discharge requirements are issued for Publicly Owned Treatment Works’
wastewater reclamation operations, discharges of wastes from industries, subsurface waste
discharges such as septic systems, sanitary landfills, dairies, and a variety of other activities which
can affect water quality.
Operational Impacts (Waste Discharge Requirements)
The Project is proposing the installation of a 1,500-gallon capacity septic system for Parcels 2, 3,
and 4. Parcel 1 has an existing septic system. The installation of the septic system is subject to
the State Water Quality Control Policy for Siting, Design, Operation, and Maintenance of Onsite
Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS Policy). This Policy establishes a statewide, risk based,
tiered approach for the regulation and management of OWTS installations and replacements and
sets the level of performance and protection expected from OWTS. In particular, the Policy
requires actions for water bodies specifically identified as part this Policy where OWTS contribute
to water quality degradation that adversely affect beneficial uses. This Policy only authorizes
subsurface disposal of domestic strength, and in limited instances high strength, wastewater and
establishes minimum requirements for the permitting, monitoring, and operation of OWTS for
29

Ibid.
California Water Boards, Waste Discharge Requirements Program, July 3, 2020. Available at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/waste_discharge_requirements/
30
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protecting beneficial uses of waters and preventing or correcting conditions of pollution and
nuisance.
As required by PPP 4.7-2, the City of Jurupa Valley in addition to implementing its own local codes
and ordinances, shall determine whether the Project meets the OWTS Policy.
Level of Significance: With implementation of PPP 4.7-2 , impacts are less than significant.

Threshold 4.10 (b) Would the Project:

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: If the project’s water supply comes from an adjudicated basin and the basin is not classified as
“high” or “medium priority” by the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, impacts are presumed to be less than
significant absent substantial evidence to the contrary.

Impact Analysis
Groundwater Supplies
The Project would be served with potable water by the Santa Ana River Water Company.
Domestic water supplies from this service provider are reliant on groundwater from the Chino
Groundwater Basin through the Chino Basin Desalter Authority as a primary source. The Chino
Basin Watermaster was established in 1978 under a Judgment entered in the Superior Court of
the State of California for the County of San Bernardino. The Judgment adjudicated the
groundwater rights in Chino Basin and required that the Basin be operated in accordance with
the provisions of the Judgment under the direction of a court-appointed Chino Basin
Watermaster (Watermaster). The 1978 Judgment and subsequent agreements, ensure adequate
water supplies in times of severe drought. In addition, basin-wide groundwater recharge
capability, enhanced storage of higher quality water, and increased pumping capacity to extract
the groundwater are critical elements to Basin management. The Santa Ana River Water
Company reviewed the Project and indicated that they have sufficient water supplies to serve
the Project.
Development of the Project would also increase impervious surface coverage on the site which
would in turn reduce the amount of direct infiltration of runoff into the ground. This would have
a less than significant impact on groundwater recharge in the areas since the Project site is not
located in an area managed for groundwater recharge.
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Based on the above analysis, impacts to groundwater supplies and recharge would be less than
significant and no mitigation measures are required.
Sustainable Groundwater Management
The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act requires governments and water agencies
of high and medium priority basins to halt overdraft and bring groundwater basins into balanced
levels of pumping and recharge. The act requires the prioritization of basins and subbasins based
on a variety of factors such as population and number of water wells in a basin. Basins are ranked
from very-low to high-priority. Basins ranking high- or medium-priority are required to
form Groundwater Sustainability Agencies to manage basins sustainably and requires those
agencies to adopt Groundwater Sustainability Plans.
According to the SGMA Prioritization Dashboard the Upper Santa Ana Valley- Chino Groundwater
Basin has a prioritization classification of Very Low31. Therefore, the basin is not subject to a
Sustainable Groundwater Water Management program and the Project will not substantially
impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin
Level of Significance. Less than significant.
Potentially
Less than
Significant
Significant
Less Than
No
Threshold 4.10 (c). Would the Project:
or
with
Significant
Impact
Significant
Mitigation
Impact
Impact
Incorporated
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner that would:
(i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite?

▪

(ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding onor offsite?
(iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

▪
▪

(iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

▪
31

Department of Water Resources, SGMA Basin Prioritization Dashboard, https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bp-dashboard/final/,
accessed August 30, 2020.
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Impact Analysis
Existing Condition
The Project site is currently consists of undeveloped areas with an existing single-family home.
The project site drains into the current frontage road, Ridgeview Avenue.
Proposed Condition
The grading and drainage design of PM 37395 has been developed to maintain the natural
discharge patterns as much as practical. The proposed drainage plan will provide for construction
of infiltration trenches as structural BMPs. In the developed condition, runoff from impervious
areas will be routed though pervious landscaping as best possible; 1. Runoff from rooftops will
be routed to downspouts which outlet to landscaping as opposed to outletting directly onto
paved areas. 2. Landscaped parkways will be used along some portions of sidewalk to maximize
pervious area on the site. 3. Landscaped area within the residential layout will be used to
disconnect paved areas as best possible.
As proposed, the design of the storm drain system will not result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or offsite; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff, or impede or redirect flood flows.
Level of Significance. With implementation of PPP 4.10-1 through 4.10-2, impacts are less than
significant.

Threshold 4.10 (d). Would the Project:

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release
of pollutants due to project inundation?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: If the project is not located within a flood hazard zone, tsunami inundation zone or near a water
body capable of producing a seiche, the project is presumed to have no impact absent substantial evidence to the
contrary.

Impact Analysis
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According to the General Plan32, the Project site is not located within a flood hazard zone.
According to the California Department of Conservation, California Official Tsunami Inundation
Maps33, the site is not located within a tsunami inundation zone. In addition, the Project would
not be at risk from seiche because there is no water body in the area of the Project site capable
of producing as seiche.
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.10 (e) Would the Project:

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria (Water Quality Plan): Would the project obstruct implementation of the Santa Ana Region Basin
Plan?
Significance Criteria (Groundwater Management Plan): If the project’s water supply comes from an adjudicated
basin and the basin is not classified as “high” or “medium priority” by the Sustainable Groundwater Management
Act, impacts are presumed to be less than significant absent substantial evidence to the contrary.

32

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Figure 8-9: Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).
California Department of Conservation, California Official Tsunami Inundation Maps,
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/tsunami/maps#:~:text=Coordinated%20by%20Cal%20OES%2C%20California,considered
%20tsunamis%20for%20each%20area., accessed August 30, 2020.
33
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Impact Analysis
As discussed under Threshold 4.10 (a) and 4.10 (c), with implementation of the drainage system
improvements and features as described , the Project will not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality control plan.
As discussed under Threshold 4.10 (b), the Project site is not subject to a Sustainable
Groundwater Water Management program and will not substantially impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.11 Land Use And Planning
Threshold 4.11 (a)

a) Physically divide a community?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project involves the construction of a new a new freeway, highway, or roadway or proposes
the construction of any physical feature that would serve to impede the connectivity between parts of a cohesive
neighborhood or community.

Impact Analysis
An example of a Project that has the potential to divide an established community includes the
construction of a new freeway or highway through an established neighborhood. The Project site
is approximately 2.5 acres in size and is and is surrounded on 3 side by existing single-family
homes and on 1 side by Ridgeview Avenue. As such, the Project will not divide an established
community.
Level of Significance: No impact.
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adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria:: If the analysis in the Initial Study demonstrates that there are no significant environmental
impacts, then the project is consistent with the General Plan, South Coast Air Quality Management District’s Final
2016 Air Quality Management Plan, California Air Resources Board Scoping Plan, Western Riverside County Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan, Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Santa Ana Region Basin Plan,
and any other applicable plan whose purposes is to avoid or mitigate an environmental effect. Impacts are presumed
to be less than significant absent substantial evidence to the contrary.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The applicable plans and policies relating to a 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, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect are described in the analysis below.
As demonstrated throughout this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Project would
not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation, including but not limited to,
General Plan, South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2016 Air Quality Management
Plan, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, or the Santa Ana
Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Santa Ana River Basin Water Quality Control Program
with implementation of the PPP’s and Mitigation Measures throughout this Initial Study.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
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Mineral Resources

Threshold 4.12 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

▪

Significance Criteria: The project is located within Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ) MRZ-1 or MRZ-2 as shown on
General Plan Figure 4-16-Jurupa Valley Mineral Resources.

Impact Analysis
According to the General Plan34 the Project site is located within Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ)
3, which is defined as “Areas containing known or inferred mineral occurrences of undetermined
mineral resources significance.” However, no mineral resource extraction activity is known to
have ever occurred on the Project site. Accordingly, implementation of the Project would not
result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
or the residents of the State of California.
Level of Significance: No impact.

Threshold 4.12 (b). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

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?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project site is located on land designated as Open Space, Mineral Resources (OS-MIN) by the
General Plan.

Impact Analysis
The General Plan Open Space, Mineral Resources (OS-MIN) land use designation is intended for
mineral extraction and processing and Includes areas held in reserve for future mineral extraction
and processing.35 The Project site is delineated as Country Neighborhood (LDR). Therefore, the
34

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Figure 4-16: Jurupa Valley Mineral Resources.

35

City of Jurupa Valley, General Plan Land Use Element, p.2-28.
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Project is not delineated on the General Plan, a specific plan, or other land use plan as a locally
important mineral resource recovery site.
Level of Significance: No impact.

4.13 Noise
Threshold 4.13 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project more than standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?
Significance Criteria: The project may have a significant impact if:

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Construction: 1) The project is inconsistent with General Plan Policy NE 3.5: Construction Noise; and 2) Construction
noise levels exceed the levels identified in the latest version of the Federal Transit Administration Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.
Operational Noise (Stationary): The project is inconsistent with General Plan Policy NE 1.3 New or Modified Stationary
Noise Sources.
Operational Noise (Transportation): Traffic generated by the project would result in a noticeable increase in roadway
noise in the immediate vicinity of the subject property in areas where exterior noise is already in excess of City
standards. A noticeable increase in roadway noise would occur in traffic noise increased by 3 dBA or more.

Impact Analysis
Construction Noise Impacts
Section 11.05 (9) of the Municipal Code exempts private construction projects located within
one-quarter (¼) of a mile from an inhabited dwelling, provided that: (a) Construction does not
occur between the hours of six (6:00) p.m. and six (6:00) a.m. during the months of June
through September; and (b) Construction does not occur between the hours of six (6:00) p.m.
and seven (7:00) a.m. during the months of October through May.
However, Section 11.05.010 states: “This chapter is not intended to establish thresholds of
significance for the purpose of any analysis required by the California Environmental Quality
Act (Pub. Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and no such thresholds are established.”
In order to comply with CEQA, construction noise impacts are addressed in this section. on the
adjacent single-family residences
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Construction noise will have a temporary or periodic increase in the ambient noise level
above the existing within the Project vicinity. The background ambient noise levels in the
Project study area are dominated by the transportation-related noise associated with vehicle
traffic from Ridgeview Avenue.
Typical operating cycles for construction equipment may involve one or two minutes of full
power operation followed by three to four minutes at lower power settings. Noise levels will
be loudest during grading phase. Typical construction equipment noise levels are shown in Table
4.13-1.
Table 4.13-1: Typical Construction Equipment Noise Levels
Type

Lmax (dBA) at 50 Feet

Backhoe

80

Grader, Dozer, Excavator, Scraper
Truck
Concrete Mixer
Pneumatic Tool
Pump
Saw, Electric
Air Compressor

85
88
85
85
76
76
81

Generator
Paver
Roller

81
89
74

Source: Table 7-1, FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.36

The construction noise levels are expected to range from 76 dBA to 85 dBA at the adjacent
residential homes. These construction noise levels will exceed the 80 dBA significance threshold
established by the Federal Transit Administration Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Manual relied upon by the City37. To reduce impacts to these sensitive receptors to the maximum
extent feasible, the following mitigation measure is required.
Mitigation Measure(s)
NOI-1-Construction Noise Mitigation Plan. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit for any lot,
the developer is required to submit a construction-related noise mitigation plan to the City
Planning Department for review and approval. The plan must depict the location of construction
grading equipment and how the noise from this equipment will be mitigated during construction
36

Table 7-1, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibrationimpact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
37 Table 7-2, ibid
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of this project. In addition, the plan shall require that the following notes be included on grading
plans and building plans. Project contractors shall be required to ensure compliance with the
notes and permit periodic inspection of the construction site by City of Jurupa Valley staff or its
designee to confirm compliance. These notes also shall be specified in bid documents issued to
prospective construction contractors.
“a) Haul truck deliveries shall be limited to between the hours of 6:00am to 6:00pm during the
months of June through September and 7:00am to 6:00pm during the months of October through
May.
b) Construction contractors shall equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile, with properly
operating and maintained mufflers, consistent with manufacturers’ standards.
c) All stationary construction equipment shall be placed in such a manner so that emitted noise is
directed away from any sensitive receptors adjacent to the Project site.
d) Construction equipment staging areas shall be located the greatest distance between the
staging area and the nearest sensitive receptors.”
Operational Noise Impacts
The Project is proposed to consist of 4 single‐family detached residential lots ( one existing and
three proposed). The primary source of noise generated by new would be from future traffic
generated by the proposed homes. According to Caltrans, the human ear is able to begin to
detect sound level increases of 3 decibels (dB) in typical noisy environments.38 A doubling of
sound energy (e.g., doubling the volume of traffic on a highway) that would result in a 3-dBA
increase in sound, would generally be barely detectable.
The Project is expected to generate approximately 28 average daily vehicle trips which will not
noticeably increase ambient noise levels in the Project area. As such, the proposed Project’s
traffic would not result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient roadway noise levels. Off‐
site transportation‐related noise impacts would be less than significant and mitigation is not
required.
Conclusion
With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-1 and PPP 4.13-1, the Project’s noise impacts
will not result in the generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the vicinity of the project more than standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
38

Caltrans, Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol, April 2020, p.7-1.
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Generation of excessive ground borne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project may have a significant impact if it creates construction or operational vibration in
excess of 0.20 PPV inch/second adjacent to or within one-quarter mile of sensitive receptors.

Impact Analysis
Construction has the potential to result in varying degrees of temporary ground vibration,
depending on the specific construction activities and equipment used. Ground vibration levels
associated with various types of construction equipment are summarized on Table 4.13-2.
Table 4.13-2: Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment
Equipment

PPV (in/sec) at 25 feet

Small bulldozer

0.003

Jackhammer

0.035

Loaded Trucks

0.076

Large bulldozer

0.089

Source: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, September 2018.

Construction of three (3) additional homes that may occur simultaneously or individually is not
expected to require the use of heavy construction equipment. Most likely a small bulldozer will
be used. As shown in Table 4.13-2, a small bulldozer generates a vibration level of 0.003 PPV
(in/sec)which is well below the City of Jurupa Valley vibration standard of 0.2 PPV (in/sec)
threshold.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.13 (c). Would the Project:

For a project located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip or 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?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact Analysis
The Project proposes four (4) single-family homes and will not expose people to aircraft noise. In
addition, the nearest airport is Flabob Airport located approximately 6 miles northeast of the
Project site. According to Map FL-1, Flabob Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the Project site
is not located within a designated Noise Impact Zone, so there is no existing aircraft noise impacts
affecting the site that would be exacerbated and thereby expose workers to excessive noise
levels.39
Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.

4.14 Population And Housing
Threshold 4.14 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Induce substantial unplanned 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)?

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: The project is in an area that is currently undeveloped or unserved by major infrastructure, and
the project would introduce unplanned infrastructure that was not previously evaluated in the General Plan.

Impact Analysis
The Project would add three (3) residential homes. Based on date obtained from the State of
California Department of Finance, the City of Jurupa Valley generates 3.84 persons per
household.40 Thus, the Project will add 12 persons to the overall population of the City. Typically,
39

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission, Flabob Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, Noise Compatibility Contours,
December,2004. Available at: http://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/PDFGeneral/plan/newplan/14-%20Vol.%201%20Flabob.pdf
40

http://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/E-5/
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growth would be considered a significant impact pursuant to CEQA if it directly or indirectly
affects the ability of agencies to provide needed public services and requires the expansion or
new construction of public facilities and utilities.
Water service to the Project site will be provided by the Santa Ana River Water Company. No
additional water infrastructure will be needed to serve the Project other than connection to the
existing water line in Ridgeview Avenue.
An on-site septic system is proposed for each lot, so no extensions of sewer infrastructure is
required to serve the Project. All other utilities, such as gas, electricity, and telecommunication
are available to serve the Project site.
In addition, the analysis in Section 4.14, Public Services, of this Initial Study demonstrates that
the impacts on public services are less than significant so the public service provider’s ability to
provide services will not be reduced.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.14 (b). Would the Project:

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
The Project site contains one (1) existing residential home on 2.5 acres. The site will be subdivided
to create three (3) lots for homes and will incorporate the existing home into the Project design.
Therefore, implementation of the Project would not displace a substantial number of existing
housing, nor would it necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.
Level of Significance: No impact.
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4.15 Public Services
Threshold 4.15 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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:
1) Fire protection?
2) Police protection?
3) Schools?
4) Parks?
5) Other public facilities?

▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Significance Criteria:
1) Fire: The project substantially affects Fire-Rescue response times (i.e., increase the existing response times in the
project area) to the degree that new or altered fire facilities are required to meet the response times as listed in the
County Fire Protection Master Plan or similar performance standard document adopted by the Riverside County
Fire Department.
2) Police: The project cannot be served by existing Sheriff Department resources and new or altered sheriff facilities
are required to serve the project.
3) Schools: As required by §65995 of the Government Code, a project is required to pay any applicable school
district fee following protocol for impact fee collection required by that district. The payment of school impact fees
constitutes complete mitigation under CEQA for Project‐related impacts to school services.
4) Parks: The project will result in creating park deficiencies in the area resulting in the need for new or altered park
facilities that are not off-set by the payment of development impact fees or the dedication of parkland.
5) Other Public Facilities: The project will result in creating deficiencies to other public facilities the area that are not
off-set by the payment of development impact fees.
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FIRE PROTECTION
Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to fire protection. These
measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
ensure compliance:
PPP 4.15-1

The Project applicant shall comply with all applicable Riverside County Fire
Department codes, ordinances, and standard conditions regarding fire prevention
and suppression measures relating to water improvement plans, fire hydrants,
automatic fire extinguishing systems, fire access, access gates, combustible
construction, water availability, and fire sprinkler systems.

PPP 4.15-2

As required by Municipal Code Chapter 3.75, the Project is required to pay a
Development Impact Fee that the City can use to improve public facilities and/or,
to offset the incremental increase in the demand for public services that would be
created by the Project.

The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protection services to the Project area. The
Project would be primarily served by the Pedley Fire Station No. 16 located approximately 2.5
roadway miles southeast of the Project site at 9270 Limonite Avenue.
Development of the Project would impact fire protection services by placing an additional
demand on existing fire protection resources should its resources not be augmented. To offset
the increased demand for fire protection services, the Project would be conditioned by the City
to provide a minimum of fire safety and support fire suppression activities, including compliance
with State and local fire codes, fire sprinklers, a fire hydrant system, paved access, and secondary
access routes.
In addition, as required by the City’s Inter-Agency Project Review Request process, the Project
plans were routed to the Fire Department for review and comment on the impacts to providing
fire protection services. The Fire Department did not indicate that the Project would result in the
need for new or physically altered fire facilities in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives.
Furthermore, the Municipal Code requires payment of the Development Impact Fee to assist the
City in providing for fire protection services.41 Payment of the Development Impact Fee would
41

City of Jurupa Valley, Municipal Code Chapter 3.75, Development Impact Fee, June 10, 2020. Available at:
https://www.jurupavalley.org/168/Municipal-Code
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ensure that the Project provides fair share funds for the provision of additional public services,
including fire protection services, which may be applied to fire facilities and/or equipment, to
offset the incremental increase in the demand for fire protection services that would be created
by the Project.
Based on the above analysis, with implementation of PPP 4.14-1 and PPP 4.14-2, impacts related
to fire protection are less than significant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
POLICE PROTECTION
Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to police protection. This
measure will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to ensure
compliance:
PPP 4.15-2

As required by Municipal Code Chapter 3.75, the Project is required to pay a
Development Impact Fee that the City can use to improve public facilities and/or,
to offset the incremental increase in the demand for public services that would be
created by the Project.

The Riverside County Sheriff’s Department provides community policing to the Project area via
the Jurupa Valley Station located at 7477 Mission Boulevard, Jurupa Valley, CA. The Project would
increase the demand for police protection services. The Municipal Code requires payment of the
Development Impact Fee to assist the City in providing for public services, including police
protection services42. Payment of the Development Impact Fee would ensure that the Project
provides its fair share of funds for additional police protection services, which may be applied to
sheriff facilities and/or equipment, to offset the incremental increase in the demand that would
be created by the Project.
In addition, as required by the City’s Inter-Agency Project Review Request process, the Project
plans were routed to the Sheriff’s Department for review and comment on the impacts to
providing police protection services. The Sheriff’s Department did not indicate that the Project
would result in the need for new or physically altered sheriff facilities in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives.

42

Ibid.
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Based on the above analysis, with implementation of PPP 4.15-2, impacts related to police
protection are less than significant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
SCHOOLS
Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to schools. This measure
will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to ensure
compliance:
PPP 4.15-3

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Applicant shall pay required
development impact fees to the Jurupa Unified School District following protocol
for impact fee collection.

The Project proposes three (3) new housing units that may directly create additional students to
be served by the Jurupa Unified School District. However, the Project would be required to
contribute fees to the Jurupa Unified School District in accordance with the Leroy F. Greene
School Facilities Act of 1998 (Senate Bill 50). Pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of school impact
fees constitutes complete mitigation under CEQA for Project‐related impacts to school services.
Based on the above analysis, with implementation of PPP 5.15-3, impacts related to schools are
less than significant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
PARKS
Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to parks. This measure
will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to ensure
compliance:
PPP 4.15-4

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the Project Applicant shall pay required
park development impact fees to the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District
pursuant to District Ordinance No. 01-2007 and 02-2008.
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The Project proposes three (3) new housing units that may increase the overall population of the
City and generating additional need for parkland. The payment of development impact fees will
reduce any indirect Project impacts related to parks.
Based on the above analysis, with implementation of PPP 4.15-4, impacts related to parks are
less than significant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.
OTHER PUBLIC FACILITIES
Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to parks. These measures
will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to ensure
compliance:
PPP 4.15-2 above is applicable to the Project.
As noted in the response to Issue 4.14(a), Population and Housing, of this Initial Study,
development of the Project would add approximately 12 persons to the population of the City
assuming that all new residents come from outside the City limits. This low number of persons
would not increase the demand for public services, including public health services and library
services which would require the construction of new or expanded public facilities.
The Municipal Code requires payment of the Development Impact Fee to assist the City in
providing for public services. Payment of the Development Impact Fee would ensure that the
Project provides fair share of funds for additional public services. These funds may be applied to
the acquisition and/or construction of public services and/or equipment.43
Based on the above analysis, with implementation of PPP 4.14-2 above, impacts related to other
public facilities are less than significant.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.16 Recreation

43

Ibid.
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Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?
Significance Criteria: The project proposes a General Plan Amendment which could result in an increase in population
over that projected in the adopted General Plan and the project will result in an increase in the of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated.

▪

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to other public facilities.
These measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
to ensure compliance:
PPP 4.16-1

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the Project Applicant shall pay required
park development impact fees to the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District
pursuant to District Ordinance No. 01-2007 and 02-2008.

As noted in the response to Issue 4.14(a), Population and Housing, of this Initial Study,
development of the Project would add approximately 12 persons to the population of the City
assuming that all new residents come from outside the City limits. This low number of persons
would not cause a substantial physical deterioration of any recreational facilities or would
accelerate the physical deterioration of any recreational facilities . The payment of Development
Impact Fees will reduce any indirect Project impacts related to recreational facilities.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Page 76

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Threshold 4.16 (b). Would the Project:

MA17273

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

▪

Include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?
Screening Criteria: If the project is a non-residential project and does not include on-site or off-site recreational facilities
it may be presumed to have no impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary.
Significance Criteria If a project includes recreational facilities or requires the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, significant impacts may occur if any of the Significance Thresholds identified in these Guidelines are exceeded.

Impact Analysis
The Project does not propose any recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse effect on the environment. In addition, no
offsite parks or recreational improvements are proposed or required as part of the Project.
Level of Significance: No impact.

4.17 Transportation
Threshold 4.17(a). Would the Project:

Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

■

Significance Criteria: A project that is inconsistent with the General Plan Mobility Element policies pertaining to the
roadway network (except for LOS), pedestrian and bicycle facilities, equestrian and multi-purpose trails network, and
public transit may have a significant impact.

Impact Analysis
The Project site is served by transit service by the Riverside Transit Agency (RTA) Routes 21 and
29 which runs along Limonite Avenue approximately 1/4th mile south of the Project site. The
Project is not proposing any improvements that would interfere with current transit service on
Limonite Avenue. The Project will also provide paved pedestrian access connecting to Ridgeview
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Avenue. As such, Project impacts related to non-vehicular traffic will be less than significant and
no mitigation is required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.17(b). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
Changes to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines were adopted in December
2018, which require all lead agencies to adopt Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as a replacement for
automobile delay-based level of service (LOS) as the new measure for identifying transportation
impacts for land use projects. This statewide mandate took effect July 1, 2020. Impacts related
to LOS will be evaluated through the City’s development review process apart from CEQA.
The City of Jurupa Valley’s Traffic Study Guidelines provides details on appropriate screening
thresholds that can be used to identify when a proposed land use project is anticipated to result
in a less-than significant impact without conducting a more detailed analysis. The Traffic Study
Guidelines describe a three-step screening procedure:
• Transit Priority Area (TPA) or High-Quality Transit Area (HQTA) Screening
• Low VMT Area Screening
• Project Type Screening
A land use project need only to meet one of the above screening thresholds to result in a lessthan significant impact. Under the Project Type Screening criteria, a Project generating less than
250 daily vehicle trips is considered to have a less than significant impact on VMT. Based on trip
generation factors from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual,
10th Edition, the Project will generate 28 daily vehicle trips and is therefore not required to
conduct a VMT analysis.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Page 78

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Threshold 4.17( b). Would the Project:

MA17273

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
■
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
Significance Criteria (Geometric Design Feature): A project that is inconsistent with the Improvement Standard
Drawings for Road Standards maintained by the Public Works Department, may have a significant impact.
Significance Criteria (Incompatible Use): The Project would be incompatible with existing development in the
surrounding area to the extent that it would create a transportation hazard.

Impact Analysis
Access to the site is already in place from Ridgeview Avenue abutting the Project site. The Project
is proposing the following street improvements that will meet City standards:
•

The Project will construct a rolled curb per Riverside County Standard No. 202 in lieu of
the proposed concrete curb at the north street easement line and cu-de-sac with a
transition to the proposed curb and gutter located on the south. This modification to the
private interior road shall maintain a minimum pavement street width of 32 feet

•

The proposed Cul-de-sac will be designed per Riverside County Standard No. 800(A).

In addition, the Project is a located in a residential area and would not be incompatible with
existing development in the surrounding area to the extent that it would create a transportation
hazard because of an incompatible use.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.17(b). Would the Project:

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: 1) The project blocks roadways that provide emergency vehicle access during construction; or
2) The project does not provide adequate ingress and egress for emergency vehicles from adjacent roadways during
operation.
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Impact Analysis
The Project would take access from Ridgeview Avenue from the proposed cul-de-sac
street. During the course of the preliminary review of the Project, the Project’s transportation
design was reviewed by the City’s Engineering Department, County Fire Department, and County
Sheriff’s Department to ensure that adequate access to and from the site would be provided for
emergency vehicles.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.18 Tribal Cultural Resources
Threshold 4.18 (a) Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:
•

•

Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

A resource determined by the lead agency, in
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪
Impact Analysis
Tribal Cultural Resources consist of the following:
1. A tribal cultural resource listed in or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources
Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources.
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(2) Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following:
(A) Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical
Resources.
(B) Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1.
(2) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this
paragraph, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.
Assembly Bill (AB) 52 created a process for consultation with California Native American Tribes
in the CEQA process. Tribal Governments can request consultation with a lead agency and give
input into potential impacts to tribal cultural resources before the agency decides what kind of
environmental assessment is appropriate for a proposed project.
The Planning Department notified the following California Native American Tribes per the
requirements of AB52:
•
•
•
•

Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation
Soboba Band Luiseño Indians
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Torres Martinez Band of Cahuilla Indians.

The Soboba Band Luiseño Indians requested consultation and indicated that tribal cultural
resources could be present on the site. As a result, the AB52 consultation process, the following
mitigation measures are required:
Mitigation Measure(s)
TCR-1: Retain Registered Professional Archaeologist: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit,
the Project Applicant shall retain a Registered Professional Archaeologist
(“Project
Archaeologist”) subject to the approval of the City to be on-call during all mass grading and
trenching activities. The Project Archaeologist’s responsibilities include, but are not limited to
perform the tasks that require the need for a qualified archaeologist pursuant to TCR-2 through
TCR-6 below;
TCR-2: Cultural Resources Management Plan: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the
Project Archaeologist, in consultation with the Consulting Tribe(s), the Project Applicant, and the
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City, shall develop a Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP), to address the
implementation of the City’s Tribal Cultural Resource Mitigation Measures TCR-3 through TCR-6,
including but limited to, timing, procedures and considerations for Tribal Cultural Resources
during the course of ground disturbing activities that will occur on the project site. The CRMP shall
be subject to final approval by the City of Jurupa Planning Department.
TCR-3: Tribal Monitoring: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the Project Applicant shall
provide the City of Jurupa Valley evidence of agreements with the consulting tribe(s), for tribal
monitoring. A consulting tribe is defined as a tribe that initiated the AB 52 tribal consultation
process for the Project, has not opted out of the AB52 consultation process, and has completed
AB 52 consultation with the City as provided for in Cal Pub Res Code Section 21080.3.2(b)(1) of
AB52. The Project Applicant is also required to provide a minimum of 30 days advance notice to
the tribes of all ground disturbing activities.
TCR-4: Treatment and Disposition of Inadvertently Discovered Tribal Cultural Resources: In the
event that buried archaeological resources/Tribal Cultural Resources are uncovered during the
course of ground disturbing activity associated with the project, all work must be halted in the
vicinity of the discovery and the Project Archaeologist shall visit the site of discovery and assess
the significance and origin of the archaeological resource in coordination with the consulting
tribe(s). The following procedures will be carried out for treatment and disposition of the
discoveries:
1) Temporary Curation and Storage: During the course of construction, all discovered
resources shall be temporarily curated in a secure location onsite or at the offices of the
project archaeologist. The removal of any artifacts from the project site will need to be
thoroughly inventoried with tribal monitor oversite of the process; and
2) Treatment and Final Disposition: The landowner(s) shall relinquish ownership of all
cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods, and all archaeological artifacts
and non-human remains as part of the required mitigation for impacts to cultural
resources. The applicant shall relinquish the artifacts through one or more of the following
methods and provide the City of Jurupa Valley Department with evidence of same:
a) Preservation-In-Place of the cultural resources, if feasible. Preservation in place means
avoiding the resources, leaving them in the place they were found with no
development affecting the integrity of the resources. This will require revisions to the
grading plan, denoting the location and avoidance of the resource.
b) Accommodate the process for onsite reburial of the discovered items with the
consulting Native American tribes or bands. This shall include measures and provisions
to protect the future reburial area from any future impacts. Reburial shall not occur
until all cataloguing and basic recordation have been completed; location information
regarding the reburial location shall be included into the final report required under
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TCR-4. Copies of the report shall be provided to the City for their records, the
Consulting Tribe(s), and the Eastern Informational Center.
c) Curation. A curation agreement with an appropriate qualified repository within
Riverside County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR Part 79 and therefore would
be professionally curated and made available to other archaeologists/researchers for
further study. The collections and associated records shall be transferred, including
title, to an appropriate curation facility within Riverside County, to be accompanied by
payment of the fees necessary for permanent curation:
TCR-5: Final Reporting: In the event significant tribal cultural resources as defined by subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, or Tribal Cultural Resources as defined by Pub.
Resources Code, § 21074 (a), are discovered on the Project site, prior to the issuance of a building
permit, the Project Proponent shall submit a Phase IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report that
complies with the County of Riverside Cultural Resources (Archaeological) Investigations Standard
Scopes of Work for review and approval to the City of Jurupa Valley Planning Department. Once
the report is determined to be adequate, the Project Proponent shall provide (1) copy to the City
of Jurupa Valley Planning Department, and provide the City of Jurupa Valley, evidence that two
(2) copies have been submitted to the Eastern Information Center (EIC) at the University of
California Riverside (UCR) and one (1) copy has been submitted to the Consulting Tribe(s) Cultural
Resources Department(s).
TCR-6: Discovery of Human Remains: In the event that human remains (or remains that may be
human) are discovered at the project site during grading or earthmoving, the construction
contractors, project archaeologist, and/or designated Native American Monitor shall immediately
stop all activities within 100 feet of the find. The project proponent shall then inform the Riverside
County Coroner immediately, and the coroner shall be permitted to examine the remains as
required by California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(b).
Level of Significance: With implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1 through TCR-6,
impacts are less than significant.
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Utilities And Service Systems

The following analysis is based in part on a technical report titled, “Water Will Serve Letter, Santa
Ana River Water Company, August 31, 2018 and is included as Technical Appendix F to this Initial
Study.

Threshold 4.19 (a). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new
or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Significance Criteria: A significant impact may occur if the if the installation of water, wastewater treatment, storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, telecommunication facilities impacts any of the environmental topics in
this Initial Study to a degree that impacts cannot be mitigated to less than significant levels.

Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
There are no Plans, Policies, or Programs applicable to the Project relating to this issue
Water Facilities
A water main pipeline will be connected to the existing water main in Ridgeview Avenue.
Wastewater Treatment Facilities
An on-site septic system is proposed for each lot.
Storm Drainage Facilities
In the developed condition, runoff from rooftops will be routed to downspouts which outlet to
landscaped areas. Landscaped parkways will be used along some portions of the sidewalk to
maximize pervious area on the site.
Electric Power Facilities
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The Project will connect to the existing Southern California Edison electrical distribution facilities
available in the vicinity of the Project site.
Natural Gas Facilities
The Project will connect to the existing Southern California Gas natural gas distribution facilities
available in the vicinity of the Project site.
Telecommunication Facilities
Telecommunication facilities include a fixed, mobile, or transportable structure, including, all
installed electrical and electronic wiring, cabling, and equipment, all supporting structures, such
as utility, ground network, and electrical supporting structures, and a transmission pathway and
associated equipment in order to provide cable TV, internet, telephone, and wireless telephone
services to the Project site. Services that are not provided via satellite will connect to existing
facilities maintained by the various service providers.
Summary
In summary, the installation of the facilities as described above may impact biological resources,
cultural resources, tribal cultural resources and generate construction noise. In instances where
potentially significant impacts have been identified, Mitigation Measures BIO-1, CR-1, CR-2,
GERO-1, GEO-2, and TCR-1 through TCR-6 are required to reduce impacts to less‐than‐significant
levels.
Level of Significance: With the implementation the mitigation measures described above,
impacts are less than significant.

Threshold 4.19 (b). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, dry, and multiple years?
Significance Criteria: A significant impact may occur if the project results in the water purveyor (e.g. Jurupa Community
Services District, Rubidoux Community Services District, Santa Ana Water Company) not being able to supply sufficient
water for the project during normal, single-dry, and multiple-dry years over the next 25 years as described in their
respective Urban Water Management Plans.

▪
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Impact Analysis
Water use for the Project was estimated by using The California Emissions Estimator Model
(CalEEMod). The model can be used to estimate water usage for analysis in CEQA documents.
The Project is estimated to have a water demand of approximately 384 gallons per day (0.43
AF/Year).
Water service would be provided to the Project site by the Santa Ana River Water Company
(“Water Company”). The Water Company utilizes water primarily from the Chino Basin Desalter
Authority (CDA), and water leases with Jurupa Community Services District (JCSD) and local
groundwater.
The Water Company is part of a Joint Exercise of Powers Agency formed by the CDA. According
to the CDA’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, the CDA removes salts from brackish
groundwater which is extracted from lower Chino Basin with the Chino I and II Desalter facilities
and distributes the drinking water to its member agencies for retail distribution to its
customers.44
The Chino I and II Desalters exclusively use groundwater from the southern portion of the Chino
Basin. The two desalters will pump around 40,000 AFY with an 88 percent recovery, or
approximately 35,200 AFY which will be produced as product drinking water. Based on the
Project’s water demand of 0.43 SF/ Year, the Project will demand 0.15% of the projected supply.45
In addition, the Chino Basin Watermaster was established in 1978 under a Judgment entered in
the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of San Bernardino. The Judgment
adjudicated the groundwater rights in Chino Basin and required that the Basin be operated in
accordance with the provisions of the Judgment under the direction of a court-appointed Chino
Basin Watermaster (Watermaster). The 1978 Judgment and subsequent agreements ensure
adequate water supplies in times of severe drought. In addition, basin-wide groundwater
recharge capability, enhanced storage of higher quality water, and increased pumping capacity
to extract the groundwater are critical elements to Basin management. The extraction of saline
groundwater in the south portion of the Chino Basin is a key element of the groundwater
management strategy.
The Water Company has also issued a “Will Serve” letter dated August 18, 2018 (Appendix F).
The Will Serve letter does not guarantee that the Water Company will provide water to serve the
Project, but rather is an indicator that the Water Company has the ability to provide water
provided that fees are paid and water improvements are constructed per the Water Company’s
standards.

44
45

https://www.chinodesalter.org/DocumentCenter/View/90/CDA_2015_UWMP_final?bidId=
Ibid
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Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.19 (c). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?
Significance Criteria: A significant impact may occur if the project results in the City of Riverside Water Quality Control
Plant (RWQCP), which provides wastewater treatment services to the Jurupa Community Services District and the
Rubidoux Community Services District, to exceed its capacity for wastewater treatment.

▪

Impact Analysis
The Project proposes the construction of three (3) new 1,500-gallon septic tanks. Any remaining
septage will most likely disposed of at the Riverside Water Quality Control Plant (RWQCP), which
is located on Acorn Street in the City of Riverside.

The current capacity of the RWQCP is 40 million gallons per day (approximately 123 acre-feet per
day). As such, any septage disposed of at RWQCP will be minimal.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.19 (d). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Generate solid waste more than State or local standards,
or more than the capacity of local infrastructure, or
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?
Significance Criteria: A project may have a significant impact if it does not participate in programs intended to meet
waste diversion requirements of the General Plan as stated below:

▪

•
•

CSSF 2.67 Waste Diversion. Achieve at least the minimum construction and demolition waste diversion
requirement of 75%.
State legislation (AB 341) mandates businesses and public entities generating four (4) cubic yards or more
of waste per week and multifamily residential dwellings with five (5) units or more to recycle.

Impact Analysis

Page 87

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

MA17273

Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following apply to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to landfill capacity. These
measures will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
ensure compliance:
PPP 4.19-1

The Project shall comply with Section 4.408 of the 2013 California Green Building
Code Standards, which requires new development projects to submit and
implement a construction waste management plan in order to reduce the amount
of construction waste transported to landfills. Prior to the issuance of building
permits, the City of Jurupa Valley shall confirm that a sufficient plan has been
submitted, and prior to final building inspections, the City of Jurupa shall review
and verify the Contractor’s documentation that confirms the volumes and types
of wastes that were diverted from landfill disposal, in accordance with the
approved construction waste management plan.

Solid waste from Jurupa Valley is transported to the Robert A. Nelson Transfer Station and
Material Recovery Facility at 1830 Agua Mansa Road. From there, recyclable materials are
transferred to third-party providers, and waste materials are transported to various landfills in
Riverside County. Solid waste generated during long‐term operation of the Project would
primarily be disposed at the Badlands Sanitary Landfill and/or El Sobrante Landfill. Table 4.19-1
on page 106 describes the capacity and remaining capacity of these landfills.
Table 4.19-1. Capacity of Landfills Serving Jurupa Valley
Landfill

Remaining Capacity
(cubic yards)
15,748,789

Closure Date

Badlands Sanitary Landfill

Capacity
(cubic yards)
34,400,000

El Sobrante Landfill

209,910,000

143,977,170

1/1/2051

1/1/2022

Source: CalRecycle, SWIS Facility/Site Activity Details website, July 2020.

Construction Related Impacts
The California Green Building Standards Code (“CAL Green’), requires all newly constructed
buildings to prepare a Waste Management Plan and divert construction waste through recycling
and source reduction methods. The City of Jurupa Valley Building and Safety Department reviews
and approves all new construction projects required to submit a Waste Management Plan.
Mandatory compliance with CAL Green solid waste requirements as required by PPP 4.19-1 will
ensure that construction waste impacts are less than significant.

Page 88

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

MA17273

In addition, as shown in Table 4.19-1 above, the landfills serving the Project site receive well
below their maximum permitted daily disposal volume and demolition and construction waste
generated by the Project is not anticipated to cause these landfills to exceed their maximum
permitted daily disposal volume. Furthermore, none of these regional landfill facilities are
expected to reach their total maximum permitted disposal capacities during the Project’s
construction period. As such, these regional landfill facilities would have sufficient daily capacity
to accept construction solid waste generated by the Project.
Operational Related Impacts
Based on solid waste generation usage obtained from the Project’s CalEEMod Printouts,
(Appendix A), , the Project would generate approximately 1.8 tons of solid waste per year or
0.004 tons per day.
Table 14.19-2 compares the Project’s waste generation against the remaining landfill capacity
Table 4.19-2: Project Waste Generation Compared to Landfill Daily Throughput
Landfill
Badlands Sanitary Landfill

Landfill Daily Throughput
(tons per day)
4,800

Project Waste
(tons per day)
0.004

Project Percentage of
Daily Throughput
0.08%

16,054

0.004

0.02%

El Sobrante Landfill

Source: Cal Recycle, SWIS Facility/Site Activity Search, October 3, 2020.

As shown on Table 4.19-3, the Project’s solid waste generation will add a minimal amount of
additional solid waste of the remaining capacity of the Badlands Sanitary Landfill or the El
Sobrante Sanitary Landfill. As such, the Project is not anticipated to cause these landfills to exceed
their remaining capacities .
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.19 (e). Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Comply with federal, state, and local management and
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
■
waste?
Significance Criteria: A project may have a significant impact if it does not participate in individual programs (i.e. solid
waste pickup, recycling) identified the Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) which was prepared
in accordance with the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, Chapter 1095 (AB 939).
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Impact Analysis
Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP)
The following applies to the Project and would reduce impacts relating to solid waste. This
measure will be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:
PPP 4.19-1

The Project shall comply with Section 4.408 of the 2013 California Green Building
Code Standards, which requires new development projects to submit and
implement a construction waste management plan in order to reduce the amount
of construction waste transported to landfills. Prior to the issuance of building
permits, the City of Jurupa Valley shall confirm that a sufficient plan has been
submitted, and prior to final building inspections, the City of Jurupa shall review
and verify the Contractor’s documentation that confirms the volumes and types
of wastes that were diverted from landfill disposal, in accordance with the
approved construction waste management plan.

The City compels its waste hauler to comply with Assembly Bill 341 (Chapter 476, Statutes of
2011), as amended by Senate Bill 1018, which became effective July 1, 2012 by providing the
necessary education, outreach and monitoring programs and by processing the solid waste from
the City’s industrial customers through its waste hauler’s material recovery facility. The Project
would be required to coordinate with the waste hauler to develop collection of recyclable
materials for the Project on a common schedule as set forth in applicable local, regional, and
State programs.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

4.20

Wildfire

Threshold 4.20 (e). Wildfire.

Potentially
Significant
or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Is the project located in or near state responsibility areas
or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones?
Screening Criteria: If the project site is not located in or near state responsibility area as shown on the State
Responsibility Area Viewer maintained by the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection or within a High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone as shown in General Plan Figure 8-11: Wildfire Severity Zones in Jurupa Valley, it may be presumed to
have no impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary.
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Impact Analysis
A wildfire is a nonstructural fire that occurs in vegetative fuels, excluding prescribed fire. Wildfires
can occur in undeveloped areas and spread to urban areas where the landscape and structures
are not designed and maintained to be ignition resistant. As stated in the State of California’s
General Plan Guidelines: “California’s increasing population and expansion of development into
previously undeveloped areas is creating more ’wildland-urban interface’ issues with a
corresponding increased risk of loss to human life, natural resources, and economic assets
associated with wildland fires.” To address this issue, the state passed Senate Bill 1241 to require
that General Plan Safety Elements address the fire severity risks in State Responsibility Areas
(SRAs) and Local Responsibility Areas (LRAs). As shown in General Plan Figure 8-11, Jurupa Valley
contains several areas within Very High and High fire severity zones that are located in an SRA.
SRAs are those areas of the state in which the responsibility of preventing and suppressing fires
is primarily that of the Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, also known as CAL FIRE.
According to General Plan Figure 8-10, Wildfire Severity Zones in Jurupa Valley, the Project site is
not located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones. As such, Thresholds 4.20 (a) through 4.20 (d) below require no response.
Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 5.20 (a)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Threshold 5.20 (b)

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

N/A

Potentially
Significant
Impact

N/A

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated
N/A

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

N/A

Less Than
Significant
Impact

N/A

Less Than
Significant
Impact

N/A

No
Impact

N/A

No
Impact

N/A
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Threshold 5.19 (c)

Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

N/A

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Threshold 5.20 (d)

Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides,
because of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

N/A

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

N/A

N/A

Less Than
Significant
Impact

N/A

Less Than
Significant
Impact

N/A

No
Impact

N/A

No
Impact

N/A

4.21 Mandatory Findings Of Significance
Threshold 4.21(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?

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

Impact Analysis
As indicated in this Initial Study, biological resources, cultural resources, and tribal cultural
resources may be adversely impacted by Project development. The following mitigation
measures are required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels: BIO-1- Nesting Bird
Survey; CR-1: Archaeological Resource Inadvertent Discovery; CR-2: Archeological Treatment
Plan; GEO-1: Paleontological Resource Inadvertent Discovery; GEO-2: Paleontological Treatment
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Plan; TCR-1: Retain Registered Professional Archaeologist; TCR-2: Cultural Resources
Management Plan; TCR-3: Tribal Monitoring; TCR-4: Treatment and Disposition of Inadvertently
Discovered Tribal Cultural Resources; and TCR-5: Final Reporting
Level of Significance: With implementation of the above described mitigation measures impacts
are less than significant.

Threshold 4.21 (b) Does the Project:

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

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

No
Impact

▪

In instances where impacts have been identified, the Plans, Policies, or Programs were applied
to the Project based on the basis of federal, state, or local law currently in place which effectively
reduces environmental impacts, or Mitigation Measures are required to reduce impacts to less
than significant levels. Therefore, potential adverse environmental impacts of the Project, in
combination with the impacts of other past, present, and future projects, would not contribute to
cumulatively significant effects.

Level of Significance: Less than significant.

Threshold 4.21 (c) Does the Project:
Have environmental effects, which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Potentially
Significant or
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

▪

As indicated by this Initial Study, the Project may cause or result in certain potentially significant
environmental impacts that directly affect human beings for construction noise. The following
mitigation measures are required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels: NOI-1Construction Noise Mitigation Plan.
Level of Significance: With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-1, impacts are less than
significant.
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Mitigation Measures (MM) − These measures include requirements that are imposed where the impact analysis determines
that implementation of the proposed Project would result in significant impacts; mitigation measures are proposed in
accordance with the requirements of CEQA.

•

Page M-1

Any applicable Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP) were assumed and accounted for in the assessment of impacts for each issue area.
Mitigation Measures were formulated only for those issue areas where the results of the impact analysis identified significant impacts.
All three types of measures described above will be required to be implemented as part of the Project.

Plans, Policies, or Programs (PPP) − These include existing regulatory requirements such as plans, policies, or programs applied
to the Project based on the basis of federal, state, or local law currently in place which effectively reduce environmental
impacts.

•

Throughout this Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, reference is made to the following:

PROJECT LOCATION: 5903 Ridgeview Avenue and is further identified as Riverside County Assessor’s Parcel Number 161-220-009.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Project proposes to subdivide a 2.5-acre parcel into four (4) single family residential lots with a private
street. There is an existing single-family residence and garage on Parcel 1 which will remain. Parcels 2, 3, and 4 will be created to
accommodate future construction of single-family homes on each parcel.

PROJECT MANAGER: Rocio Lopez, Senior Planner

DATE: December 21, 2020

PROJECT NAME: MA 17132. Tentative Parcel Map No. 37395.

5.0 MITIGATION MONITORING REPORTING PROGRAM

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Planning Department

Planning Department

PPP 4.1-2 As required by Jurupa Valley Municipal Code section 7.50.010, all utilities
serving and within the Project site shall be placed underground unless exempted by
this section.

PPP 4.1-3 All outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed to comply with
California Green Building Standard Code Section 5.106 or with a local ordinance
lawfully enacted pursuant to California Green Building Standard Code Section 101.7,
whichever is more stringent.

Public Works and Engineering
Department

Building & Safety Department

Building & Safety Department
Engineering Department
Planning Department

PPP 4.3-1 The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 403, “Fugitive Dust.” Rule 403 requires
implementation of best available dust control measures during construction activities
that generate fugitive dust, such as earth moving and stockpiling activities, grading,
and equipment travel on unpaved roads.

PPP 4.3-2 The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1186 “PM10 Emissions from Paved and Unpaved
Roads and Livestock Operations” and Rule 1186.1, “Less‐Polluting Street Sweepers.”
Adherence to Rules 1186 and 1186.1 reduces the release of criteria pollutant
emissions into the atmosphere during construction.

PPP 4.3-3 The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 402 “Nuisance.” Adherence to Rule 402 reduces the
release of odorous emissions into the atmosphere.

AIR QUALITY

Planning Department

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

PPP 4.1-1 As required by General Plan Policy LUE 11.3, require that public and private
structures be constructed in accordance with the requirements of the City's zoning,
building, and other pertinent codes and regulations.

AESTHETICS

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
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VERIFIED
BY:
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During construction and ongoing

During construction

During grading

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE

MA17273

b.
A copy of the migratory nesting bird survey results report shall be provided
to the City of Jurupa Planning Department. If the survey identifies the presence of
active nests, then the qualified biologist shall provide the Planning Department with
a copy of maps showing the location of all active nests and an appropriate buffer zone
around each nest sufficient to protect the nest from direct and indirect impact. The
size and location of all buffer zones as determined by a qualified biologist, shall be
subject to review and approval by the Planning Department. The nests and buffer
zones shall be field checked weekly by a qualified biological monitor. The approved
buffer zone shall be marked in the field with construction fencing, within which no
vegetation clearing or ground disturbance shall commence until the qualified biologist
and Planning Department verify that the nests

A migratory nesting bird survey of the Project’s impact footprint shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within three business (3) days prior to
initiating vegetation clearing or ground disturbance.

Planning Department

MM-BIO-1- Nesting Bird Survey. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the City of
Jurupa Valley Planning Department shall ensure vegetation clearing and ground
disturbance shall be prohibited during the migratory bird nesting season (February 1
through September 15), unless a migratory bird nesting survey is completed in
accordance with the following requirements:

a.

Planning Department

Planning Department

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

PPP 4.4-1 The Project is required to pay mitigation fees pursuant to the Western
Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MHSCP) as required by
Municipal Code Chapter 3.80.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

PPP 4.3-4 The Project is required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 402 “Nuisance.” Adherence to Rule 402 reduces the
release of odorous emissions into the atmosphere.

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
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Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit

On-going

VERIFIED
BY:

Page M-3

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE
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Planning Department

Public Works and Engineering
Department
Planning Department

Building & Safety Department

MM- CR-2: Archeological Treatment Plan. If a significant archaeological resource(s) is
discovered on the property, ground disturbing activities shall be suspended 100 feet
around the resource(s). The archaeological monitor, the Project Proponent, and the
City Planning Department shall confer regarding mitigation of the discovered
resource(s). A treatment plan shall be prepared and implemented by the
archaeologist to protect the identified archaeological resource(s) from damage and
destruction. The treatment plan shall contain a research design and data recovery
program necessary to document the size and content of the discovery such that the
resource(s) can be evaluated for significance under CEQA criteria. The research design
shall list the sampling procedures appropriate to exhaust the research potential of the
archaeological resource(s) in accordance with current professional archaeology
standards (typically this sampling level is two (2) to five (5) percent of the volume of
the cultural deposit). At the completion of the laboratory analysis, any recovered
archaeological resources shall be processed and curated according to current
professional repository standards. The collections and associated records shall be
donated to an appropriate curation facility. A final report containing the significance
and treatment findings shall be prepared by the archaeologist and submitted to the
City of Jurupa Valley Planning Department and the Eastern Information Center.
GEOLOGY AND SOILS

PPP 4.7-1 As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010, the Project is required to
comply with the most recent edition of the California Building Code to preclude
significant adverse effects associated with seismic hazards.

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

CR-1: Archaeological Resource Inadvertent Discovery. If archaeological resources are
encountered during implementation of the Project, ground-disturbing activities will
be temporarily redirected from the vicinity of the find. The Project Applicant shall be
required to retain a qualified archaeologist approved by the City to make an
evaluation of the find. If the resource is significant, Mitigation Measure CR‐2 shall
apply.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
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Prior to the issuance of
building permits

VERIFIED
BY:
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During grading and in the
event of discovery of
resources during grading

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE
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Panning Department

Public Works and Engineering
Department
Planning Department

GEO-1: Paleontological Resource Inadvertent Discovery. If paleontological resources
are encountered during implementation of the Project, ground-disturbing activities
will be temporarily redirected from the vicinity of the find. The Project Applicant shall
be required to retain a qualified archaeologist approved by the City to make an
evaluation of the find. If the resource is significant, Mitigation Measure GEO‐2 shall
apply.

MM-GEO-2: Paleontological Treatment Plan. If a significant paleontological
resource(s) is discovered on the property, in consultation with the Project proponent
and the City, the qualified paleontologist shall develop a plan of mitigation which shall
include salvage excavation and removal of the find, removal of sediment from around
the specimen (in the laboratory), research to identify and categorize the find, curation
in the find a local qualified repository, and preparation of a report summarizing the
find.

Building & Safety Department

Building & Safety Department

PPP 4.8-1 As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (7) , California Energy Code,
prior to issuance of a building permit, the Project Applicant shall submit plans showing
that the Project will be constructed in compliance with this section.

PPP 4.8-2 As required by Municipal Code Section 8.05.010 (8), California Green
Building Standards Code, prior to issuance of a building permit, the Project proponent
shall submit plans in compliance with this code section.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Engineering Department

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

PPP’s 4.10-1 through PPP 3.10-4 in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality shall
apply.

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
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Prior to the issuance of
building permits

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

VERIFIED
BY:
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During grading and in the
event of discovery of
resources during grading

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit and during
operation
Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit.

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE
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“a) Haul truck deliveries shall be limited to between the hours of 6:00am to 6:00pm
during the months of June through September and 7:00am to 6:00pm during the
months of October through May.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1-Construction Noise Mitigation Plan. Prior to the issuance
of a grading permit for any lot, the developer is required to submit a constructionrelated noise mitigation plan to the City Planning Department for review and approval.
The plan must depict the location of construction equipment and how the noise from
this equipment will be mitigated during construction of this project. In addition, the
plan shall require that the following notes be included on grading plans and building
plans. Project contractors shall be required to ensure compliance with the notes and
permit periodic inspection of the construction site by City of Jurupa Valley staff or its
designee to confirm compliance. These notes also shall be specified in bid documents
issued to prospective construction contractors.

NOISE

PPP 4.10-1 As required by Municipal Code Chapter 6.05- Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Management and Discharge Controls, the Project is required to protect and enhance
the water quality of county/city watercourses, water bodies, ground water, and
wetlands in a manner pursuant to and consistent with applicable requirements
contained in the Santa Ana Region Order No. R8-2010-0033, NPDES No. CAS 618033
regulated by the State of California, California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
parented by the Federal Clean Water Act (Title 33 U.S.C. Section 1251 et seq.), PorterCologne Water Quality Control Act (Wat. Code Section 13000 et seq.), any applicable
state or federal regulations promulgated thereto, and any related administrative
orders or permits issued in connection therewith.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

None

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
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Planning Department

Public Works and Engineering
Department

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit

As required by Municipal
Code Chapter 6.05

VERIFIED
BY:
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Fire Department

Building & Safety Department

Building & Safety Department

Building & Safety Department

PPP 4.15-2 As required by Municipal Code Chapter 3.75, the Project is required to pay
a Development Impact Fee that the City can use to improve public facilities and/or, to
offset the incremental increase in the demand for public services that would be
created by the Project.

PPP45.15-3 Prior to the issuance of any building permit, the Project Applicant shall
pay required development impact fees to the Jurupa Unified School District following
protocol for impact fee collection.

PPP 4.15-4 Prior to the issuance of any building permit, the Project Applicant shall pay
required park development impact fees to the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park
District pursuant to District Ordinance No. 01-2007 and 02-2008.

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

PPP 4.15-1 The Project applicant shall comply with all applicable Riverside County Fire
Department codes, ordinances, and standard conditions regarding fire prevention and
suppression measures relating to water improvement plans, fire hydrants, automatic
fire extinguishing systems, fire access, access gates, combustible construction, water
availability, and fire sprinkler systems.

d) Construction equipment staging areas shall be located the greatest distance
between the staging area and the nearest sensitive receptors.”
PUBLIC SERVICES

c) All stationary construction equipment shall be placed in such a manner so that
emitted noise is directed away from any sensitive receptors adjacent to the Project
site.

b) Construction contractors shall equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile,
with properly operating and maintained mufflers, consistent with manufacturers’
standards.

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

VERIFIED
BY:
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Per Municipal Code Chapter
3.75

Prior to issuance of a
building permit or
occupancy permit as
determined by the Fire
Department

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE
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Planning Department

Planning Department

Planning Department
Engineering Department

Planning Department
Engineering Department

TCR-2: Cultural Resources Management Plan: Prior to the issuance of a grading
permit, the Project Archaeologist, in consultation with the Consulting Tribe(s), the
Project Applicant, and the City, shall develop a Cultural Resources Management Plan
(CRMP), to address the implementation of the City’s Tribal Cultural Resource
Mitigation Measures TCR-3 through TCR-6, including but limited to, timing,
procedures and considerations for Tribal Cultural Resources during the course of
ground disturbing activities that will occur on the project site. The CRMP shall be
subject to final approval by the City of Jurupa Planning Department.

TCR-3: Tribal Monitoring: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the Project
Applicant shall provide the City of Jurupa Valley evidence of agreements with the
consulting tribe(s), for tribal monitoring. A consulting tribe is defined as a tribe that
initiated the AB 52 tribal consultation process for the Project, has not opted out of the
AB52 consultation process, and has completed AB 52 consultation with the City as
provided for in Cal Pub Res Code Section 21080.3.2(b)(1) of AB52. The Project
Applicant is also required to provide a minimum of 30 days advance notice to the
tribes of all ground disturbing activities.

TCR-4: Treatment and Disposition of Inadvertently Discovered Tribal Cultural
Resources: In the event that buried archaeological resources/Tribal Cultural
Resources are uncovered during the course of ground disturbing activity associated
with the project, all work must be halted in the vicinity of the discovery and the
Project Archaeologist shall visit the site of discovery and assess the significance and
origin of the archaeological resource in coordination with the consulting tribe(s). The

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

TCR-1: Retain Registered Professional Archaeologist: Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit, the Project Applicant shall retain a Registered Professional
Archaeologist (“Project Archaeologist”) subject to the approval of the City to be oncall during all mass grading and trenching activities. The Project Archaeologist’s
responsibilities include, but are not limited to perform the tasks that require the
need for a qualified archaeologist pursuant to TCR-2 through TCR-6 below.

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

During grading

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit

Planning Department

Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit
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Accommodate the process for onsite reburial of the discovered items
with the consulting Native American tribes or bands. This shall include
measures and provisions to protect the future reburial area from any
future impacts. Reburial shall not occur until all cataloguing and basic
recordation have been completed; location information regarding the
reburial location shall be included into the final report required under
TCR-4. Copies of the report shall be provided to the City for their records,
the Consulting Tribe(s), and the Eastern Informational Center.

Curation. A curation agreement with an appropriate qualified repository
within Riverside County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR Part 79
and therefore would be professionally curated and made available to

e)

f)

d) Preservation-In-Place of the cultural resources, if feasible. Preservation
in place means avoiding the resources, leaving them in the place they
were found with no development affecting the integrity of the
resources. This will require revisions to the grading plan, denoting the
location and avoidance of the resource.

4) Treatment and Final Disposition: The landowner(s) shall relinquish
ownership of all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods, and
all archaeological artifacts and non-human remains as part of the required
mitigation for impacts to cultural resources. The applicant shall relinquish
the artifacts through one or more of the following methods and provide
the City of Jurupa Valley Department with evidence of same:

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)
following procedures will be carried out for treatment and disposition of the
discoveries:
3) Temporary Curation and Storage: During the course of construction, all
discovered resources shall be temporarily curated in a secure location onsite
or at the offices of the project archaeologist. The removal of any artifacts
from the project site will need to be thoroughly inventoried with tribal
monitor oversite of the process; and

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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VERIFIED
BY:

Page M-9

TIME FRAME/MILESTONE

MA17273

PPP 4.19-1 The Project shall comply with Section 4.408 of the 2013 California Green
Building Code Standards, which requires new development projects to submit and
implement a construction waste management plan in order to reduce the amount of
construction waste transported to landfills. Prior to the issuance of building permits,
the City of Jurupa Valley shall confirm that a sufficient plan has been submitted, and

Building & Safety Department

Planning Department
Engineering Department

TCR-6: Discovery of Human Remains: In the event that human remains (or remains
that may be human) are discovered at the project site during grading or earthmoving,
the construction contractors, project archaeologist, and/or designated Native
American Monitor shall immediately stop all activities within 100 feet of the find. The
project proponent shall then inform the Riverside County Coroner immediately, and
the coroner shall be permitted to examine the remains as required by California
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(b).

UTILITY AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Planning Department
Engineering Department

RESPONSIBILITY
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

TCR-5: Final Reporting: In the event significant tribal cultural resources as defined by
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, or Tribal Cultural Resources
as defined by Pub. Resources Code, § 21074 (a), are discovered on the Project site,
prior to the issuance of a building permit, the Project Proponent shall submit a Phase
IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report that complies with the County of Riverside
Cultural Resources (Archaeological) Investigations Standard Scopes of Work for
review and approval to the City of Jurupa Valley Planning Department. Once the
report is determined to be adequate, the Project Proponent shall provide (1) copy to
the City of Jurupa Valley Planning Department, and provide the City of Jurupa Valley,
evidence that two (2) copies have been submitted to the Eastern Information Center
(EIC) at the University of California Riverside (UCR) and one (1) copy has been
submitted to the Consulting Tribe(s) Cultural Resources Department(s).

MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)
other archaeologists/researchers for further study. The collections and
associated records shall be transferred, including title, to an appropriate
curation facility within Riverside County, to be accompanied by payment
of the fees necessary for permanent curation.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Prior to the issuance of
building permits

During grading
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MITIGATION MEASURE (MM)
PLANS, POLICIES, OR PROGRAMS (PPP)
PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES (PDF)
prior to final building inspections, the City of Jurupa shall review and verify the
Contractor’s documentation that confirms the volumes and types of wastes that were
diverted from landfill disposal, in accordance with the approved construction waste
management plan.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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ATTACHMENT NO. 3
SANS 53 LETTER

ATTACHMENT NO. 4
Tentative Parcel Map

ATTACHMENT NO. 5
Preliminary Grading Plan

