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ADDENDUM
TO THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 39498
CITY OF EASTVALE

.  PROJECT INFORMATION

i) Project Title: Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration for Environmental
Assessment No. 39498

i) Lead Agency Name City of Eastvale

and Address: 12363 Limonite Avenue, Suite 910, Eastvale, CA 91752
i)  Contact: Mark Teague, Environmental Planning Manager
iv)  Project Location: The proposed project is located south of Riverside Drive and east of

Hamner Avenue.
Il. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND PROJECT INFORMATION

A. Project Background

On March 24, 1997, the Riverside County Planning Director approved Plot Plan No. 14886. The
approved plot plan permitted the currently existing 162,612-square-foot manufacturing and
warehouse building, 196 parking spaces, and landscaping on the subject site. These land uses
occupy approximately 40 percent of the site. The remainder of the site is currently vacant and
vegetated with scrub-like plants. The land uses on surrounding parcels at the time the approved
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was written included a vineyard to the north, an industrial
building under construction to the south, field croplands to the west, and an industrial building to
the east.

On December 20, 1999, the County of Riverside certified the Mitigated Negative Declaration for
Environmental Assessment (EA) No. 37781. The revised permit application (Plot Plan No.
14886R1) proposed the construction of two industrial buildings on an existing 16.75-acre
industrial site. The larger of the two buildings (Building A) was a proposed 127,218-square-foot
industrial building with 2,500 square feet of office space. The smaller building (Building B) was a
proposed 43,351-square-foot building consisting of 2,500 square feet of office space and 40,851
square feet of warehouse space. The approved square footage of both buildings totaled 170,569
square feet.

On February 22, 2006, the County of Riverside certified the MND for EA No. 39498 and approved
Plot Plan No. 14886R2, which included an expansion of an existing warehouse building (currently
houses Snapware) and the development of two warehouse buildings with smaller footprints than
previously approved with Plot Plan No. 14886R1. The two additional warehouse buildings are
115,452 square feet and 41,026 square feet, totaling 156,478 square feet. In August 2009, the
County of Riverside approved an extension of time for Plot Plan No. 14886R2 to remain valid until
February 22, 2009. No additional extension of time was requested. Thus, the approval for the
development of this site has expired.



The City of Eastvale subsequently incorporated on October 1, 2010. The City is now the lead
agency for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has jurisdiction
over the entitlements and development of the property. As part of the city’s incorporation, this
project was accepted by the City as originally approved by Riverside County. However, as part of
this Addendum, all mitigation measures will be modified to reflect the City as the lead agency,
responsible for the implementation of the mitigation measures, and a revised mitigation monitoring
and reporting program will be adopted. Except as modified in this Addendum, all mitigation
measures will apply to the proposed project.

The applicant submitted application No. 15-1508 to request approval of a Major Development
Review.

B. Project Description

The proposed project includes a Major Development Review to develop two industrial/business
park buildings totaling 156,478 square feet. The proposed project consists of two Class A
industrial buildings with the same square footage as the building approved in the originally
approved Plot Plan No. 14886R2, except with different square footage for office and warehouse
spaces. Building A is a proposed 115,452-square-foot building with 5,000 square feet of office
space. Building B is a proposed 41,026-square-foot building with 3,500 square feet of office
space. The project includes access through the Southern California Edison transmission
easement, which was proposed in the original MND. The overall square footage of the proposed
buildings is the same as with the 2006 approval, except with an increase in office space square
footage inside the building. Table II-1 illustrates the overall approved and proposed building
intensities and the office and warehouse square footages.

Table 1I-1
Approved Project vs. Proposed Project
Approved Project — Plot Plan 14866R2 Proposed Project
Building
Detail Approved Agplrjz\:gd Office Warehouse | Proposed Prsopzjzsrgd Office | Warehouse
Acreage Foqotage Space Space Acreage Foqotage Space Space
Building A 115,452 2,100 113,352 115,452 5,000 110,452
16.75 16.75
Building B 41,026 2,704 38,322 41,026 3,500 37,526
TOTAL 16.75 156,478 4,804 151,674 16.75 156,478 8,500 147,978

CEQA REQUIREMENTS FOR AN ADDENDUM

This Addendum has been prepared in accordance with the current CEQA Statutes and Guidelines
for implementing CEQA. CEQA Section 15164 includes the following procedures for the
preparation and use of an Addendum to an environmental impact report (EIR) or negative
declaration:

(&) The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified
EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section
15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.



(c) An addendum need not be circulated for public review, but can be included in or attached to
the Final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

(d) The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the Final EIR or adopted negative
declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

(e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency’s required findings on the
project, or elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.

The information contained in this Addendum supports a finding that the MND adequately
addressed the environmental impacts of the proposed project.

If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after
certification of an EIR or negative declaration, the lead agency may: (1) prepare a subsequent
EIR if the criteria of State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a) are met, (2) prepare a subsequent
negative declaration, (3) prepare an addendum, or (4) prepare no further documentation (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(b)). When only minor technical changes or additions to the
certified EIR/negative declaration are necessary and none of the conditions described in Section
15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred,
CEQA allows the lead agency to prepare and adopt an addendum (State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164(b)).

Under Section 15162, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration is required only when:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

The proposed project would not change the type of land uses to be developed on the
project site, and it reflects an overall reduction in intensity when compared to approved
MND No. 39498. Furthermore, the project would affect the same geographic area that was
previously analyzed and thus result in similar amounts and location of ground disturbance.
The proposed project will not result in additional changes to the environment beyond those
analyzed in the original MND and therefore does not affect the impact analysis originally
discussed in the MND.

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the EIR due to the involvement of any new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

The impacts of the proposed project are analyzed below and in the technical studies
included with this Addendum and demonstrate that the proposed project would not result
in_additional environmental impacts beyond those analyzed in MND No. 39498. The
change in circumstance that most affects the proposed project is the incorporation of the
City of Eastvale. As discussed in this Addendum, the proposed project would result in the
same building square footage as what was analyzed in the approved MND. Therefore,
impacts identified in MND No. 39498 would not result in_an increase over what was
identified in the approved MND.




(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the negative declaration was
adopted, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR;

Based on recent technical studies provided for the proposed project and included with this
Addendum, the proposed project would not result in greater impacts than those identified
in_approved MND No. 39498 because the overall building square footage and
development intensity are the same. Therefore, as discussed in this Addendum no
additional impacts beyond those identified in MND No. 39498 would occur.

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

As discussed in this Addendum and in the technical studies included with this Addendum,
the proposed project does not increase the severity of any of the environmental impacts
identified in MND No. 39498. In fact, the proposed project would have similar impacts to
those identified in approved MND No. 39498 because the overall building square footage
and development intensity are the same.

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternative; or

Original mitigation measures adopted with MND No. 39498 have been modified slightly to
reflect changes in industry practice and the incorporation of the City of Eastvale and have
been accepted by the applicant as part of the project review process. In addition, no new
mitigation measures have been added because the proposed project will result in the
same building square footage and development intensity as what was originally approved.
However, in one instance, a mitigation measure (County COA 90 PLANNING 019) has
been met by the applicant since the approval of MND No. 39498. Therefore, that mitigation
measure _has not been included in this addendum or the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) accompanying this document.

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

Mitigation measures adopted with MND No. 39498 have been modified slightly to reflect
changes in industry practice and the incorporation of the City of Eastvale and have been
accepted by the applicant as part of the project review process. In addition, no new
mitigation measures have been added because the proposed project will result in the
same building square footage and development intensity. In one instance, a mitigation
measure (County COA 90 PLANNING 019) has been met by the applicant since the
approval of MND No. 39498. Therefore, that mitigation measure has not been included in
this addendum or the MMRP_accompanying this document. In addition, the changes to
project design are not substantial and would not affect the overall mitigation strategy.

IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION



The following conclusions were developed regarding potential impacts from approval and
implementation of the proposed project. It should be noted that the approved MND No. 39498
included County Conditions of Approval (COA), which have been included with this addendum as
Attachment A. This addendum includes an MMRP (Attachment B) which corresponds with the
mitigation measures included in the approved MND No. 39498. Since the approval of MND No.
39498, a mitigation measure requiring the project to prepare landscaping and irrigation plans
(County COA 90 PLANING 019) has been met. Therefore, this mitigation measure has not been
included in this addendum or the MMRP (Attachment B).

Aesthetics

Approved MND No. 39498 determined that the proposed project would not result in any impacts
to scenic highways or scenic resources, or interfere with the nighttime use of the Palomar
Observatory. The MND also determined that the proposed project would result in less than
significant impacts to exposing residential property to unacceptable light levels and less than
significant impacts with mitigation incorporated related to the creation of substantial light or glare
that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

The proposed project modifications would not result in an increase in overall square footage
compared to what was originally examined in the approved MND. Therefore, the project is
anticipated to create a similar new man-made visual feature on a vacant parcel. However, the
approved MND concluded that impacts to scenic resources are less than significant because the
project site is not located within a scenic highway corridor and there are no scenic resources
located on the industrial site. Changes to the project design result in similar development intensity.
Therefore, the proposed project would not create any additional visual features or lighting and
glare beyond what was examined in the approved MND. Further, the approved MND conditioned
the proposed project to hood and direct new light used in conjunction with the proposed use
(County COA 10 PLANNING 3). In addition, per Section C, Lighting and Utility, in the City of
Eastvale Design Standards and Guidelines, Standard GDS-14 requires that outdoor lighting
(other than lighting which requires tall luminaires) be low to the ground or shielded and hooded to
avoid light shining onto adjacent properties and streets. Therefore, by incorporating proper lighting
into project design and compliance with the City of Eastvale Design Standards and Guidelines,
this impact will remain less than significant.

Adricultural Resources

As discussed in MND No. 39498, the proposed project site is not in an agricultural preserve; the
County General Plan maps the area as Prime Farmland. However, the project site is zoned and
designated for industrial land use and there is an existing industrial use building on the site.
Additionally, the Jurupa Community Plan EIR (Riverside County Resolution No. 93-042)
established a nonagricultural land use for the site and included a statement of overriding
considerations that established findings by the County Board of Supervisors that the need for
employment and road improvements outweighed the unavoidable adverse effects on agricultural
lands.

The entirety of the proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498. The
project would affect the same geographic area that was previously analyzed and determined to
result in the loss of viable agricultural land. However, according to the California Department of
Conservation, the proposed project site is designated as Urban and Built Up Land, not Prime
Farmland. Regardless, the City’s General Plan and General Plan EIR determined that conversion
of agricultural land was a significant and unavoidable impact of land development within the



Eastvale city limits. Because this property was designated for development with medium-density
residential development as part of the General Plan, the conversion of agricultural uses is
consistent with the adopted General Plan and General Plan EIR (Impact 3.1.1 of the General Plan
EIR). In addition, General Plan Policy AQ-39 states that the loss of agricultural productivity on
lands designated for urban uses within the city limits is anticipated as a consequence of the city’s
development. Therefore, based on these factors, impacts are considered less than significant.

Air Quality

Approved MND No. 39498 determined that the proposed project would result in less than
significant impacts related to violation of air quality standards, to a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria air pollutant for which the project region is in nonattainment, and to
exposure of sensitive receptors located within 1 mile of the project site to project substantial point
source emissions.

The approved MND indicated that a previous air quality report prepared for approved Plot Plan
No. 18440, which is directly adjacent to the proposed project site, determined that the project
would not have potentially significant air quality impacts. As discussed in the approved MND, the
proposed project would result in similar air quality impacts because the scope of the project is
much smaller than what was analyzed for approved Plot Plan No. 18440. No mitigation measures
or conditions of approval were included in the MND.

Development on the entirety of the proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND
No. 39498; the project would result in similar land uses to those previously analyzed for impacts
to air quality. As such, impacts are considered less than significant.

Biological Resources

As discussed in MND No. 39498, the proposed project site lies within a Criteria Cell of the Western
Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) and as such, the project is required
to comply with all provisions of the MSHCP and requires all necessary habitat assessments and
focused surveys. A habitat assessment performed on the project site (PD-B #2803) concluded that
the study area does not contain habitat suitable to support or sustain a viable Delhi sands flower-
loving fly (DSFF) population. The report also concluded that a suitable habitat to support Brand’s
phacelia was not recorded on-site during the May 2004 survey. In addition, no direct observations
of or signs of burrowing owls were recorded during the May 2004 survey. However, to comply with
the MSHCP, a mitigation measure (City of Eastvale mitigation measure BIO-1) was included
requiring the project to conduct a burrowing owl survey 30 days prior to the issuance of grading
permits (County COA 60 PLANNING 001).

Ecological Sciences, Inc., conducted a subsequent biology study titled “General Habitat
Assessment, Focused Narrow Endemic Plant Surveys, Focus Burrowing Owl Surveys, and
MSHCP Consistency Analysis” (October 15, 2015) (Appendix A) on the project site. According
to their report, the proposed project site has been heavily disturbed by activities associated with
agricultural uses. The site is generally characterized as a previously disturbed vacant lot that
primarily supports a dense layer (interstitial thatch before discing) of non-native annual grassland.
The site does not support any native vegetation communities, in part, due to these recurring
surface disturbances. The project site appears to have been a vineyard at one time; however,
that vineyard has been abandoned. A concrete V-ditch is present in the southern development
area. This V-ditch transfers water onto the site from the adjacent commercial development project.
The vast majority (90 percent) of the total vegetative cover consists of invasive, ruderal plant



species. Total vegetative coverage was estimated at 70-100 percent. Portions of the site may
have historically been graded, and some fill material appears to be present in the southern portion
of the site (Ecological Sciences 2015).

Conflicts with Adopted HCP

The site occurs within the overall Plan Area of the Western Riverside County Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan. Accordingly, the project is subject to any applicable survey and/or
conservation requirements. However, the site is not in an MSHCP Criteria Area. Therefore, the
project is not required to set aside conservation lands pursuant to the MSHCP and is not subject
to the Habitat Evaluation and Acquisition Negotiation Strategy (HANS) process or to Joint Project
Review (JPR). The project is consistent with the biological requirements of the MSHCP,
specifically pertaining to the project’s relationship to reserve assembly, Section 6.3.2, Additional
Survey Needs and Procedures (multiple focused BUOW and DSFF surveys [DSFF report under
separate cover; Ecological Sciences 2015] completed and referenced in the 2015 habitat
assessment), Section 6.1.3, Protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species (focused NEPS surveys
completed in 2015), Section 6.1.2, Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas
and Vernal Pools (habitat assessment completed in 2015), Section 6.1.4, Guidelines Pertaining
to the Urban/Wildlands Interface (the project site is not located adjacent to the MSHCP
Conservation Area), and Section 6.3.1 (individual project-level vegetation mapping completed in
2015).

Results of the general habitat assessment, focused DSFF, burrowing owl (BUOW), and narrow
endemic plant species (NEPS) surveys, and the MSHCP consistency analysis conducted July—
September 2015 indicate that habitats located on the project site generally represent low
biological resource values based on the degree to which expected impacts to on-site resources
would meet MSHCP and CEQA criteria and the context in which they occur (e.g., highly disturbed
site conditions present in a predominantly degraded and isolated environment). The existing
degraded condition of the site is the direct consequence of long-standing discing/historic
agricultural development activities, resulting in low biological diversity (e.g., dominance of non-
native species), absence of special-status plant communities, and overall low potential for most
special-status species to utilize or reside on the site. Construction activities involve ground
disturbance similar to those of agricultural uses and will not directly impact federally or state-listed
threatened or endangered species, jeopardize the continued existence of listed species (or
special-status species), or directly impact designated critical habitat. Site development would also
not be expected to substantially alter the diversity of plants or wildlife in the area because of
current degraded site conditions. The loss of these habitats would not be expected to substantially
affect special-status biological resources or cause a population of sensitive plant or wildlife
species to drop below self-sustaining levels.

Adverse Effects to Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species

Although no listed species (currently protected by the federal or California Endangered Species
Act) are expected to occur due to the absence of suitable habitat, the potential presence of certain
special-status species (e.g., BUOW) may impose some degree of constraint to development,
depending on the nature of both direct and indirect impacts on these resources, as well as on the
particular species and seasonal timing of construction activities. During permitting procedures,
certain measures (e.g., BUOW preconstruction survey) to avoid or further reduce project-related
impacts to potentially occurring sensitive biological resources may be necessary pursuant to
CEQA and/or MSHCP guidelines. Results of the 2015 surveys suggest that no significant impacts
to special-status biological resources are expected as a result of project-related activities. Upon



completion of all recommendations by reviewing agencies, the proposed project could be deemed
consistent with MSHCP procedures, policies, and guidelines.

Development on the entirety of the proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND
No. 39498; the project would result in similar land uses to those previously analyzed for impacts
to biological resources. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 requiring MSHCP compliance identified in the
MND would still apply to the proposed project. Therefore, impacts are considered less than
significant.

Geology and Soils

Analysis contained in MND No. 39498 determined that the project site is located in a
paleontologically sensitive area based on the County General Plan Paleontological Sensitivity
Map. A mitigation measure (County COA 60 PLANNING 014) was included in the approved MND
requiring monitoring by a paleontologist for subsurface paleontological resources (City of Eastvale
mitigation measure GEO-1). It was also determined in the approved MND that the proposed
project would result in minor increase in water erosion, either on- or off-site, and wind erosion. As
a result, in the approved MND, mitigation measures (City of Eastvale mitigation measures GEO-
2) are required to comply with grading requirements (County COAs 10 BS GRADE 006; 60 BS
GRADE 003). MND No. 39498 also concluded that the proposed project site is not located in an
earthquake fault zone as delineated by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act and is not
in an area having liquefaction potential, landslide risk, ground subsidence, or seiche, mudflow, or
volcanic hazards. Additionally, the MND determined that the project site is within Zone 4 of the
1997 Uniform Building Code, meaning there is a high potential for ground shaking. Additionally,
MND No. 39498 determined that the proposed project will not substantially impact soils or result
in soil erosion. The project site is underlain by Hanford-Tujunga soils and the project site is not
composed of expansive soil which has low shrink-swell potential. Therefore, the project site would
not be at risk for expansive soils. The approved MND concluded that the project is located in an
area with high wind erodibility. As such, conditions (County COA’'s 10 BS GRADE 005; 80
PLANNING 022; 90 PLANNING 018, 019) were required to reduce impacts to this issue area (City
of Eastvale mitigation measure GEO-3 through GEO-5). The 2006 approved MND included an
additional mitigation measure to prepare landscape and irrigation plans (County COA 90
PLANNING 019). This requirement has since been met and is therefore, not included in the
current MMRP accompanying this addendum (Attachment B).

A geotechnical investigation was prepared by Sladden Engineering in 2015 (Appendix B) as part
of the planning application process. The study concluded that there were no signs of active
surface rupture or secondary seismic effects (lateral spreading, lurching, etc.) identified on the
site during their field investigation (Sladden Engineering 2015). However, the site is expected to
be exposed to strong seismic ground shaking due to its proximity to nearby active faults. The
geotechnical investigation also analyzed the project site for liquefaction/seismic settlement,
tsunamis and seiches, slope failure, landsliding, rockfalls, and expansive soil. All of these seismic-
related hazards were considered negligible and not likely to occur on-site.

The proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498; the project would
result in similar ground disturbance in the same geographic area that was previously analyzed for
geology and soil impacts. In addition, all development in Eastvale is required to be designed in
accordance with California Building Code (CBC) requirements that address structural seismic
safety. All new development and redevelopment would be required to comply with the CBC, which
includes design criteria for seismic loading and other geologic hazards, including design criteria
for geologically induced loading that govern sizing of structural members and provide calculation



methods to assist in the design process. Thus, while shaking impacts would be potentially
damaging, they would also tend to be reduced in their structural effects due to CBC criteria that
recognize this potential. The CBC includes provisions for buildings to structurally survive an
earthquake without collapsing and includes measures such as anchoring to the foundation and
structural frame design. Further, Section 110.60.010 of the City of Eastvale Municipal Code
codifies the report and application of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (Public
Resources Code Section 2621 et seq.). All new development and redevelopment would be
required to comply with the requirements of the act.

Additionally, all allowed development associated with the proposed project would be subject to
compliance with the requirements set forth in the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Storm Water General Construction Permit for construction activities. Compliance with
the NPDES would minimize effects from erosion and ensure consistency with the Water Quality
Control Plan of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (1995), which establishes
water quality standards for the groundwater and surface water of the region. Additionally, the
project applicant will be required to comply with Chapter 14.12, Stormwater Drainage System
Protection Regulations, of the City of Eastvale Municipal Code, which requires new development
or redevelopment projects to control stormwater runoff by implementing appropriate best
management practices (BMPs) to prevent deterioration of water quality. The displacement of soil
through cut and fill will be controlled by Chapter 33 of the 2013 California Building Code relating
to grading and excavation, other applicable building regulations, and standard construction
techniques; therefore, there will be no significant impact.

Further, a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) would be required as part of the grading
permit submittal package. The SWPPP provides a schedule for the implementation and
maintenance of erosion control measures and a description of the erosion control practices,
including appropriate design details and a time schedule. The SWPPP would consider the full
range of erosion control best management practices, including any additional site-specific and
seasonal conditions. Erosion control BMPs include but are not limited to the application of straw
mulch, hydroseeding, the use of geotextiles, plastic covers, silt fences, and erosion control
blankets, as well as construction site entrance/outlet tire washing. The State General Permit also
requires that those implementing SWPPPs meet prerequisite qualifications which would
demonstrate the skills, knowledge, and experience necessary to implement such plans. NPDES
requirements would significantly reduce the potential for substantial erosion or topsoil loss to
occur in association with new development. Water quality features intended to reduce
construction-related erosion impacts will be clearly noted on the grading plans for implementation
by the construction contractor.

Additionally, the City routinely requires the submittal of detailed erosion control plans with any
grading plans. The implementation of this standard requirement is expected to address any
erosional issues associated with grading and overexcavation of the site. Additionally, fugitive dust
would be controlled in compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
Rules 403 and 1166. The following erosion control features associated with SCAQMD rules used
during remedial activities would be employed: covering stockpiles with plastic sheeting; covering
loaded soils with secured tarps; prohibiting work during periods of high winds; and watering
exposed soils during construction. Further, in accordance with Clean Water Act and NPDES
requirements, water erosion during construction would be minimized by limiting certain
construction activities to dry weather, covering exposed excavated dirt during periods of rain, and
protecting excavated areas from flooding with temporary berms. As a result, impacts associated
with soil erosion are considered less than significant with the implementation of the necessary
erosion and runoff control measures required as part of the approval of a grading plan.



City of Eastvale General Plan policies protect people from risks associated with seismic-related
hazards. Safety Element Policy S-3 requires research into new foundation design systems that
better resist the climatic, geotechnical, and geological conditions present in Eastvale and
Riverside County. Action S-2.1 requires geotechnical reports to be prepared for new development
projects in areas with the potential for liguefaction or settlement. The site-specific geotechnical
investigations ensure that any buildings developed are properly designed to address these
constraints.

Therefore, adherence to the CBC, the City of Eastvale Municipal Code, the County’s Conditions
of Approval, the City’s mitigation measures (GEO-1 through GEO-5) and the City’s General Plan
would reduce any seismic-related impacts to less than significant.

Greenhouse Gases

As previously described, the MND for EA No. 39498 was certified in 2006. At the time of approval
of the MND, the issue of contribution of GHG emissions to climate change was a prominent issue
of concern. On March 18, 2010, amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines took effect which set
forth requirements for the analysis of GHG emissions under CEQA. Since the MND has already
been approved, the determination of whether GHG emissions and climate change needs to be
analyzed for this specific development is governed by the law on addendums (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164). GHG emissions and climate change are not required to be analyzed under those
standards unless it constitutes “new information of substantial importance, which was not known
and could not have been known at the time” the MND was approved (CEQA Guidelines Section
15162(a)(3)).

The issue of GHG emissions and climate change impacts is not new information that was not
known or could not have been known at the time of the approval of the MND. The issue of climate
change and GHG emissions was widely known prior to the MND approval. The United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change was established in 1992. The regulation of GHG
emissions to reduce climate change impacts was extensively debated and analyzed throughout
the early 1990s. The studies and analyses of this issue resulted in the adoption of the Kyoto
Protocol in 1997.

As is clear from documents in the administrative record, the fact that GHG emissions could have
a significant adverse environmental impact was known at the time the MND was approved in
2006. Consistent with the statutory language, the courts have repeatedly held that new
information that “was known” or “could have been known with the exercise of reasonable
diligence” at the time of the MND approval does not trigger the supplemental EIR standard.
(Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196
Cal.App.4th 515, 532 (“CREED 11”); ALARM, supra, 12 Cal.App.4th at 1800-1803.) In particular,
the courts have held that information on GHG emissions could have been known as early as 1994
and therefore do not trigger the new information standard under Section 21166 for approvals after
that date (CREED lI, supra, 196 Cal.App.4th at 530-532 [Impact from GHGs not new information
for EIR certified in 1994.]). Since the MND was approved in 2006 CREED Il is dispositive and
establishes that no review of this environmental issue is required for this project. (See also
Concerned Dublin Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal. App. 4th 1301—the potential effects
of GHG emissions were known and could have been addressed in conjunction with the approval
of the MND in 2006.)

Therefore, the impact of GHG emissions on climate change was known at the time of adoption of
the MND in 2006 and therefore; under CEQA standards, it is not new information that requires



analysis in a supplemental EIR or negative declaration. No supplemental environmental analysis
of the project’s impacts on this issue is required under CEQA.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

As discussed in MND No. 39498, the proposed project was reviewed by the Riverside County
Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Division, which concluded that the
proposed project will not interfere with emergency response or evacuation, nor is the site located
within a quarter-mile of an existing or proposed school. In addition, the proposed project site is
not within any airport land use plan, nor is it located in a high fire area.

The Riverside County Department of Environmental Health is the Certified Unified Program
Agency (CUPA) for Riverside County and is responsible for consolidating, coordinating, and
making consistent the administrative requirements, permits, inspections, and enforcement
activities of state standards regarding the transportation, use, and disposal of hazardous materials
in Eastvale and Riverside County as a whole. The department also implements the Hazardous
Material Management Plans (Business Emergency Plans) that include an inventory of hazardous
materials used, handled, or stored at any business in the city. The department is also responsible
for regulating hazardous materials handlers, hazardous waste generators, underground storage
tank facilities, aboveground storage tanks, and stationary sources handling regulated substances.

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was conducted by Vertex in 2015 (Appendix
C). The following methods were used to compile information for the study: interviews regarding
site history; historical records review; regulatory records review; and site reconnaissance. The
Phase | ESA determined that no evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECS) is
present on-site.

The entirety of the proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498; the
project would result in similar land uses to those previously analyzed for impacts to hazards and
hazardous materials. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant.

Hydrology and Water Quality

It was determined in MND No. 39498 that the proposed project would not substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or the area or substantially deplete groundwater supplies.
Additionally, the project site is not located in a 100-year flood zone. No hydrology impacts or
impacts associated with drainage were identified in the approved MND.

A preliminary hydrology study was conducted by Albert A. Webb Associates in 2015 (Appendix
D). Existing and proposed drainage facilities are discussed in the study. Upon project
implementation, off-site drainage flows would be conveyed to a proposed basin/weir diversion
structure located along the southerly boundary. This structure will divert low flows to a storm drain
pipe that will bypass water quality facilities. However, in the case of larger storm events, only a
portion of off-site flows will enter the low-flow system, and the remainder will be collected
downstream at the catch basin/diversion structure (Albert A. Webb Associates 2015). Runoff
generated by the proposed project will be collected and treated in underground infiltration basins.
Two collection points are located along the site’s southerly boundary. The first catch
basin/diversion structure is the collection point for a majority of the project site and any off-site
flow that bypasses the low-flow system. Once storage is exceeded, stormwater will back up into
the diversion structure and bypass into a proposed storm drain that conveys flows toward the
second collection point, which is an underground storage facility. Once the underground storage



capacity has been exceeded, flow will back up into the diversion structure and also be diverted
into the outlet storm drain.

Project-related development could result in soil erosion and urban pollutants entering drainages,
potentially degrading downstream water quality and/or violating applicable water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements. The proposed project would be required to obtain a
General Construction Permit from the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB), which requires the preparation, approval, and implementation of a SWPPP. The
SWPPP would include best management practices (BMPs) to be implemented during and after
project construction to minimize erosion and sedimentation of downstream watercourses.
Additional hydrological analyses will be performed as part of the final site-specific engineering
when additional details of the proposed project design will be established. If it is determined that
the receiving water bodies are designated municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), the
project is subject to the Riverside County Storm Water Permit, also issued by the RWQCB (Order
No. R8-2010-003, NPDES No. CAS 618033, as amended by R8-2013-0024, NPDES No.
CAS618033) for discharges into MS4s draining the county.

The proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498; the project would
result in similar ground disturbance in the same geographic area that was previously analyzed for
hydrology and water impacts. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant.

Land Use and Planning

As discussed in MND No. 39498, the facility proposed by the project is a permitted use (through
a plot plan from the County) and is therefore compatible with existing zoning. With the exception
of the Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy Area, the proposed project was analyzed
as consistent with the land use designations and policies of the General Plan. The MND stated
that project site lies “immediately outside” of the Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy
Area; however, it is subject to the limitations of the policy, which states that the intent of the policy
is to keep potential diesel and hazardous emissions, traffic generation, land use compatibility, and
other environmental concerns away from residential areas. The MND concluded that the
proposed project does avoid exposing residential areas to such environmental concerns and as
a result, is consistent with the General Plan.

The Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy is found in the Jurupa Area Plan (October
2011). The requirement of the policy states that the Business Park, Light Industrial, and Heavy
Industrial land use designations will only be permitted in the following area:

...the area in Mira Loma defined and enclosed by these boundaries: San Sevaine Channel
from Philadelphia Street southerly to Galena Street on the east, Galena Street from the
San Sevaine Channel westerly to Wineville Road on the south, Wineville Road northerly
to Riverside Drive, then Riverside Drive westerly to Milliken Avenue, then Milliken Avenue
north to Philadelphia Street on the west, and Philadelphia Street easterly to the San
Sevaine Channel on the north.

According to the current policy definition, the proposed project is not within its boundaries.
However, the City of Eastvale has since incorporated and as a result, the project site is subject to
the City’s General Plan policies and Municipal Code. The General Plan land use designation is
Business Park, which allows employee-intensive uses, including research and development,
technology centers, corporate and support office uses, “clean” industry, and supporting retail
uses. The project site is zoned Industrial Park (I-P), which permits various industrial and



manufacturing uses as outlined in Table 3.3-1 of the City’s Zoning Code. The proposed project is
consistent with the requirements of both the General Plan land use designation and zoning. The
project would result in similar land uses to those previously analyzed in the approved MND related
to land use and planning. The proposed project would not result in new environmental effects.
Therefore, impacts are less than significant.

Public Services

As discussed and analyzed in MND No. 39498, the proposed project would result in less than
significant impacts to fire and law enforcement services and would be conditioned to comply with
the requirements of the Riverside County Fire Department to pay public facilities fees through
Riverside County Ordinance 659 (Payment of Public Facilities Fees; County COA 90 PLANNING
31) and through the Jurupa Community Plan Public Facilities Fee. In addition, the project is
located within the boundaries of the Jurupa Unified School District and is conditioned to pay
school mitigation fees in accordance with state law.

The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protection and safety services to the City of
Eastvale. The nearest fire station is Eastvale Fire Station #27, located at 7067 Hamner Avenue,
approximately 3.7 miles south of the project site. Any potential future development would be
conditioned to comply with the requirements of the Riverside County Fire Department and for the
payment of the City’s development impact fees pursuant to Eastvale Municipal Code Chapter
110.28. It should be noted that the Riverside County Fire Department has reviewed the project;
other than standard comments (i.e., fire hydrant related), the department cited no issues with the
project. Since the proposed project is not expected to result in unusual circumstances that may
generate high demand for fire protection services, payment of the City’s fees would fully mitigate
any potential impact on Riverside County Fire Department facilities.

Police protection services are provided by the Eastvale Police Department, under contract from
the Riverside County Sheriff's Department. The nearest sheriff's station is the Jurupa Valley
Station, located at 7477 Mission Boulevard in Jurupa Valley, approximately 7.2 miles east of the
project site. A total of 80 deputy sheriffs are assigned to the Jurupa Valley Station, a number of
whom could respond to any calls for service in Eastvale (City of Eastvale 2012). The proposed
project is not expected to result in any unusual circumstances that may generate high demand
for police protection services. In addition, any potential future development would be conditioned
for the payment of the City’s development impact fees pursuant to Eastvale Municipal Code
Chapter 110.28. Payment of the City’s fees would fully mitigate any potential impact on Riverside
County Sheriff's Department facilities.

The proposed project site is located in the Jurupa Unified School District (JUSD). The district has
established school impact mitigation fees to address the facility impacts created by residential,
commercial, and industrial development. The district uses these fees to pay for facility expansion
and upgrades needed to serve new students. Pursuant to California Government Code Section
65996, payment of these fees is considered full mitigation for project impacts to the JUSD.

The entirety of the proposed project site was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498; the
project would result in similar land uses to those previously analyzed for impacts to public
services. Adherence to the City’s Municipal Code Chapter 110.28 and compliance with California
Government Code Section 65996 would apply to the proposed project. Therefore, impacts would
be less than significant.

Recreation



As discussed in the approved MND, the proposed project would result in potential impacts related
to recreational trails. A mitigation measure (City of Eastvale mitigation measures REC-1 and REC-
2) conditioned (County COA 90. TRANS 015, 016) the project to construct a community trail prior
to map recordation and issuance of grading permits.

The proposed project site is in the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District (JARPD). The
proposed project would bring in new job opportunities to the city, and along with that a potential
increase in the population within the JARPD, and therefore may result in an incremental increased
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. However, the
JARPD has established development impact fees to fund park development as needed to respond
to area growth. Payment of these fees would ensure that existing parks are maintained and that
adequate parkland and recreational facilities are made available to the residents of the district
and to the city as a whole. In addition to the payment of fees, the applicant is conditioned to
construct a community trail (City of Eastvale mitigation measures REC-1 and REC-2). Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

Transportation and Traffic

MND No. 39498 did not identify any traffic-related impacts and the County’s Transportation
Department found the project exempt from traffic study requirements. However, the proposed
project is conditioned to pay the following fees:

1. Prior to issuance of building permits on the project site, the project applicant is required to
pay appropriate Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fees (Eastvale Municipal Code
Chapter 10.36, Transportation Demand Management Program).

2. Prior to issuance of building permits, the project applicant will be required to pay
appropriate development impact fees to comply with Eastvale Municipal Code Chapter
110.28.

3. Prior to issuance of building permits, the project applicant will be required to pay
appropriate Mira Loma Road and Bridge Benefit District fees (Riverside County Resolution
No. 2005-482). The proposed project site is in Zone A, which currently requires a payment
of $4,000 per gross acre.

The proposed project’s off-site traffic impacts are similar to what was assumed in the MND;
therefore, impacts would remain less than significant. The entirety of the proposed project site
was analyzed for development in MND No. 39498; the project would result in the same land uses
as those previously analyzed for impacts to circulation. Therefore, no new significant
environmental effects would occur. As such, impacts are less than significant.

V. CONCLUSION

MND No. 39498 was used as a basis for this Addendum, updated with current information from
sources cited, referenced, and attached to this Addendum. Based on this evidence, the potential
adverse environmental impacts from implementation of the proposed project, as defined in
Section IV of this document, will not be greater than those identified in MND No. 39498. This
Addendum provides an update of the impacts associated with the modifications proposed for the
project and identifies the continued need to implement the measures required in the original
environmental document.



Pursuant to CEQA Section 15164, certified MND No. 39498, as updated with this Addendum, can
be relied upon for documentation of the effects of the proposed project on the environment.
Because the changes in the project do not exceed the thresholds outlined in Sections 15162 and
15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines that would require preparation of either a supplemental or
subsequent environmental document, no further analysis of the environmental impacts of the
proposed project is required.
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'COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Tony Carstens - Agency Director

Planning Department
Robert C. Johnson - Planning Director

May 24, 2006

Albert A Webb Associates
3788 McCray St

Riverside, CA 92506 %ﬁx’@ M <X

RE: Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313/ Plot Plan No. 14886 Res ed Permit No. 2
Environmental Assessment No. 39498
Regional Team: Riverside

On March 28, 2006, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors approved the above
referenced case subject to the attached FINAL conditions.

The original approval letter was issued to the applicant on April 3, 2006. No appeal was filed
within ten (10) days of the date of the Board’s decision, therefore, action taken on the above

referenced case is considered final.

Sincerely,

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Robert C. Jobson, Blanning Director
Vanessak a@ﬁ— Contract Planner

TO:
Transportation Dept. — Jim Knutson Riverside County Flood Control District
Dept. of Building & Safety Survey - Copy of approved exhibit
Environmental Heaith Dept. CC: Pianning Dept. - Riverside Office
Fire Dept.

Y:APlanning Master Forms\Approval Forms\BOS Rec & File Final Approval Letter.doc

Riverside Office - 4080 Lemon Street. 9th Floor Indio Office * 82-675 Hwy |11, 2nd Floor Murrieta Office + 39493 Los Alamos Road
P.O. Box 1409, Riverside. Calilornia 925021409 Rovm 209, Indio. California 92201 Murricta. California 92563
\ (9511 9553200 - Fax (951) 955-3157 (760) 863-8277 « Fax (7601 863-7555 * Fax (951) 600-6145



PiN KS 'SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
1{ 11383 COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

PRI

| FROM: TLMA - Planning Department
_ March 14,2006

SUBJECT: PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED PERMIT NO. 2 / TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP
| NO. 32313 - EA39498 — Applicant: Cal Mold, Inc. — Engineer / Representative: Albert A. Webb

~ Associates - Second Supervisorial District — Prado-Mira Loma Zoning District — Jurupa Area
Plan: Community Development: Business Park (CD-BP) (0.25 - .060 Floor/Area Ratio -
: Location: Southerly of Riverside Drive on the easterly side of Hamner Avenue — 22.0 Gross

| Acres - Zoning: Industrial Park (I-P) - REQUEST: The revised permit o the plot plan proposes
| to expand an existing warehouse distribution site containing one 162.612 square foot industriat
building for manufacturing and warehousing. The revised permit will permit the construction of
- two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of
office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed Building B will consist
| of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of warehouse space. The project
-|..will bring 160 additional automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site. The
| tentative parcel map is a Schedule E subdivision of 22.0 acres into 3 industrial parcels with.
1 slzes ranging from 2.99 acres to 9.66 acres.

" Dopartmental Concurrence

‘| RECOMMENDED MOTION:

e :BECEIVE AND FILE the Notice of Decision for the above referenced case acted on by the
“ | Planning Commission on February 22, 2006,

- The Planning Commission Department recommended Approval; and,

THE PLANNING COMMISSION
Z // 44‘
l IWN . .

Robert C. Johnson
Planning Director

| RCJ:dm

[ Policy
O Poiy

[ Consent
a Consent

PerExec.Of: .

| Prev. Agn. Ref. District: Second| Agenda Number:

Form 11p (Rev 08/01/05) v:\Pianning Case Fiies-Riversiga offica\PP14386AZPP14886H2 PMI2313.1 1A doc



PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTE ORDER FEBRUARY 22, 2006
RIVERSIDE-REGULAR MEETING

L AGENDA ITEM 4.1: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313/ PLOT PLAN
 NO. 14886 - EA39498 — Applicant: Cal Mold, Inc. — Engineer/Representative:
- Albert A. Webb Associates - Second Superv:sonal District - Prado Mira Loma

Zoning Area - Jurupa Area Plan: Community Development: Business Park
(CD-BP) (0.25-0.60 Floor Area Ratio) — Location: Southerly of Riverside

~Drive and easterly of Hamner Avenue - 22.2 Gross Acres - Zoning: industrial
Park (I-P) - APN(s): 156-040-052 and 156-040-003. (Quasi-judicial)

-~ PROJECT DESCRIPTION
- The Tentative Parcel Map proposes a Schedule E subdivision of 22.20 acres
- into 3 industrial parcels. The Plot Plan proposes to expand an existing
-~ warehouse distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up

‘buildings. The proposed Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office

‘space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed Building

. - B'will consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of

it warehouse space. The project will bring 170 additional automobile parking
: spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.

‘MEETING SUMMARY

R Subject proposal did not require a presentation.

- Project Planner: Vanessa Marie Ng, (951) 955-5133, or E-mail at

- vmng@rctima.org.

_ No one spoke neutral, in favor of or in opposition to the subject proposal.
'CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES
" NONE

* PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
- The Planning Commission, by a vote of 5-0, recommended to the Board of

o . Supervisors;
R E“APP'ROVAL WITHOUT DISCUSSION

" TAPES
: 'The entire discussion of this agenda item can be found on Tape No. 1A. For

" acopy of the tapes, please contact Sophia Nolasco, Planning Commission

J R Secretary, at (951) 955-3251 or E-mail at snolasco @ rctima.org.

Page 4 of 29
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V.

PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTE ORDER MARCH 16, 2005
RIVERSIDE - REGULAR MEETING

AGENDA ITEM NO. 64: PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2 with

TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313- EA 39348 - Cal Mold, Inc. - Prado-Mira

- Loma Zoning Area - Second Supervisorial District - Located south of Riverside Drive, on

the east side of Hamner Avenue; 22 Acres — 3 Lots - [-P (Industrial Park) Zone -~
Schedule E. (Quasi-judicial) :

_ PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

~Plot .Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2 proposes to expand an existing warehouse
" distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed

-+ Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of
3 :;_walehouse space. The proposed Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office
~space and 38,322 square feet of warehouse space. The project will bring 170 additional
automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.

i Tentatwe Parcel Map No. 32313 proposes to divide 22.20 acres into 3 industrial parcels.
. MEETING SUMMARY:

_.i-:'ﬁ.e'following staff presented the subject proposal:
' Project Planner, Vanessa Marie Ng, (951) 955-5133, or E-mail at vimnng@rctlma.org

, 'No one spoke in favor or opposition to the subjcct proposal.

CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES:

| A requcst for Joint Project Review (JPR) was submitted on Decémber 8, 2004. As of

date, comments from the Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) have not yet been

"i.recelved ‘Without final determination of required conservation, staff cannot recommend
. __approval at this time.

. PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
o By a vote of 4-0, the Planning Commission, (Commissioner Porras Absent)

_ CdNTINUED WITHOUT DISCUSSION TO 3/30/05



MINUTE ORDER MARCH 16 2005
AGENDA ITEM 6.4 Page 2

: VI . 'TAPES
- The ent1re mscussmn of this agenda 1tem can, be found on Tape No 1A For a copy of the ‘

tapes; please contact Nikki Wyrick, Plannmg Commlssmn Secretary, at (951) 955-3251
or E—mmi at nwynck@rctlma org. _




PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTE ORDER FEBRUARY 16, 2005
RIVERSIDE - REGULAR MEETING

L AGENDA ITEM NO. 6.6: PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2 with
. TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313- EA 39348 - Cal Mold, Inc. - Prado-Mira
- Loma Zoning Area - Second Supervisorial District - Located south of Riverside Drive, on
* the east side of Hamner Avenue; 22 Acres — 3 Lots - [-P (Industnal Park) Zone — SP: N/A
- Schedule E. (Quasi-judicial)

IL  PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

- .:Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2 proposes to expand an existing warehouse
- .distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed
e Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of
. .;warehouse space. The proposed Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office
o _.'sﬁace_ and 38,322 square feet of warehouse space. The project will bring 170 additional

- automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.

S '.Téntative Parcel Map No. 32313 proposes to divide 22.20 acres into 3 industrial parcels.

L MEETING SUMMARY:

The following staff presented the subject proposal:
Project Planner, Larry Ross, (951) 955-2402 or E-mail at Iross @rctlma.org

~_The following spoke in favor to the subject proposal:
- . Applicant: Cal Mold, Inc.
- Engineer/Rep.: Albert A. Webb Associates

_ No one spoke in opposition to the subject proposal.
IV. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES:

- A request for Joint Project Review (JPR) was submitted on December 8, 2004. As of
- date, comments from the Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) have not yet been
- ‘received. Without fin2| determination of required conservation, staff cannot recommend
. approval at this time.

" V... PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION

: By avote of 5-0, the Planning Commission, continued PLOT PLAN NO. 14886,
-~ .~ REVISED NO 2 with TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313 without discussion to
o March 16, 2005 Riverside.




MINUTE ORDER: FEBRUARY 16, 2005
AGENDA ITEM 6.6: Page 2

Vi. TAPES:

The entire discussion of this agenda item can be found on Tape No. 1A. For a copy of
the tapes, please contact Dorothy Bradberry, Planning Commission Secretary, at (951)
955-3251 or E-mail at dbradber@rctima.org.




" Agenda ltem No.: 4.1 . Plot Plan No. 14886R2

- -Area Plan: Jurupa Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313
- Supervisorial District: Second EA No: 39498
" _Project Planner: Vanessa Ng Applicant: Cal Mold, Inc.
- Planning Commission: February 22, 2006 Engineer/Rep.: Albert A. Webb Associates

-~ Continued From: February 16, 2005, March
©7 716, 2005, March - 30, 2005 Planning

'~ Commission Hearing

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT :

_“PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION:

Plot Plan No. 14886 Revised No. 2 proposes to expand an existing warehouse distribution site,

“7- " antailing the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed Building A wili consist of
. .+ 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed Building
..“B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of warehouse space. The

"__'__p,ljoject will bring 160 additional automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.

' :lféﬁtative Parcel Map No. 32313 proposes to divide 22.0 acres into 3 industrial parcels.

| e proposed project is located south of Riverside Drive, on the east side of Hamner Avenue.

' BACKGROUND:

. During the March 30, 2005 Planning Commission hearing the project was continued off calendar in

.- order to complete Joint Project Review and receive final determination of required conservation from the

"~ Regional Conservation Authority. On December 16, 2005, the RCA determined that the proposed

‘.. project is in conformance with the Western Riverside County Muiti-Species Habitat Conservation Plan
*-and that ho conservation is required.

_ FURTHER PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS:

" Fébruary 16, 2005

A reguest for Joint Project Review (JPR) was submitted on December 8, 2004. As of February 16,
- 2008, comments from the Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) were not yet received. The project
S was c_':ontinued to the March 16, 2005 in order to receive final determination from the RCA.

- March 16, 2005

As_ of March 16, 2005, comments from the Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) were not yet
—-received. The project was continued to the March 30, 2005 in order to receive final determination from

" the RCA.

. “March 30, 2005

-~ As of March 30, 2005, comments from the Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) were not yet

' . ‘,_,l_'_'e_éeived. The project was continued off calendar until a final determination from the RCA was made.

©* .SUMMARY OF FINDINGS:

. _Exi'sting Land Use: Existing building and vacant land



PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NOQ. 32313
Planning Commission: February 22, 2006

-Page 2 of 4
2. Surrounding Land Use: Existing industrial buildings, vacant land and
S : San Bernardino County
3. Existing Zoning: tndustrial Park
4, Surrounding Zoning: industrial Park and
o - Scenic Highway Commercial
5. General Plan Designation: Business Park
6. Project Data: Total Acreage: 22.0

Number of Buildings: 2 proposed
Square Footage of Buildings: 156,478
proposed
Number of Parking Spaces: 160 additional
o Commercial Acreage:

- 7. Environmental Concerns: See attached environmental assessment

. RECOMMENDATIONS:
o .AbéPTION of a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION for ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO.
. 39498, based on the findings incorporated in the initial study and the conciusion that the project will not
" -have a significant effect on the environment; and,

“APPROVAL of TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313, subject to the attached conditions of approval,
'and"based.upon the findings and conclusions incorporated in the staff report; and

* APPROVAL of PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2, subject to the attached conditions of
‘approval, and based upon the findings and conclusions incorporated in the staff report.
- CONCLUSIONS:

-1.. - The proposed project is in conformance with all elements of the Riverside County General Plan,
- with the exception of the Mira Loma Warehouse Distribution Center Policy Area.

2 The proposed project is consistent with the I-P zoning classification of Ordinance No. 348, and
i with all other applicable provisions of Ordinance No. 348.

: 3 . The public’s heaith, safety and general welfare are protected through project design.
4 The proposed project wili not have a significant effect on the environment.

5. The proposed project will not preclude reserve design for the Multi-Species Habitat Conservation
- Plan (MSCHP). '

. 8. The proposed project is compatible with Countywide Design Standards and Guidelines adopted
77 January 13, 2004.

E INDINGS: The following findings are in addition to those incorporated in the summary of findings, and

e " in' the attached environmental assessment, which is incorporated herein by reference.




'PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2
‘TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313
. Planning Commission: February 22, 2006
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Coto.

The project site is designated Business Park (BP) on the Jurupa Area Plan.

" - The Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy indicates that in the Business Park land

- use designation within the Jurupa Area Plan, warehousing and distribution may only occur within
the policy area. The proposed project lies immediately outside the policy area boundary, and is

~subject to the limitations of the policy. However, the intent of the Mira Loma
- Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy is to keep potential diesel and hazardous emissions, traffic

generation, land use compatibility, and other environmental concerns away from residential
areas. With respect to the proposed project, the following conditions exist;

. The proposed project is an expansion of an existing warehouse facility.
. . The proposed project is surrounded by existing warehouses to north, east, and south.

Vehicular traffic coming to and from the project site will avoid contact with residential

neighborhoods. The proposed project lies approximately 1/3 of a mile south of the 60 freeway,

and no residences exist between the 60 freeway and the project site.

. There are no existing residences within the vicinity of the project area.

- Ihi-li'ght of the above, the proposed project is considered consistent with the intent of the Mira

Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy Area.

- “The project site is surrounded by properties which are designated BP to the north, south, and

-east. Properties to the west are not within the County of Riverside.

- The zoning for the subject site is Industrial Park (I-P).

- Surfrounding zones |-P to the north, south, and east. Properties to the west are not within the

County of Riverside.

The proposed use, a warehouse building, is permitted in the BP designation.

.The proposed use, a warehouse building, is consistent with the development standards set forth

in the {-P zone.

- --The land uses on the subject site are offices and warehouses.

' '-iThe fand uses on surrounding parcels include industrial/warehousing to the north, south, and east.
. Properties to the west are not within the County of Riverside.

'::.'I'_his project is located within Criteria Area 68 (Celi Group A) of the Muiti-Species Habitat

Conservation Plan. The project underwent the HANS Review process (HANS #420) and Joint
Project Review, where it was concluded that conservation is not required.

"The following environmental impacts have been found to be less than significant with mitigation

. Incorporated through those measures identified in Environmental Assessment No. 39312:

(@) Aesthetics
{b) Biological Resources {d) Geology/Soils
(¢} Cultural Resources (e) Recreation



Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313
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These listed impacts will be fully mitigated by the measures indicated in the environmental assessment, .
conditions of approval, and attached letters. No other significant impacts were identified.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:

1. As of this writing, no letters, in support or opposition have been received.
2, The project site is not located within:
a. an Alguist-Priolo earthquake fault hazard study zone;
b. a 100 year flood plain, an area drainage plan, or a dam inundation area;
d. a city of sphere of influence; '
e. a General Plan hazardous fire area;
f. Mt. Palomar light regulation zone; and
g. a Stephen’s Kangaroo Rat fee area or a core reserve, California Gnatcatcher, Quino
checkerspot.
3. The project site is located within:

a. The Jurupa Unified School District;

b Jurupa Community Services District;

c A Criteria Cell of the MSHCP;

d. Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District; and

e The Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy Area.

4. The subject site is currently designated as Assessor’s Parcel Number(s) 156-040-003, 052.

VN:vn

YATM2WNgWPlot Plans'PP14886r2 - PM32313\SR _approve.doc
Date Preparad: 8/18/03

Date Revisad: 2/10/06
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY |
: ENV IRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: INITIAL STUDY

" Environmental Assessment (E.A.) Number: 39498
~ Project Case Type (s) and Number(s): Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2 and
Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313
Lead Agency Name: County of Riverside Planning Department
‘Address: 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor, P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, CA 92502-1409
.Contact Person: Larry Ross
Telephone Number: (951) 955-2046
Applicant’s Name: Cal-Mold, Inc. _
-~ Applicant’s Address: 3900 Hamner Avenue, Mira Loma, Calffornia 91752

L PROJECT INFORMATION
A, ~ Project Description:
Plot Plan No. 14886 Revised No. 2 proposes to expand an existing warehouse
- distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed
Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of
- warehouse space. The proposed Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office
- space and 38,322 square feet of warchouse space. The project will bring 160 additional
~automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.
Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313 proposes to divide 22.0 acres into 3 industrial parcels.

B.  Type of Project: Site Specific [X]; Countywide [_]; Community [_]; Policy [ ].

C.  Total Project Area:

‘Residential Acres: Lots: Units: Projected Nummber of
o : Residents:
- Commercial Acres: Y.ots: Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: Est. No. of Employees:
- Industrial Acres: 22.0 Lots: Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: Est. No. of Employees:
s 156,478

" Other:
D - Assessor’s Parcel No(s): 156-040-003, 052

E. Street References: The proposed project is located south of Riverside Drive, on
 the east side of Hamner Avenue.

F. ~ Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal
Description: Section 7, Township 2 South, Range 6 West.
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~ G..  Brief description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and

~ its surroundings: The site appears to have been a vineyard at one time, now long
~abandoned. The site has been exposed to recurring surface disturbances likely from weed
-abatement activities and does not support any native vegetation communities for these
~reasons. A dense coverage of non-native grasses and weedy species dominate the site.

Vegetative cover was estimated at 60-75 percent. A SCE transmission line easement
. bisects the property in a northeast-southwest trending direction. Trash debris is also
. scattered throughout the site.

- I, APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE POLICIES AND ZONING

A.  Area Plan Map Information
- ;7 1. AreaPlan: Jurupa
oA Area Plan Land Use: Business Park
R A Area Plan Policy Area, if any:

B. | Adopted Specific Plan Information _
1. Name and Number of Specific Plan, if any:
2. Specific Plan Planning Area, and Policies, if any:

. ~C. . " Existing Zoning: Industrial Park (I-P)
~“D."  Proposed Zoning, if any: n/a
E Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning: Industrial Park (I-P) and Scenic
Highway Commercial (C-P-S)

III. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
" The environmental factors checked below ( x ) would be potentially affected by this

_projéct,'involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less
than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated™ as indicated by the checklist on the

.- following pages.
- [ 4] ‘Aesthetics [ | Hazards & Hazardous L] Public Services
L Materials
| L] Agriculture Resources | [ | Hydrology/Water Quality | [X] Recreation
=] Air Quality [ 1Land Use/Planning Eﬁ”ransportation/Traffic
- X} Biological Resources [ ] Mineral Resources [T Utilities/Service Systems
- X} Cultural Resources "] Noise [ | Other
X Geology/Soils trPopulation/Housing Mandatory Findings of
: : Significance
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"IV. DETERMINATION

_-On the basis of this initial evaluation:

= A PREVIOUSENVIRONNIENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE
{ DECLARATION WAS NOT PREPARED

I ] 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revistons in the

project, described in this document, have been made or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

L] I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,

‘| ‘and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

- A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE

- | DECLARATION WAS PREPARED

] Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment NOTHING FURTHER IS REQUIRED because all potentially significant

e _éffects (a) have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration

.. | pursuant to applicable legal standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, including revisions or mitigation measures that
‘are imposed upon the proposed project.

D_ I find that although all potentially significant effects have been adequately analyzed
in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable legal standards, some

| changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in California

- | Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist. An ADDENDUM to a previously-certified
'| EIR or Negative Declaration has been prepared and will be considered by the approving
body or bodies.

1 L] Ifind that at least one of the condmons described in California Code of Regulations,
Section 15162 exist, but I further find that only minor additions or changes are necessary
to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changcd situation;

" | therefore a SUPPLEMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is

required that need only contain the information necessary to make the previous EIR

- | adequate for the project as revised.

Page 3of 37




[} Ifind that at least one of the following conditions described in California Code of
Regulations, Section 15162, exist and a SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required: (1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project
‘which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the
‘| irivolvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; (2) Substantial changes have occurred
| with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which will
_require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the
-involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; or (3) New information of substantial
.importance, which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
. | reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the

| negative declaration was adopted, shows any the following:(A) The project will have one

“ or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or negative declaration;(B)

- | Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in
| thé previous EIR or negative declaration;(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives
previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially

- - |.reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to

.| adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives; or,(D) Mitigation mieasures or alternatives
‘which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR or negative

-1 declaration would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project on

I'the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or
| alternatives.

| 7/1/(’3( February 23, 2005

; Signature / % Date

“ Vanessa N g, Contract Planner For Robert Johnson, Planning Director

- Printed Name
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V.  ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES ASSESSMENT

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

Code Section 21000-21178.1), this Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the
proposed project to determine any potential significant impacts upon the environment
that would result from construction and implementation of the project. In accordance
with California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, this Initial Study is a preliminary
analysis prepared by the Lead Agency, the County of Riverside, in consultation with
other jurisdictional agencies, to determine whether a Negative Declaration, Mitigated
Negative Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report is required for the proposed
‘project. The purpose of this Initial Study is to inform the decision-makers, affected
agencies, and the public of potential environmental impacts associated with the

- implementation of the proposed project.

Potentially Less than. Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

AESTHETICS Would the project

© 1. Scenic Resources 1 L] L] X
. a) Have a substantial effect upon a scenic
“highway corridor within which it is located?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, [ _] L] ] X
- -including, but not limited to, trees, rock
" outcroppings and unique or landmark features;
- obstruct any prominent scenic vista or view
~ open to the public; or result in the creation of
“an aesthetically offensive site open to public
~view?

_S(')urc':e: RCIP Fig. C-9

- Findings of Fact: The site is not located in scenic highway corridor. The project will not
substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
“outcroppings and unique or landmark feature, obstruct any prominent scenic vista or view
" open to the public, or result in the creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to
“public view.

N_Iitigatio'n: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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2. Mt. Palomar Observatory L] ] ] X
Interfere with the night time use of the Mt. '

Palomar Observatory, as protected through

Riverside County Ordinance No. 6557

Source: GIS data base, Ord. No_. 655, EIR 329

Findings of Fact: The project is located approximately 60.38 miles from the Mt. Palomar
Observatory, and is not subject to the provisions of Ordinance 655.

Mitigation: No mitigation required.

Monitoring: No monitoring required.

3. Other Lighting Issues ] X ] (]
ay Createa new source of substantial light

or glare which would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area?

b) Expose residential property to ] [] X [}
unacceptable light levels?

Source: Project application materials.

Findings of Fact: The proposed project may generate additional amounts of lights that
would adversely affect day or nighttime views or expose residential property to
unacceptable light levels. However, impacts to day or nighttime views and unacceptable
light levels may be mitigated through proper hooding and direction of new light.

Mitigation; The project has been conditioned to hood and direct any new light used in
conjunction with the proposed use. (COA 10. PLANNING. 3)

Monitoring: Monitoring will occur through the plan check process.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES Would the project

4. Agriculture L] ] X L]

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

24

b) Conflict with existing agriculturat use,  [_] [] ]
or a Williamson Act (agricultural preserve)
contract (Riv. Co. Agricultural Land
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Potentially  Less than Less Than No
Significant  Significant  Significant  Impact
- s Tmpact with Impact ‘
Mitigation
[rcorporated

Conservation Contract Maps)?

c) Cause development of non-agricultural [ ] L] ] X
uses within 300 feet of agriculturally zoned )
property (Ordinance No. 625 “Right-to-
Farm™)?

d) Involve other changes in the existing L] ] L] X
environment which, due to their location or
" nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

Source: RCIP Fig. 08-2, Ordinance No. 625, EIR 329

Findings of Fact: The project site is located within an area mapped as Prime Farmland,
however the project is an expansion of an existing industrial site and surrounding
properties have also been converted to industrial uses. The project site is not located
within an existing agricultural preserve, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique
Farmland. This project will not cause the development of a non-agricultural use within
300 feet of agriculturally zoned property. Thus, this project is not subject to Ordinance
No. 625. The proposed project will not result in the further conversion of farmland to
non-agricultural uses.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required

Monitoring: No monitoring is required

AIR QUALITY Would the project

3. Air Quality Impacts ]
a) Conlflict with or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality plan?

X

b) Violate any air quality standard or | |
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

X

~ ¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net [ | 1
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors which are {1 L1 X 1
located within I mile of the project site to
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Potentially  Less than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

project substantial point source emissions?

- &) Involve the construction of a sensitive | ] X ]
receptor located within one mile of an existing
-substantial point source emitter?

f) Create objectionable odors affecting a 1 ] [ X
- _substantial number of people?

‘Source: Project materials, Air Quality Report

- Findings of Fact: A previous air quality repott was prepared for Approved Plot Plan No.
18440, which determined that the project would not have potentially significant air

- quality impacts. Since Approved Plot Plan No. 18440 is immediately adjacent to the
proposed project, and since the scope of the proposed project is significantly smaller than
that of Approved Plot Plan No. 18440, the findings of the air quality report may also
apply to the proposed project.

The proposed project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan. The proposed project will not violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. The proposed
project will not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant.
The proposed project will not expose sensitive receptors which are located within 1 mile
of the project site to project substantial point source emissions. The proposed project will
not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required

‘Monitoring: No monitoring is required

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project

6. Wildlife & Vegetation L X ] ]
. a) Conflict with the provisions of an

-adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Conservation Community Plan, or other

-approved local, regional, or state conservation

~plan?

 b) Have a substantial adverse effect, either [ ] X ] F]
directly or through habitat modifications, on '
any endangered, or threatened species, as listed
-'in Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations (Sections 670.2 or 670.5) or in
- Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations

~-(Sections 17.11 or 17.12)?
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Potentially  Less than Less Than No
Significant  Significant  Significant  Impact

'“ Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
"""¢) Have a substantial adverse effect, either [_] L] X [N

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

d) Interfere substantially with the ] L] [] =4
- movement of any native resident or migratory
~ fish or wildlife species or with established
- frlat_ive resident migratory wildlife corridors, or
- impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

. -e) Have a substantial adverse effectonany [ | ] ] X
: riparian habitat or other sensitive natural '
- community identified in local or regional
- plans, policies, regulations or by the California
..Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish
-.and Wildlife Service?

.- f) Have a substantial adverse effect on L] ] (] 4
- -federally protected wetlands as defined by
- - Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including,
-but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling,
- hydrological interruption, or other means?

" g) Conflict with any local policies or U] L] (] X
- ordinances protecting biological resources,

- such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

o -Source: MSHCP, Review by County Biologist, PD-B #2803

" Findings of Fact: The project lies within a Criteria Cell of the Western Riverside Muiti-

- Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). As such, the project is required to comply
- with all provisions of the MSHCP. This includes providing any necessary habitat

- agsessments, focused surveys, etc. to the County of Riverside.

. A habitat assessment was performed on the project site (PD-B #2803) and concluded that
the study area does not contain habitat currently suitable to support or sustain a viable
Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly population. The report also indicated that suitable
*-habitat to support Brand’s phacelia was not recorded on site during the May 2004 survey.
.- In addition, no direct observations or burrowing owl signs were recorded during the May
2004 survey. However, the project has been conditioned for a burrowing owl survey
- prior to grading.
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Potentially  Less than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
= Tmpact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Based on the conclusions of PD-B #2803 and review by the Environmental Programs
Department and Regional Conservation Authority, the project does not conflict with the
provisions of any conservation plan. The project will not have a substantial adverse
effect on any endangered or threatened species. The project will not have a substantial
adverse effect on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species.
The project will not substantially interfere with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species, or with established wildlife corridors, or impede on
native wildlife nursery sites. The project will not have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive communities. The project will not have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands. The project will not conflict with any
local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. In addition, the project is not
within the Stephen’s Kangaroo Rat fee area, therefore is not subject to pay SKR fees.

Mitigation: In order to mitigate any impacts to local species and in order to comply with
the MSHCP, the project has been conditioned for a burrowing owl survey thirty days
prior to the issuance of grading permits. (COA 60.PLANNING.1)

Monitoring: Monitoring will occur through the plan check process.

CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project

7. Historic Resources [ ] [ L] I
a) Alter or destroy an historic site?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in L] (] ] X

the significance of a historical resource as
defined in California Code of Regulations,
Section 15064.57

Source: Project materials, RCIP Fig. OS-7, PD-A #3410

Findings of Fact: An historical/archaeological resource survey (PD-A #3410) was
performed on the project site and produced “completely negative results for potential
cultural resources”. However, if any buried cultural materials are found during grading
activities, materials must be examined and evaluated by a qualified archaeologist prior to
any further activity.

Based on the findings of PD-A #3410, it is unlikely that the project will alter or destroy
an historic site. The project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource.

The project has been conditioned for a grading permit note, indicating that activities will

be halted if any cultural resources are uncovered. (PP14886R2 COA 60.PLANNING.15
and PM32313 COA 60.PLANNING.11)

Page 10 of 37




Potentially  Less than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant  Impact

- Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incomporated
Mitigation: No mutigation is required.
Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
8. Archaeological Resources L] L] L] <
a) Alter or destroy an archaeological site.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in L] L] [] X

the sigmficance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to California Code of Regulations,
Section 15064.57

3
]
X

c) Disturb any human remains, including L]
those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

d) Restrict existing religious or sacred uses L1

]
4
I

within the potential impact area?

Source: Project materials, RCIP Fig. OS-6, PD-A #3410

Findings of Fact: An historical/archaeological resource survey (PD-A #3410) was
performed on the project site and produced “completely negative results for potential
cultural resources”. However, if any buried cultural materials are found during grading
activities, materials must be examined and evaluated by a qualified archaeologist prior to
any further activity.

Based on the findings of PD-A #3410, it is unlikely that the project will alter or destroy
an archaeological site. The project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource. The project will not disturb any human
remains or restrict existing religious/sacred uses.

The project has been conditioned for a grading permit note, indicating that activities will
be halted if any cultural resources are uncovered. (PP14886R2 COA 60.PLANNING.15
and PM32313 COA 60.PLANNING.11)

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required

9. Paleontological Resources L] X ' L]
- Directly or indirectly destroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique

geologic feature?
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Squrce: RCIP Fig. 0S-8

Findings of Fact: The project is located within an area of potential paleontology
resources. The RCIP designation is High B (Hb).

Mitigation: The plot plan and parcel map have been conditioned to be monitored by a
paleontologist for sub-surface paleontological resources. (PP 14886R2 COA
60.PLANNING. 14 and PM32313 COA. 60. PLANNNING. 4)

Monitoring: Mitigation will occur through the plan check process

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Definitions for Land Use Suitability Ratings

Where indicated below, the appropriate Land Use Suitability Rating(s) has been checked.
NA - Not Applicable S - Generally Suitable PS - Provisionally Suitable
U - Generally Unsuitable R - Restricted

a. Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

10. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone [ | ] ] X
or County Fault Hazard Zones
Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? .
A-PZones NARX PS{] U[] R[]
CFHZones NA[X] Ps[] U[] R[]

Source: RCIP Fig. S-2

Findings of Fact: The project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone or a
County Fault Hazard Zone.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

11. Liquefaction Potential Zone 1 ] 1 X
Seismic-related ground failure, including
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liquefaction?

NAK s ps[] ul] R[]

Source: RCIP Fig. S-3

Findings of Fact: The project site is not located within an area of liquefaction potential.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monttoring: No monitoring is required.

12. Ground-shaking Zone [] L X O
Strong seismic ground shaking?

NA[] s ps[] u{l R[]

Source: UBC 1997, Fig. 16.2

Findings of Facts: The project is located within zone 4 of 1997 Uniform Building Code,
this indicates a high amount of potential ground shaking. The Department of Building
and Safety requires new structures to conform with the requirements of the Uniform
Building Code. The impact from ground shaking for buildings built to these standards is
less than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

13. Landslide Risk ] L] [] [X]

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
collapse, or rockfall hazards?

NAD] s[J ps[] uld R[]

Source: RCIP Fig. S-6
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Findings of Fact: The project site is relatively flat and not located on a geologic unit or
soil that is unstable, that would potentially result in on- or off- site landslide, lateral
spreading, collapse, or rockfall hazard.

Mitigation: No mitigation required

Monitoring: No monitoring required

14. Ground Subsidence L ] X
Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is

unstable, or that would become unstable as a

result of the project, and potentially result in

ground subsidence?

Source: RCIP Fig. S-7, review by County geologist

Findings of Fact: The project site 1s not located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or would become unstable as a result of the project. The project will not
potentially result in ground subsidence. '

Mitigation: No mitigation required

Monitoring: No monitoring required

15. Other Geologic Hazards ] L] ] X
Such as seiche, mudflow or volcanic hazard?

Source: Staff review, RCIP

~ Findings of Fact: This project has been reviewed by the County Geologists. The project
is not subject seiche hazard, mudflow, or volcanic hazard.

Mitigation: No mitigation required

Monitoring: No monitoriag is required

Would the project:

16. Slopes O] ] O X

a) Change topography or ground surface
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relief features? -
b) Create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 [ ] L] ] X
or higher than 10 feet?
c) Result in grading that affects or negates || 1 ] >

subsurface sewage disposal systems”

Source: RCIP Fig. S-4

Findings of Fact: This project will result only in less than significant change in
topography or ground surface relief features in order to accommodate drainage. This
project will not create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1. This project will not result in
grading that will affect or negate subsurface sewage disposal system.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

17. Soils ] L] L] <
a) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

b) Be located on expansive soil, as defined [ ] [ ] ] =4
in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or

property?

Source: U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service Soil Surveys

Findings of Fact: The construction of the proposed project will not substantially impact
soils or result in erosion. The project site is not composed of expansive soil. The soil
type is Hanford-Tujunga-Greenfield which has a low shrink-swell potential.

Mitigation: No mitigation ts required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

18. Erosion L] L] ] X

a} Change deposition, siltation or erosion
which may modify the channel of a river or
~_stream or the bed of a lake?
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b) Result in any increase in water erosion [ [] =4 ]

either on or off site?

Source: U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service Soil Surveys, project materials

Findings of Fact: The construction of the proposed buildings will not substantially
impact soils or result in erosion. The type of topsoil 1s Hanford-Tujunga-Greenfield
Association. The project will not impact deposition, siltation, or erosion that would
modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of a lake. The proposed project may
cause minor amounts of erosion and has been conditioned by the Department of Building
and Safety Grading Division to mitigate for erosion.

Mitigation: The project has been reviewed by the Riverside County Grading Division,
- and has been conditioned to comply with their requirements. (COA 10. BS GRADE. 6;
60. BS GRADE. 3)

Monitoring: Monitoring will occur through the plan check process

19. Wind Erosion and Blowsand from [] IX] ] ]
project either on or off site.
Be impacted by or result in an increase in
wind erosion and blowsand, either on or off
site?

Source: RCIP Fig. S-8, Ord. No. 460, Sec. 14.2 & Ord. No. 484

Findings of Fact: The project is located in area of potentially high wind erodibility. The
project site is not located within a blowsand area.

Mitigation: The potential for wind erosion has been mitigated through dust control
measues. (COA 10. BS GRADE. 5) The project has also been conditioned for
landscaping, which will help mitigate wind erosion. (COA 80. PLANNING. 22; 90.
PLANNING. 18, 19) '

Monitoring: Monitoring will occur through the plan check process.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project

20. Hazards and Hazardous Materials ] ] ] X
a) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine

Page 16 of 37




Potentially  Less than Less Than Neo
Significant  Significant Significant  Impact

- Irpact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? ,
b) Create a significant hazard to the public  [_] L] L] 4

or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

¢) Impair implementation of or physically [ ] L] (] X
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or an emergency evacuation plan?

d) Emit hazardous emissions or handle L] L] ] X
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

e) Be located on a site which is included on  [_] ] L] X
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?

Source: Staff review, project materials

Findings of Fact: The project has been reviewed by County Environmental Health
Hazardous Matenials Division. No hazardous materials are associated with this project.
The project does not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. The project does not 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. The project does not impair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan. The project will
not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. The
project is not 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 not
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitonng is required.

21. Airports L] L L] X

a) Result in an inconsistency with an
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Airport Master Plan? _
b) Require review by the Airport Land Use [_] ] [l 4
Commission?
c¢) For a project located within an airport L] [] L] X

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

d) For a project within the vicinity of a ] ] ] =
private airstrip, or heliport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

Source: GIS, RCIP Fig. LU-7

Findings of Fact: The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or
private airstrip, therefore will not result in a safety hazard for people working or residing
within the project area. This project does not require review by the Airport Land Use
Commission. Furthermore, this project will not result in an inconsistency with an Airport
Master Plan.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

22. Hazardous Fire Area ] ] ] X
Expose people or structures to a significant : o

risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland

fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to

urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?

Source: RCIP Fig. S-11, GIS
Findings of Fact: The project site is not located within a high fire area.
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project

23. Water Quality Impacts 1 ] ] DI
. a) Substantially alter the existing drainage

pattern of the site or area, including the

alteration of the course of a stream or river, in

a manner which would resulit in substantal

erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

]
O]
X

b) Violate any water quality standards or L]
waste discharge requirements?

L]
O
i

c) Substantially deplete groundwater []
supplies or interfere substantially with
- groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
. production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
. would drop to a level which would not support
- existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

*-d) Create or contribute runoff water which  [_] 1 ] X
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

~€) Place housing within a 100-year flood ] L] ] <]
‘hazard area, as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
or other flood hazard delineation map?

f) Place within a 100-year flood hazard L] L] ]
area structures which would impede or redirect
- flood flows? ‘
- .. g) Otherwise substantially degrade water ] L] ] X
- quality?

- So_ﬁrce: Riverside County Flood Control District - Flood Hazard Report, project materials

Findings of Fact: The project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
- the site. The project will not violate any water quality standards pr waste discharge

requirements. The project will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies of interfere
* substantially with groundwater recharge. The project will not create or contribute runoff

~water, which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
- systems. The project will not place housing or other structures within a 100-year flood
_hazard area. The project will not otherwise substantially degrade water quality.
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Mitigation; No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

24. Floodplains

Degree of Suitability in 100-Year Floodplains. As indicated betow, the appropriate
Degree of Suitability has been checked.
NA - Not Applicable [X] U - Generally Unsuitable [ ] R - Restricted [_]

a) Substantially alter the existing drainage 1 ] ] X
pattern of the site or area, including the

alteration of the course of a stream or river, or

substantially increase the rate or amount of

surface runoff in a manner which would result

in flooding on- or off-site?

L]
L]
]
X

b) Changes in absorption rates or the rate and
amount of surface runoff?

]
L]
]
X

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

d) Changes in the amount of surface waterin [ | [] ] <
any water body?

Source: RCIP Fig. §-9, §-10

Findings of Fact: The proposed project will not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site. The proposed project will not cause changes in absorption
rates or the rate and amount of surface runoff. The proposed project will not expose
people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam (Dam Inundation Area).
The proposed project will not cause changes in the amount of surface water in a water
body.

Mitigation: No mitigation required.

Monitoring: No monitoring required.-

LAND USE/PLANNING Would the project

25. Land Use ] L] L] X
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a) Result in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned land use of an area? :
b) Affect land use within a city sphere of [ L] [ ] <
influence and/or within adjacent city or county
boundaries?

Source: GIS, Project materials, RCIP Fig. LU-1

Findings of Fact: The land uses on surrounding parcels include existing industrial
buildings. The addition of the project to the site will not result in an alteration of the
present land use. The General Plan indicates that the planned use for this area is Business
Park (BP). The proposed project will not represent a substantial alteration of this planned
land use since this type of project is considered a permitted used through the plot plan
application process.

The project is not within a city sphere of influence.
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Menitoring: No monitoring is required.

X

26. Planning L]
a) Be consistent with the site’s existing or
proposed zoning?

b) Be compatible with ex1st1ng surrounding  [_]
zoning?

Ly 0 O

¢) Be compatible with existing and planned ]
surrounding land uses?

0O O O
X
0O X X

d} Be consistent with the land use U]
designations and policies of the
Comprehensive General Plan (including those

of any applicable Specific Plan)?

‘¢) Disrupt or divide the physical ]
arrangement of an established community
(including a low-income or minority

O]
O
X

community)?

Source: RCIP Fig. LU-1, Staff Review, GIS materials

Findings of Fact: The project site is curfently zoned Industrial Park (I-P). This type of
facility is considered a permitted used through a plot plan application within the
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- Industrial Park zone, and therefore it is compatible with existing zoning. Surrounding
~ properties are also zoned Industrial Park and consist of existing industrial buildings,
therefore the proposed project is compatible with surrounding zoning and land uses. The
‘project is consistent with the land use designations and policies of the Comprehensive
General Plan, with the exception of the Mira Loma Warehouse/Distribution Center

. Policy. The proposed project lies immediately outside the policy area boundary, and is
'subject to the limitations of the policy. However, the intent of the Mira Loma
Warehouse/Distribution Center Policy is to keep potential diesel and hazardous
emissions, traffic generation, land use compatibility, and other environmental concerns
away from residential areas. The proposed project does avoid exposing residential areas

. to such environmental concerns, therefore it may be considered consistent with the
" General Plan. This project will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an

"* -established community.

~ Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

... - Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

| “MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project

- 27. Mineral Resources L] ] L] X
.~ -a) Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource in an area classified or

- designated by the State that would be of value

- to the region or the residents of the State?

“'b) Result in the loss of availability of a ] ] [] ¢
Iocally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

e ¢) Be an incompatible land use located L] ] ] X

- adjacent to a State classified or designated area

" orexisting surface mine?

- d). Expose people or property to hazards from ] ] O X

pr'o'posed, existing or abandoned quarnies or

:mines?

'Source: RCIP Fig. 0S-5

| _,;'Findings of Fact: The RCIP indicates that the project site is located within MRZ-3a
“designation. The MRZ-3a designation indicates that mineral deposits are likely to exist,
" however the significance of the deposit is undetermined. Because the project site is not

L 'zoned for mineral resources or mining, the project will not result in the loss of availability

b -"of a known mineral resource. The project will not result in the loss of a locally-
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important mineral resource recovery site. The project is not located near a State
classified or designated area or existing surface mine. The project will not interfere with
mining operations or expose people to risk associated with mining operations.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

NOISE Would the project result in

Definitions for Noise Acceptability Ratings

Where indicated below, the appropriate Noise Acceptability Rating(s) has been
checked.
NA - Not Applicable A - Generally Acceptable B - Conditionally Acceptable
C - Generally Unacceptable D - Land Use Discouraged

28. Airport Noise L] L] U X

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

"Nal A[] B[] c[] D[]

b) For a project within the vicinity of a private  [_] ] ] X
airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

NAK A[] B{] c[J pd

Source: RCIP Fig. LU-7, GIS

Findings of Fact: The project is not within the nearby vicinity of an airport.. The project
is not anticipated to be affected by airport noise.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

9. Railroad Noise .
im&ﬂ A?] B[] ¢ b} - - U IZI
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Source: RCIP Fig. C-1

Findings of Fact: There are no railroads in the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, the
project will not impacted by railroad noise.

Mitigation: No mutigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

30. Highway Noise L] L] L] X .
NAR A(] B[] c[] p(] '

Source: RCIP Fig. C-1

Findings of Fact: The proposed project s located ¥4 mile from Highway 60; however
industrial uses are not considered a sensitive receptor to highway noise.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

31. Other Noise L] L] ‘ J X
NAPDd A[] B[] c[1 D[]

~ Source: RCIP Fig. C-1

Findings of Fact: The proposed project is not expected to be impacted by “other noise”.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is require.d.

32. Noise Effects on or by the Project L] L B ]
a) A substantial permanent increase in : :
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity

_above levels existing without the project?
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b) A substantial temporary or periodic L] L] X ]
increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
¢) Exposure of persons to or generation of [} ] ] <]

noise levels in excess of standards established
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
d) Exposure of persons to or generation of [ _] ] [] Y
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundbome noise levels?

Source: Project materials

Findings of Fact: The project will not result in a substantial increase in ambient noise
levels above existing levels without the project. The project will not expose persons to or
generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the general plan or noise
ordinance. The project will not expose persons to or generate excessive groundbourne
vibration or noise levels. The project will have to abide by the Riverside County noise
ordinance.

The project has been conditioned for exterior noise levels. (COA 10.PLANNING.21)
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoning is required.

POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project

33. Housing L] ] L] Y

a) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

b) Create a demand for additional housing, [ | (] ] B4
particularly housing affordable to households
earning 80% or less of the County’s median
income?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, [ ] L] ] 4
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

d) Affect a County Redevelopment Project [ | L] <] []
Area?
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e) Cumulatively exceed official regional or [ | ] [] =
local population projections?
f) Induce substantial population growthin ] [ X []

an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

Source: Project description and materials

Findings of Fact: The project will not displace any existing housing or necessitate the
construction of replacement housing. The project will not create any additional demand
for housing. The project will not displace any amount of people. The project is located in
the Jurupa Redevelopment Area and has been transmitted to the Economic Development
Agency for review. The project will not have a cumulative effect on regional or local
population projections. Because the project will bring additional jobs to the region, it has
the potential to induce population growth.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring 1s required.

PUBLIC SERVICES Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered government facilities or the
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:

34. Fire Services l:] D El D

Source: RCIP Fig. S-13

Findings of Fact: There is a fire station 3.9 miles from the project site. The proposed
project will incrementally increase the demand for fire services within Riverside County.
However, the project will not require the provision of new or altered government
facilities at this time.

This project has been conditioned to comply with the requirements of the Riverside Fire
Protection Department, and for the payment of standard mitigation fees pursuant to
Ordinance No. 659. {COA 90. PLANNING. 31)

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
35. Sheriff Services [] [] X L]

Source: RCIP Fig. S-13

Findings of Fact: The Riverside Sheriff’s Station is 7.0 miles from the project site. The
proposed project will incrementally increase the demand for Sheriff’s services within
Riverside County. However, the project will not require the provision of new or altered
government facilities at this time.

This project has been conditioned for the payment of standard mitigation fees pursuant to
Ordinance No. 659. (COA 90. PLANNING. 31)

* Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

- Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

36. Schools ] L] X [

Source: RCIP Fig. 5-14

Findings of Fact: The proposed project is located within the Jurupa School District. This
project is subject to the payment of school fees. However, the project will not require the
_provision of new or altered government facilities at this time.

‘This project is conditioned for the payment of standard school impact fees in accordance
- with state law. (COA 80 PLANNING. 18)

. Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

‘Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

37. Libraries P L] ] X
S(;iifce: Project materials
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Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

Findings of Fact: The proposed project will not create a significant incremental demand
for library services. The project will not require the provision of new or altered
government facilities at this time.

Mitigation: No mitigation required.

Monitoring: No monitoring required.

38. Health Services D [ L] X

Source: Project materials, RCIP Fig. S-12

Findings of Fact: This project will not impact health services.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoning is required.

RECREATION

39. Parks and Recreation ] ] ] X
a) Would the project include recreational

facilities or require the construction or

expansion of recreational facilities which

might have an adverse physical effect on the

environment?

b) Would the project include the use of L] ] L] B4
existing neighborhood or regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

c) Is the project located withina C.S.A.or [ | L] ] <
recreation and park district with a Community
Parks and Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)?

Source: RCIP Fig. OS-3, Ord. No. 460, Section 10.35, Ord. No. 639, letter from Jurupa
Area Recreation and Park District.

Findings of Fact: The proposed project will not include recreational facilities or required

_ the construction or expansion of facilities. The proposed project will not include the use
of existing neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational facilities. The project is
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located within the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District. However, the Jurupa Area
Recreation and Park District has determined that the project will not have direct impact to
the District and will not be required to pay Quimby fees.

Mitigation: No mitigation required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

40. Recreational Trails I:I @ ] D

Source: RCIP Fig. C-5 & C-6

Findings of Fact: A RCIP designated Community Trail lies within the northem boundary
of the project area. The proposed project has been conditioned for a community trail
easement by the Transportation and Planning Departments.

Mitigation: The proposed project has been conditioned prior to map recordation, prior to
issuance of grading permits, and prior to building final inspection for a community trail.
(PP14886R2 COA 90. Trans. 15, 16 and PM32313 COA 10. Planning. 16; 50. Planning.
18, 19; 50. Trans. 28, 29; 60. Planning. 12)

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Would the project

41. Circulation L] ] < ]
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is

substantial in relation to the existing traffic

load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,

resuit in a substantial increase in either the

number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity

ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Result in inadequate parking capacity? [ ]

LI

X
]

c) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated road or
highways?

d) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, [ | [ ] ¢
including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

e) Alter waterborne, rail or air traffic? L] L] ] <
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Mitigation
Incorporated
f) Substatially increase hazards to a design [ ] [] ] <

feature (e.g. , sharp curves or dangerous
intersectioris) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm
equipmer:)?

g) Cause an effect upon, or a need for new
or alter:d maintenance of roads?

h) Cause an effect upon circulation during
the project’s construction?

1} Result in inadequate emergency access or
ac.ess to nearby uses?

I N O
O 0 0g O
U O XK
X X OO O

" j) Conflict with adopted policies supporting
alternative transportation (e.g. bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

Source: RCIP Fig. C-1

Findings of Fact: The project will not produce any significant amounts of traffic. The
Transportation Department reviewed the proposal and found it exempt from traffic study
requirements.

The proposed project has been conditioned by the Transportation Department for
standard payment of fees, submission of plans, and improvements. (COA. 10. TRANS.
1,2,3,4,6,7, 80. TRANS. 4, 8, 9;90. TRANS. 2,6,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14)

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

42. Bike Trails | ] ] ] X

Source: RCIP Fig. C-7

Findings of Fact: The Transportation Department has found that no additional
right-of-way will be required for this project.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

UTILITY AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Wouid the project

2

43. Water L] L] L]
a) Require or result in the construction of
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new water treatment facilities or expansion of
- existing facilities, the construction of which
would cause significant environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies availableto [ ] L] [] X
~ serve the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements

needed? ‘

Source: Project materials

Findings of Fact: The project shall be serviced with water by the Jurupa Community
Services District. This project has been reviewed by the Riverside County Department of
Health. The project does not require or will not result in the construction of new water
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would
cause significant environmental effects. There are sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. The project will have a less
than significant impact from the current use due to increased amounts of landscaping.

“This project has been conditioned to comply with the requirements of the Riverside
County Department of Environmental Health. Water and sewer shall be installed in
accordance with the requirements of the Riverside County Department of Environmental
Health. (COA 80 Environmental Health.1)

Mitigation: No mitigation s required.

‘Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

-44. Sewer [] L] [] 4
~a) Require or result in the construction of

new wastewater treatment facilities, including

~ septic systems, or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which would

cause significant environmental effects?

'b) Result in a deterrnination by the L] ] ] X
- wastewater treatment provider which serves or

may service the project that it has adequate

capacity to serve the project’s projected

~demand in addition to the provider’s existing

commitments?

' §_'_ ource: Project materials
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Mitigation
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Findings of Fact: The project shall be serviced with sewer by the Jurupa Community

Services District. This project has been reviewed by the Riverside County Department of
Health. The project will not require or will not result in the construction of new

 wastewater treatment facilities, including septic systems, or expansion of existing

facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental effects. The
project will not require additional sewer requirements than the current use, a potential net
decrease may occur with fewer employees present.

This project has been conditioned to comply with the requirements of the Riverside
County Department of Environmental Health. Water and sewer shall be installed in
accordance with the requirements of the Riverside County Department of Environmental
Health. (COA 80. EHEALTH.1)

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

45. Solid Waste L] L] B 4
a) Is the project served by a landfill with

sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate

the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

b) Comply with federal, state, and local ] [] L] <
statutes and regulations related to solid wastes

(including the CIWMP (County Integrated
Waste Management Plan)?

Source: Project materials

Findings of Fact: The project will not substantially alter existing or future solid waste
generation patterns and disposal services. The project will be consistent with the County
Integrated Waste Management Plan.

The project has been conditioned to comply with the requirements of the Riverside
County Waste Management District. (COA 80. PLANNING. 17; 90. PLANNING. 32)

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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46. Utilities
- Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the

construction of new facilities or the expansion of existing facilities; the construction of
-~ which could cause significant environmental effects?

a) Electricity? '

(10

b) Natural gas?

- ¢} Communications systems?

d) Storm water drainage?

f) Maintenance of public facilities, including
*_roads?

jm
T
R KRR

L]

.
[
e) Street lighting? E
Ll
O]

S _8) Other governmental services?
* - -h) Conflict with adopted energy conservation
~-_plans?

B
L

~_‘Source: Project materials
_."'Fi'_é'ldings of Fact: The project has been transmitted to Southern California Edison and the
- Gas Company for their review. The proposed project will not required the construction
- of new facilities or the expansion of existing facilities.

. -Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

- Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

“OTHER

[
[}
X

‘47.. Other: N/A []

" Source: Staff review.

- Findings of Fact; No other significant impacts were identified.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

- "Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

“OTHER

]
[]
[

48, Other: N/A L

© Source: Staff review.
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Findings of Fact: No other significant impacts were 1dentified.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoning: No monitoring is required.

OTHER

49. Other: N/A L] [ ] [ 4

Source: Staff review.

Findings of Fact: No other significant impacts were identified.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

50. Does the project have the potential to [] ] L] — X

substantially 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 amimal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare, or endangered plant
or animal to eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

Source: Above checklist.

Findings of Fact; The preceding analysis does not identify any significant impacts related
to general environmental quality, fish and wildlife resources, or cultural resources.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monttoring s required.

51. Does the project have the potential to ] ] ] X
achieve short-term environmental goals, to the o '
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Significant  Significant Significant - Impact

- Impact with Impact
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Incorporated

disadvantage of long-term environmental
goals? (A short-term impact on the
environment 1s one which occurs in a relatively
brief, definitive period of time while long-term
impacts will endure well into the future.)

Source: Above checklist.

Findings of Fact: The preceding analysis concludes that the project does not have the
potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental goals. -

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

52. Does the project have impacts which are  [_] L] [ ] X
- individually limited, but cumulatively :
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”

means that the incremental effects of an

individual 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 as

defined in California Code of Regulations,

Section 15130)7

Source: Above checklist.

Findings of Fact: The preceding analysis has not identified any impacts, which are
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation: No mitigation 1s required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

53. Does the project have environmental L] ] L] &
effects which will cause substantial adverse

effects on human beings, either directly or

indirectly?
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Source: Above checklist.

Findings of Fact: The preceding assessment does not identify any significant potential
adverse impacts on human beings. CEQA and the County’s procedures for implementing
CEQA provide a mechanism for reevaluation of this finding in the event that the specific
nature of the future use of the proposed project presents the potential for substantial
adverse impacts on humans.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

VI. EARLIER ANALYSES

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
California Code of Regulations, Section 15063 (c) (3) (D). In this case, a bnef discussion
should identify the following:

Earlier Analyses Used, if any:

RCIP Riverside County Integrated Plan — General Plan,
Adopted October 7, 2003

MSHCP : Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Program,
Adopted June 17, 2003.

PD-B# 2803 “Results of a Habitat Suitability Evaluation, 11-acre
site, Mira Loma, Riverside County, California”,
prepared by Ecological Sciences, Inc., dated May

11, 2004.

PD-A #3410 “Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey
Report Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313”, prepared
by CRM TECH, dated September 21, 2004.

GIS Riverside County Geographic Information System

Soil Survey Soil Survey Western Riverside Area California -

United States Department of Agriculture,
Department of Interior, Issued Nov. 1971
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Air Quality Report “Air Quality Impact Analysis Report: Light

Industrial/Business Park at Milliken Ave./Riverside
Dr., Riverside County Fast Tract Authorization No.
2002-18" prepared by Michae!l Brandman
Associates, dated February 11, 2003,

Location Where Earlier Analyses, if used, are available for review:

Riverside County Planning Department

4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor
P.O. Box 1409
Riverside, CA 92502-1409
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EVERY DEPARTMENT
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EVERY. 1 USE - PROJECT DESCRIPTION: <+ 7=
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The use hereby permitted is for the expansion of an
existing warehouse distribution site, to include the
construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The
proposed Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of
office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space.
The proposed Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet
of office space and 38,322 squre feet of warehouse space.
The project will bring 160 additional automobile parking
spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site.

EVERY. 2 USE - HOLD HARMLESS

The applicant/permittee or any successor-in-interest shall
defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the County of
Riverside (COUNTY) its agents, officers, or employees from
any c¢laim, action, or proceeding against the COUNTY, its
agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void,
or annul an approval of the COUNTY, its advisory agencies,
appeal boards, or legislative bedy concerning Plot Plan
NO. 14886, Revised No. 2. The COUNTY will promptly notify
the applicant/permittee of any such claim, action, or
proceeding against the COUNTY and will cooperate fully in
the defense. TIf the COUNTY fails to promptly notify the
applicant/permittee of any such claim, action, or
proceeding or fails to cooperate fully in the defense, the
applicant/permittee shall not, thereafter, be responsible
to defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the COUNTY.

EVERY. 3 USE ~ DEFINITIONS

The words identified in the following list that appear in
all capitals in the attached conditions of Plot Plan

No. 14886. Revised No. 2, shall be henceforth defined as
follows:

APPROVED EXHIBIT A = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit A7, dated 10/20/04.

APPROVED EXHIRIT B = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit A3 and A6, dated 10/20/04 and Plot Plan No. 14886,
Revised No. 2, Exhibit B, dated 1/20/05.

APPROVED EXHIBIT C = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit Al and A4,/dated 10/20/04.

INEFFECT

INEFFECT
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11:14 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PPl4886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052
10. GENERAL CONDITIONS
10. EVERY. 3 USE - DEFINITICNS (cont.)
APPROVED EXHIBIT F = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit F, dated 12/9/04.
APPROVED EXHIBIT L = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit L1 - L7, dated 10/20/04.
APPROVED EXHIBIT M = Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2,
Exhibit M, dated 10/20/04.
10. EVERY. 4 USE - 90 DAYS TO PROTEST

BS

10

10

10

The project developer has 90 days from the date of approval
of these conditions to protest, in accordance with the
procedures set forth in Government Code Section 56020, the
imposition of any and all fees, dedications, reservations
and/or other exactions imposed on this project as a result
of this approval or conditional approval of this project.

GRADE DEPARTMENT

.BS

.BS

.Bs

GRADE. 1 USE  ~-GIN INTRODUCTION

Improvements such as grading, filling, over excavation and
recompaction, and base or paving which require a grading
permit are subject to the included Building and Safety
Department Grading Division conditions of approval.

GRADE. 3 USE-G1.2 OBEY ALL GDG REGS

All grading shall conform to the Uniform Building Code,
Ordinance 457, and all other relevant laws, rules, and
regulations governing grading in Riverside County and prior
to commencing any grading which includes 50 or more cubic
yards, the applicant shall obtain a grading permit from the
Building and Safety Department.

GRADE. 4 USE-G1.3 DISTURBS NEED G/PMT
Ordinance 457 requires a grading permit prior to clearing,

grubbing, or any top soil disturbances related to
construction grading.

Page: 2 -
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11:14 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Cas= #: PPL4886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052
10. GENERAL CONDITIONS

10.BS GRADE. 5 USE-Gl.6 DUST CONTROL
All necessary measures to control dust shall be implemented
by the developer during grading. PM10 plan may be required
at the time a grading permit is issued.

10.BS GRADE. 6 USE-G2.35LOPE EROS CL PLAN
Erosion control - landscape plans, required for
manufactured slopes greater than 3 feet in vertical height,
are to be gigned by a registered landscape architect and
bonded per the requirements of Ordinance 457 (refer to
dept. form 284-47).

10.BS GRADE. 7 USE-G2.5 2:1 MAX SLOPE RATIOC
Graded slopes shall be limited to a maximum steeprness ratio
of 2:1 (horizontal to vertical) unless otherwise approved.

10.B5 GRADE. 10 USE-~G2.8MINIMUM DRNAGE GRADE
Minimum drainage grade shall be 1% except on portland
cement concrete where .35% shall be the minimum.

10.BS GRADE. 12 USE-GZ2.10 SLOPE SETBACKS
Observe slope setbacks from buildings & property lines per
the Uniform Building Code as amended by Ordinance 457.

10.BS GRADE. 14 USE-G2.23 OFFST. PAVED PKG
All offstreet parking areas which are conditioned to be
paved shall conform to Ordinance 457 base and paving design
and inspection requirements.

10.BS GRADE. 18 USE-G4.1E-CL 4:1 QR STEEPER

Plant & irrigate all manufactured slopes steeper than a

4:1 (horizontal to vertical) ratio and 3 feet or greater in
vertical height with grass or ground cover; slopes 15 feet
or greater in vertical height shall be planted with
additional shrubs or trees or as approved by the Building &
Safety Department's Erosion Control Specialist.
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) CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

PLAN: TRANSMITTED Cage #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

' GENERAL CONDITIONS
E HEALTH DEPARTMENT
10.E HEALTH. 1 USE - NO PERMITS REQD INEFFECT

Based on the information provided, no additional permits
from the Hazardous Materials Division will be required.

10.E HEALTH. 2 USE - RE-REVIEW POSSIBLE INEFFECT

If further review of the site indicates additional

Environmental Health issues, the Hazardous Materials

Division reserves the right to regulate the business in
- . accordance with applicable County Ordinances.

FIRE DEPARTMENT
10.FIRE. 1 USE-#04-HIGH PILE/RACK STORAGE INEFFECT

A separate permit may be required for high-pile storage
and/or racks. Sprinkler plans and/or sprinkler review must
be submitted by a licensed sprinkler contractor with
storage and/or rack plans to Riverside County Fire
Department for review and approval of the 2001 cfc Article
81 compliance. Complete Article 81 information re: all
commodities stored, rack dimensions, placement in building,
sprinkler densities, etc. must be provided with suppression
gystem for racks and/or high-pile storage review. A
complete listing of commodities, classified using CFC
Article 81, 2001 Edition and NFPA 13, 1999 Editicn
guidelines by a licensed Fire Protection Engineer (or other
consultant approved by this jurisdiction). (current plan
check deposit base fee is $348.00)

10.FIRE. 2 USE-#50-BLUE DOT REFLECTOR INEFFECT"

"Blue retroreflective pavement markers shall be mounted on
private street, public streets and driveways to indicate
location of fire hydrants. Prior to installation, placement
of markers must be approved by the Riverside County Fire
Department.

10.FIRE. 3 USE-#23-MIN REQ FIRE FLOW INEFFECT

Minimum required fire flow shall be 4000 GPM for a 4 hour
duration at 20 PSI residual operating pressure, which must
“beravailable before any combustible material is placed on
- .the job site. Fire flow is based on type IIIN
- -eonstruction per the 2001 CBC and Building(s) having a fire
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

. 10. . GENERAL CONDITIONS

'10.FIRE. 3 USE-#23-MIN REQ FIRE FLOW (cont.)

8prinkler system.

"10.FIRE. 4 USE-#19-ON/OFF LOOPED HYD

A combination of on-site and off-site super fire hydrants,
on a looped system (6"x4"x2 1/2"x2 1/2"), will be located

',not less than 25 feet or more than 165 feet from any

-portion of the building as measured along approved

- wvehicular travel ways. The required fire flow shall be

1 =f§vai1ab1e from any adjacent hydrants(s) in the system.

- '10.FIRE. 5 USE-#84-TANK PERMITS

'".t Applicant or Developer shall be responsible for obtaining

. under/aboveground fuel, chemical and mixed liquid storage

- “tank permits, from the Riverside County Fire Department and
. Environmental Health Departments. Plans must be submitted

- for approval prior to installation. Aboveground fuel/mixed

- liquid tanks(s) shall meet the following standard: Tank

‘must be tested and labeled to UL2085 Protected Tank
- Standard or SwRI 93-01. The test must include the

Projectile Penetration Test and-the Heavy Vehicle Impact
Test. A sample copy of the tank's label from an independent

‘test laboratory must be included with your plans. (current

plan check deposit base fee is $217.00 for first tank, each

.additional tank $32.00.)} '

'10.FIRE. 6 USE-#89-RAPID HAZMAT BOX

. Rapid entry Hazardous Material data and key storage cabinet

" shall be installed on the ocutside of the building. Plans
‘shall be submitted to the Riverside County Fire Department
- for approval prior to installation. (current plan check

..deposit base fee is $126.00.)

 10.FIRE. 7 USE-#25-GATE ENTRANCES

Géte entrances shall ke at least two feet wider than the

~width of the traffic lane(s) serving that gate. Any gate

. providing access from a road to a driveway shall be located

-at least 35 feet from the roadway and shall open to allow a
~vehicle to stop without obstructing traffic on the road.
- "Where a one-way road with a single traffic lane provides
:-.access to a gate entrance, a 40 foot turning radius shall

. be-used.
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PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED (Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

10. GENERAL CONDITIONS
10.FIRE. 8 USE-#88A-AUTC/MAN GATES INEFFECT

Gate (s) shall be automatic or manual operated, minimum 24
feet in width, with a setback of 35 feet from face of
curb/flow line. Gate access shall be equipped with a rapid
entry system. Plans shall be submitted to the Fire
Department for approval prior to installation.
Automatic/manual gate pins shall be rated with shear pin
force, not to exceed 30 foot pounds. Automatic gates shall
be equipped with emergency backup power. Gates activated
by the rapid entry system shall remain open until closed
by the rapid entry system. (current plan check depocsit
base fee ig $126.00}

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT

IO.FLOOD RI. 2 USE FLCOD HAZARD REPCRT INEFFECT

Plot Plan 14886R2 135 a proposal to construct 2 additional
warehouse buildings to an existing industrial site in the
Eastvale area. The project site is located on the
southeast corner of the intersection at Hamner Avenue and
Riverside Drive.

The proposed development is protected from offsite flows
north of the 60 Freeway by Eastvale Line E-2. Line E-2 has
been constructed by PP 16785 and PP 15978 {(July 2004) but
has not been accepted for maintenance. Onsite flows will
outlet to an existing private storm drain, which was
constructed as Phase II of the adjacent Plot Plan 15023.
The private storm drain ties into the Eastvale Line E-2.
The property shall be responsible for providing Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to offset its impacts to water
gquality.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
10.PLANNING. 1 USE - COMPLY WITH ORD./CODES INEFFECT

The development of these premises shall comply with the
standards of Ordinance No. 348 and all other applicable
Riverside County ordinances and State and Federal codes.

The development of the premises shall conform substantially
with that as shown on APPROVED EXHIBIT A, unless otherwise
amended by these conditions of approval.
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10.

10.

10.

10

10.

10,

10

i0

GENERAL CONDITIONS

PLANNING. 2 USE - FEES FOR REVIEW

Any subsequent submittals required by these conditions of
approval, including but not limited to grading plan,
building plan or mitigation monitoring review, shall be
reviewed on an hourly basis (research fee), or other such
review fee as may be in effect at the time of submittal, as
required by Ordinance No. 671. Each submittal shall be
accompanied with a letter clearly indicating which
condition or conditions the submittal is intended to comply
with.

PLANNING. 3 USE -~ LIGHTING HOCDED/DIRECTED
Any outside lighting shall be hooded and directed so as not

to shine directly upon adjoining property or public
rights-of-way.

.PLANNING. 4 UskE - COLORS & MATERTALS

Building colors and materials shall be in substantial
conformance with those shown on APPROVED EXHIBIT M.

PLANNING. 5 USE - LAND DIVISTION REQUIRED
Prior to the sale of any individual structure as shown on
APPROVED EXHIBIT A, a land division shall be recorded in
accordance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 460, and
any other pertinent ordinance.

PLANNING. 7 USE - BASIS FOR PARKING

Parking for this project was determined primarily on the
basis of County Ordinance No. 348, Section 18.12. a.

. PLANNING. 9 USE - NO OUTDOOR ADVERTISING

No outdoor advertising display, sign or billboard (not
including on-site advertising or directional signs) shall
be constructed or maintained within the property subject to
this approval.

.PLANNING. 13 USE - LANDSCAPE SPECIES

Drought tolerant and native plant species shall be
preferred over non-drought tolerant and non-native species.
However, the quantity .and extent of those species shall
depend on the project's climatic zones. Alternative types

Page: 7
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PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

10. GENERAL CONDITIONS

10.PLANNING. 13 USE - LANDSCAPE SPECIES {(cont.) ' INEFFECT |

of low volume irrigation are encouraged to be used in order
to conserve water.

10.PLANNING. 17 USE - RECLAIMED WATER INEFFECT?

The permit holder shall connect to a reclaimed water supply
for landscape watering purposes when secondary or reclaimed
water ig made available to the site.

J
|
i
10 .PLANNING. 18 USE - NO SECOND FLOOR INEFFECTi
. |
No tenant improvement permit, or any other building permit, |
shall be granted for any second story, second floor,
mezzanine, or interior balcony unless a plot plan, j
conditional use permit, public use permit, substantial G
conformance or a revised permit is approved by the o
Planning Department pursuant to Section 18.12 of Ordinance
No. 348 in order to assure adequate parking remains within
the property. Only a one story building was approved as
part of this permit and reviewed for parking standards.

10.PLANNING. 19 USE - NO RESIDENT OCCUPANCY INEFFECT

No perwmanent occupancy shall be permitted within the
property approved under this plot plan as a principal place
of residence. No person shall use the premises as a
permanent malling address nor be entitled to vote using an
address within the premises as a place of residence.

10.PLANNING. 21 USE - EXTERIGCR NOISE LEVELS INEFFECT

Exterior noise levels produced by any use allowed under
this permit, including, but not limited to, any outdoor

public address system, shall not exceed 45 db(Ad), .
10-minute LEQ, between the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 A
a.m., and 65 db{(A), 10-minute LEC, at all other times as :
measured at any residential, hospital, school, library,
nursing home or other similar noise sensitive land use.

In the event noise exceeds this standard, the permittee or ;
the permittee's successor-in-interest shall take the S
necessary steps to remedy the situation, which may include o
discontinued operation of the facilities. 3
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PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

10. GENERAL CONDITIONS 3
. B
10.PLANNING. 23 USE - VIABLE LANDSCAPING INEFFECT

All plant materials within landscaped areas shall be
maintained in a viable growth condition throughout the life
of this permit.

10.PLANNING. 25 USE - CAUSES FCR REVOCATION INEFFECT

In the event the use hereby permitted under this permit, a)
ig found to be in wviclation of the terms and conditions of
this permit, b) is found to have been obtained by fraud or
perjured testimony, or c) is found to be detrimental to the
public health, safety or general welfare, cr is a public
nuisance, this permit shall be subject to the revocation
procedures.

10.PLANNING. 26 USE - CEASED OPERATIONS INEFFECT -

|
|
\
|
i
In the event the use hereby permitted ceases operation for
‘a period of one (1) year or more, this approval shall |
become null and void. L
\
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
\

10.PLANNING. 28 USE - IND OCCUPANT CHANGE INEFFECT

Prior to initial occupancy, upon tenant/occupant change, or
upon change in industrial use, the permit hcolder shall
provide a letter from the Planning Department to Building

& Safety verifying no need for further environmental,
hazardous materials or air quality review as a resgsult of
the change.

10.PLANNING. 34 USE - ORD 810 O & FEE (1) INEFFECT .

In accordance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 810, to
assist in providing revenue to acquire and preserve open |
space and habitat, an Interim Open Space Mitigation Fee ,;
shall be paid for each development project or portion of an . |
expanded development project to be constructed in Western -”i
Riverside County. The amount of the fee for commercial or
industrial development shall be calculated on the basis of
"Project Area," which shall mean the net area, measured in
acres, from the adjacent road right-of-way to the limits

of the project development. Any area identified as "NO USE
PROPOSED" on the APPROVED EXHIBIT shall not be included in
the Project Area.
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' 10. - GENERAL CONDITIONS
10.PLANNING. 35 USE - PRELIMINARY METHANE RPT. INEFFECT

The following report, prepared by Petra, was submitted in
regponse to the requirement for a preliminary methane
investigation for PP14886R2 "Report of Site History
Relative to the Potential for Methane Generation, 22 Acre
Property Located at the Southeast Corner of Hamner Avenue
- and Riverside Drive, Mira Loma, County of Riverside,
" California" dated September 28, 2004. In addition, Petra
prepared and submitted a September 28, 2004 reguest for a
- waiver for this site from the County's methane mitigation
protocel.

The September 28, 2004 report and waiver request concludes
that this site has historically not been used for
- activities which could generate significant concentrations
- of methane gas. These documents were reviewed and an
October 20, 2004 recommendation for waiver of the County's
- methane monitcring and mitigation requirements was provided
by the County's reviewing consultant, SCS Engineers.

These documents satisfy the requirement for a preliminary
-methane investigation in accordance with County protocol.
Final approval of the request for waiver of monitoring and
mitigation should be provided by the Departments of
Environmental Health and/or Building and Safety, as
appropriate.

TRANS DEPARTMENT
‘10 TRANS 1 USE - TS/EXEMPT _ INEFFECT

'The Transportation Department has not required a trafflc
- ‘study for the subject project. The Transportation

‘Department has determined that the project is exempt from
- traffic study requirements.

' 1Q.TRANS 2 USE - NO ADD'L ON-SITE R-0O-W INEFFECT

No additional on-site right-of-way shall be required on
Hamner Avenue since adequate right-of-way exists.

'TlO TRANS 3 USE - ASSESS/BENEFIT DIST INEFFECT

'-Should this project lie within any assessment/benefit
‘district, the project proponent shall, prior to issuance of
“-a building permit, make application for and pay for their

" reapportionment of the assessments or pay the unit fees in
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10. . GENERAL CUNDITIONS

10.TRANS. 3 USE - ASSESS/BENEFIT DIST (cont.) INEFFECT

the benefit district unless said fees are deferred to
btilding permit.

10.TRANS. 4 GSE -~ NO ADD'L ROAD IMPRVMNTS INEFFECT

No additional road improvements will be required at this
‘time along Hamner Avenue due to existing improvements.

'10.TRANS. 6 USE - STD INTRO 3 {CRD 46&0/461) INEFFECT

"With respect to the conditions of approval for the
referenced tentative exhibit, the landowner shall provide
all street improvements, street improvement plans and/or
road dedications set forth herein in accordance with
Ordinance 460 and Riverside County Road Improvement
Standards (Ordinance 461). It is understood that the

“exhibit correctly shows acceptable centerline elevations,

all existing easements, traveled ways, and drainage courses
with appropriate Q's, and that their omission or
unacceptability may require the exhibit to be resubmitted

~ for further consideration. These Ordinances and all

conditions of approval are essential parts and a
requirement occurring in ONE is as bindirng as though
occurring in all. All questions regarding the true meaning
of the conditions shall be referred to the Transportation
Department.

10.TRANS. 7 USE - UTILITY INSTALL. 1 INEFFECT

Electrical power, telephone, communication, street

- lighting, and cable television lines shall be placed

underground in accordance with Ordinance 460 and 461. This
also applies to existing overhead lines which are 33.6

-;5kilovolts or below along the project frontage and within

the project boundaries.

20. PRIOR TO A CERTAIN DATE

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

20 .PLANNING. 1 USE - EXPIRATION DATE-DP INEFFECT

‘This approval shall be used within two (2) years of

- approval date; otherwise, it shall become null and void
- and of no effect whatsoever. By use is meant the beginning
of substantial construction contemplated by this approval
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f-2o PRIOR TO A CERTAIN DATE
20 PLANNING. 1 USE - EXPTIRATION DATE-PP (cont.)

W1th1n a two (2) year period which is thereafter diligently
pursued to completion or to the actual occupancy of
;existing buildings or land under the terms of the
~authorized use. Prior to the expiration of the two year
-period, the permittee may request a one (1) year extension
of time request in which to use this plot plan. A maximum
~ of three one-year extension of time requests shall be
- .permitted. Should the time period established by any of
. the extension of time requests lapse, or should all three
one-year extensions be obtained and no substantial
" “.construction or use of this plot plan be initiated within
o five (5) years of the effective date of the issuance of
l;thls plot plan, this plot plan shall become null and void.

*:;Vsp;; PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE
BS GRADE DEPARTMENT
60 BS GRADE 1 USE-G2.1 GRADING BONDS

;Gradlng in excess of 199 cubic yards will require
performance security to be posted with the Building and
Safety Department. Single Family Dwelling units graded one
lot per permit and proposing to grade less than 5,000 cubic
" yards are exempt.

' Goggs.GRADE. 2 USE-G2.2 IMPORT / EXPORT

"3In 1nstances where a grading plan involves import or
“.export, prior to obtaining a grading permit, the applicant
- shall have obtained approval for the import/export
"+ lécation from the Building and Safety Department.
. Additionally, if either location was not previously
~capproved by an Environmental Assessment, prior to issuing
“"a- grading permit a Grading Env1ronmental Assessment shall
~..be submitted to the Planning Director for review and
_“comment and to the Building and Safety Department Director
- for approval.

;“;SOJBSiGRADE, 3 USE-G2.3SLOPE EROS CL PLAN

«. Brosion control - landscape plans, requlred for
ft:manufactured slopes greater than 3 feet in vertical height,
‘rare-to be signed by a registered landscape architect and
1bonded per the requirements of Ordinance 457, see form

284-47.
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60.

PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE

60.8BS

60.BS

60.BS

6C.BS

GRADE. 4 USE-G2.4GECTECH/SOILS RPTS

Geotechnical soils reports, required in order to obtain a
grading permit, shall be submitted to the Building

and Safety Department's Grading Division for review and
approval prior to issuance of a grading permit.

All grading shall be in conformance with the
recommendations of the geotechnical/soils reports as
approved by Riverside County.*

*The gecotechnical/soils, compaction and inspection reports
will be reviewed in accordance with the RIVERSIDE COUNTY
GEOTECHNICAL GUIDELINES FOR REVIEW OF GEOTECHNICAL AND
GECLOGIC REPCRTS.

GRADE. 5 USE-G2 . 7DRNAGE DESIGN Q100

All drainage facilities shall be designed in accordance
with the Riverside County Flood Control & Water District's
letter regarding this application, or if not specifically
addressed in their letter, to accommodate 100 year storm
flows.

GRADE. 7 USE-G2.140FFSITE GDG ONUS

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, it shall be the
sole responsibility of the owner/applicant to obtain any
and all proposed or reguired easements and/or permissions
necessary to perform the grading herein proposed.

GRADE. 10 USE-G1l.4 NPDES/SWPPP

Prior to issuance of any grading or construction permits -
whichever comes first - the applicant shall provide the
Building and Safety Department evidence of compliance with
the following: "Effective March 10, 2003 owner operators
of grading or construction projects are required to comply
with the N.P.D.E.S. (National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System) requirement to obtain a construction
permit from the State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCR) .
The permit requirement applies to grading and construction
sites of "ONE" acre or larger. The owner operator can
comply by submitting a "Notice of Intent" (NOI), develop
and implement a STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTICON PLAN
(SWPPP) and a monitoring program and reporting plan for the
construction site. For additional information and to obtain
a copy of the NPDES State Construction Permit contact the

Page: 13
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60. PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE
60.BS GRADE. 10 USE-GLl.4 NPDES/SWPPP (cont.) INEFFECT

SWRCB at (916) 657-1146.

Additionally, at the time the county adopts, as part of any
ordinance, regulations specific to the N.P.D.E.S., this
project (or subdivision) shall comply with them.

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT 7
60.FLOOD RI. 1 USE MITCHARGE INEFFECT

Plot Plan 14886R2 is located within the limits of the

- Eastvale Area Drainage Plan for which drainage fees have

. been adopted to help mitigate the impacts of this
‘development. The mitigation charge for this proposal shall
equal the prevailing Area Drainage Plan fee rate multiplied
by the area of the new development. This new development
.has'a total of 1l1.5-acres subject to the fee. The charge is
- payable to the Flocod Control District by cashier's check or
-money order only, and shall be paid after final approval of

. the staff report/conditions of approval by the Board of
‘Supervisors and prior to issuance of permits.

60 . FLOOD RI. 2 USE SUBMIT PLANS - BMPS ONLY INEFFECT

‘The scope of the District review will be limited to
verification that this proposal has met its obligation
under the County's municipal stormwater permit. A

- reference copy of the improvement and grading plans along
-with any necessary documentatiocn for all structural
‘post-construction BMPs shall be submitted to the District
for review. The plans must receive the District's approval
“prior to issuance of permits. All submittals shall be date
stamped by the engineer and include a completed Flood
Control Deposit Based Fee Worksheet and the appropriate

" . plan check fee deposit.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
60 . PLANNING. 1 MAP/USE - BURROWING OWL SURVEY . INEFFECT

‘Thirty (30) days prior to the issuance of a grading permit,
a qualified biologist shall survey for burrowing owls. A
written report, prepared by a qualified biologist, with
‘the results of the survey shall be submitted to the
'Planning Department for review and implementation. If the
. report concludes that there are no burrowing owls present
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60. PRIOR' TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE
60.PLANNING. 1 MAP/USE - BURRCWING OWL SURVEY (cont.)

on the subject property, this condition will be cleared.

If the report concludes that there are owls present on the
subject property, a plan for the active relocation to a
site under conservation shall be prepared and submitted for
review and approval by the County's Ecological Resocurces
Specialist. Passive relocation is not acceptable. Once a
gqualified biologist has certified the owl (s} have been
relocated, this condition shall be cleared.

60.PLANNING. 12 USE - C/I SWPPP BMP REQD

Since the project is five (S) acres or more, the permit
holder shall provide written procf of compliance with the
California Regional Water Quality Contreol Beoard, Santa Ana
Region's Watershed-wide waste discharge reguirements as
follows:

The management and maintenance of the project site shall be
in accordance with the projects approved Storm Water
Poljution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs), Monitoring Programs,
and Post Construction Management Plans to include the
following best management practices (BMPs) to reduce storm
water pollution:

The permit holder of this site shall provide educational
materials to the facility manager and employees on good
house keeping practices which contribute to the protectiocn
of storm water quality. These educational materials shall
be provided by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District and shall be distributed by the
Property Owners' Association. Thess materials shall
address good housekeeping practices associated with the
sites's land use and or uses (e.g., good housekeeping
practices for office, commercial, retail commercial,
vehicle-related commercial, or industrial land use).
Employers at this site shall adapt these materials for
training their employees in good housekeeping practices
(BMP N1 & N13);

Only pesticide applicators who are certified by the State
of California as Qualified Applicators or who are directly
supervised by a Qualified Applicator shall apply pesticides
to common area landscaping. The applicator shall apply all
pesticides in strict accordance with pesticide application
laws as stated in the California Food and Agricultural
Code. Fertilizer shall be applied to common area
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60. PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE

60 .PLANNING. 12 USE - C/I SWPPP BMP REQD (cont.)

landscaping in accordance with the manufacturer's
recommendations. Application to hardscape surfaces shall

be avoided (BMP N3);

The 'catch basin{s)', more particularly described on
Exhibit 'A', shall be inspected and, if necessary, cleaned
by the permit holder no later than Octcber 15th of each
yvear. "ONLY RAIN IN THE DRAIN' and 'NO DUMPING' stencils
shall be repainted as necessary to maintain legiblity (BMP
N4 & S512);

The permit holder shall keep the area free of litter.
Litter receptacles shall be emptied at least once a month.
Where improper disposal of trash has occurred, the permit
holder shail take corrective action within forty-eight
hours of discovery (BMP N5) ;

The ‘'water quality inlet(s), oil/water seperator(s) and
trash rack(s) ', more particularly described on Exhibit
'A', shall be inspected and, if necessary, cleaned by the
permit holder no later that October 15th of each year (BMP
S4 & 3513);

The streets and parking lot(s), more particularly described
on Exhibit 'A', shall be swept by the permit holder at
least once a year and shall be swept no later than October
15th of each year (BMP N6);

The permit holder shall keep lcading docks in a clean and
orderly condition through a regular program of sweeping,
litter control, and the immediate cleanup of spills and
broken containers. In accordance with the Riverside County
Ordinance No. 754, Establishing Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Management and Discharge Controls, illicit discharges and
non-storm water discharges (e.g., wash water) from loading
docks to storm water drains shall not be allowed (BMP N12);

The permit holder shall maintain an up-to-date list
identifying the party or parties responsible for the
implemenation and maintenance c¢f each of the BMPs described
herein. The list shall include the party's name,
organization, address, a phone number at which the party
may be reached 24 hours a day, and a description of the -
party's responsibility for implementation and maintenance
of a particular BMP (BMP N14).
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60. PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE

60 .PLANNING. 13 USE - FEE STATUS

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for Plot Plan

No. 14886, Revised No. 2 the Planning Department shall
determine the statugs of the deposit based fees. If the fees
are in a negative status, the permit holder shall pay the
outstanding kalance.

60 . PLANNING. 14 USE - PLNTLOGST RETAINED (1)

Prior to issuance of grading permits, a qualified
paleontologist shall be retained by the developer for
consultation and comment on the proposed grading with
respect to potential paleontological impacts. Should the
paleontologist find the potential is high for impact to
significant resources, a pre-grade meeting between the
paleontologist and the excavation and grading contractor
shall be arranged. When necessary, the paleontolecgist or
representative shall have the authority to temporarily
divert, redirect, or halt grading activity to allow
recovery of fossils. The developer shall submit the name,
telephone number and address of the retained paleontologist
tc the Planning Department. The palecntologist shall
submit in writing to the Planning Department the results of
the initial consultation and the details of the fossil
recovery plan if recovery was deemed necessary. The
written results shall be submitted prior tc issuance of
grading permit.

60.PLANNING. 15 USE - GRADING PERMIT NOTE

A note shall be placed on the grading plan that states:

"Should cultural resources be encountered during grading
operations, grading shall be halted or diverted until a
qualified archaeologist can evaluate the rescurces and make
a determination of significance."

80. PRIOR TO BLDG PRMT ISSUANCE

E HEALTH DEPARTMENT

80.E HEALTH. 1 USE -WATER/SEWER WILL SERVE

A "will-serve" letter from the appropriate water and sewer
company/district shall be required to Environmental Health
along with the filing fee in effect at the time of
submittal.

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT |
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80. PRIOR TO BLDG PRMT ISSUANCE
FIRE DEPARTMENT
80.FIRE. 1 USE-#17A-BLDG PLAN CHECK $ INEFFECTj

Building Plan check deposit base fee of $1,056.00, shall be
paid in a check or money order to the Riverside County Fire
Department after plans have been approved by our office.

. .
B0O.FIRE. 2 USE-#4-WATER PLANS INEFFECT}

The applicant or developer shall separately submit two o

copies of the water system plans to the Fire Department for

review and approval. Calculated velocities shall not exceed |

10 feet per second. Plans shall conform to the fire hydrant

types, location and spacing, and the system shall meet the

fire flow reguirements. Plans shall be signed and approved

by a registered civil engineer and the local water company

with the following certification: "I certify that the o

design of the water system is in accordance with the -

requirements prescribed by the Riverside County Fire ' |

Department . " i
\
|
|
|

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT
80.FLOOD RI. 1 USE MITCHARGE INEFFECT

This gite is located within the limits of the o
Eastvale Area Drainage Plan for which drainage fees have :
been adopted tc help mitigate the impacts of this

development. The mitigation charge for this proposal shall L
equal the prevailing Area Drainage Plan fee rate multiplied p
by the area of the new development. This new development

has a total of 1ll.5-acres subject to the fee. The charge

is payable to the Flood Control District by cashier's check

or money order only, and shall be paid after final approval o
of the staff report/conditions of approval by the Board of
Supervisgors and prior to issuance of permits.

80.FLOOD RI. 2 USE sSUBMIT PLANS -BMPS ONLY INEFFECT

J

1
The scope of the District review will be limited to |
verification that this proposal has met its obligation S
under the County's municipal stormwater permit. A |
reference copy of the improvement and grading plans along
with any necessary documentation for all structural |
post-construction BMPs shall be submitted to the District o
for review. The plans must receive the District's approval ' S
prior to issuance of permits. All submittals shall be date R
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PRIOR TO BLDG PRMT ISSUANCE
80.FLOOD RI. 2 USE SUBMIT PLANS -BMPS ONLY (cont.)

stamped by the engineer and include a completed Flood
Control Deposit Based Fee Worksheet and the approprlate
plan check fee deposit.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
80 .PLANNING. 3 USE - CONFORM TO ELEVATIONS

Elevations of all buildings and structures submitted for
building plan check approval shall be in substantial
conformance with the elevations shown on APPROVED EXHIBIT
B.

80 .PLANNING. 4 USE - CONFORM TO FLOOR PLANS

Floor plans shall be in substantial conformance with that
shown on APPROVED EXHIBIT C.

80 .PLANNING. 5 USE - ROOF EQUIPMENT SHIELDING

Roof mounted equipment shall be shielded from ground view.
Screening material shall be subject to Planning Department
approval.

80.PLANNING. 8 USE - LANDSCAPING SECURITIES

Performance securities, in amounts to be determined by the
Director of Building and Safety to guarantee the
installation of plantings, walls and/or fences, in
accordance with the approved plan, shall be filed with the
Department of Building and Safety. The performance
gecurity shall be released one year after structural final
and the inspection report provides the plantings have been
adequately installed and maintained. A cash security shall
be required when the estimated cost is $2,500.00 or less.

80 .PLANNING. 10 USE - CONFORM TO FENCING PLAN

A fencing plan shall be submitted showing all wall and
fence locaticns and typical views of all types of fences
or walls proposed. This plan shall require anti-graffiti
coatings on fences and walls, where applicable.

Fencing and wall plans shall be in substantial conformance
with that shown on APPROVED EXHIBIT A.

Page: 1
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80. PRIOR TO BLDG .PRMT ISSUANCE
80.PLANNING. 10 USE - CONFORM TO FENCING PLAN (cont.) INEFFECT

When susceptible to public view, wrought-iron fencing must
be used. All other interior fencing may of chain-link
material.

80.PLANNING. 12 USE - PLANS SHOWING BIKE RACKS INEFFECT

Bike rack spaces or bike lockers shall be shown on the
project's parking and landscaping plan submitted to the
Planning Department for approval.

80.PLANNING. 17 USE - WASTE MGMT. CLEARANCE INEFFECT

A clearance letter from Riverside County Waste Management
District shall be provided to the Riverside County Planning
Department verifying compliance with the conditions
contained in their letter dated July 12, 2004.

summarized as follows: The developer shall provide adequate:
areas for ccllecting and loading recyclable materials such
as paper products, glass and green waste in commercial,
industrial, public facilities and residential development
projects.

80 .PLANNING. 18 USE - SCHOOL MITIGATION INEFFECT

Impacts to the Jurupa Schocl District shall be mitigated in
accordance with California State law.

80.PLANNING. 20 USE - JCP COM PUBLIC FINANCING INEFFECT

The permit holder shall provide evidence of compliance with
the Jurupa Community Plan's public facility financing
measures. A cash sum of four-hundred and ten dollars
($410.00) per acre of commercial/industrial/manufacturing
development shall be deposited with the Riverside County
Department of Building and Safety as mitigation for

impacts upon law enforcement (Sheriff) services.

80 .PLANNING. 21 USE - LIGHTING PLANS INEFFECT

All parking lot lights and other outdoor lighting shall be
shown on electrical plans submitted to the Department of
Building and Safety for plan check approval and shall
comply with the requirements of Riverside County Ordinance

No. &55 and the Riverside County Comprehensive General
Plan.
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80. PRIOR TO BLDG PRMT ISSUANCE
80 .PLANNING. 22 USE - PRKNG/LNDSCENG PLN INEFFECT

Prior to issuance of building permits, seven (7) copies of
a Shading, Parking, Landscaping, and Irrigation Plan shall
be submitted to and approved by the Planning Department.

The location, number, genus, specles, and container size of
plants shall be shown. Plans shall meet all requirements
of Ordinance No. 348, Sections 18.12, and 19.300 through
19.304 and as specified herein.

The irrvigation plan shall include a rain shut-off device
which is capable of shutting down the entire system. In
addition, the plan will incorporate the use of in-line
check valves, or sprinkler heads containing check valves to
prohiibit low head drainage.

80.PLANNING. 23 USE - FEE STATUS INEFFECT

Prior to issuance of building permits for Plot Plan
No. 14886, Revised No. 2 the Planning Department shall
determine the status of the deposit based fees for
project. If the case fees are in a negative state, the
permit helder shall pay the outstanding balance.

80.PLANNING. 24 USE - SWPPP BMPs REQUIRED INEFFECT

For developements of one (1) acre or more, the permit
holder shall include the following best management
practices (BMPs) to reduce storm water pollution:

Initial residents, occupants or tenants of the subject
site shall receive educatiocnal materials on good
housekeeping practices which contribute to the protection
of storm water quality. These educational materials shall
be provided by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
Coservation District and shall be distributed by the permit
holder. These materials shall address good housekeeping
practices associated with the subject site's land use or
uses (e.g. good housekeeping practices for office
commercial, retail commercial, vehicle-related commercial,
or industrial land uses). Employers at this site shall
adapt these materials for trainiing their employees in good
housekeeping practices (BMP N1 & N13);
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80. PRIOR TG BLDG.PRMT ISSUANCE

80 .PLANNING. 24 USE - SWPPP BMPs REQUIRED {cont.) INEFFECT

Only pesticide applicators who are certified by the State
of California as Qualified Applicators or who are directly
supervigsed by a Qualified Applicator shall apply pesticides
to area landscaping. The applicator shall apply all
pesticides in accordance with strict pesticide application
laws as stated in the Califiornia Food and Agriclutural
Code. Fertilizer shall be applied to the area landscaping
in accordance with the manufacturer's recommendations.
Application to hardscape surfaces shall be avoided (BMP
N3) ;

The 'catch basins)', more particularly described on Exhibit
No. 'A', shall be inspected and,if necessary, cleaned by
the permit holder no later than October 15th of each year.

'"ONLY RAIN IN THE DRAIN' and 'NC DUMPING'* shall be
stenciled on the catch basin openings. Stencils shall be
repainted as necessary to maintain legibility (BMP N4 &
512) ;

The 'water gquality inlet(s), oil/water separator{s) and
trash rack(s)', more particularly described on Exhibit No.
'A', shall be inspected and, if necessary, cleaned by the
permit holder no later than October 15th of each year (BMP
S4 & S13);

The permit holder shall keep the subject site free of
litter. Litter shall be placed in recepticals and
recepticals shall be emptied at least once a month. Where-
improper disposal of trash has occured, the permit holder
shall take corrective action within forty-eight (48) hours
of discovery (BMP N5);

The driveways and parking lot (g), more particularly
described on Exhibit No. 'A', shall be swept by the permit
holder at least once a year and shall be swept no later
than October 15th of each year (BMP Ns6);

The permit holder shall keep loading docks in a clean and
orderly condition through a regular program of sweeping,
litter control, and the immediate cleanup of spills and
broken containers. In accordance with Riverside County
Ordinance No. 754, Establishing Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Mangement and Discharge Controls, illicit discharges and
non-storm water discharges (e.g., wash water) from loading
docks to storm drains shall not be allowed (BMP N12) ;
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86. PRIOR TO BLDG.PRMT ISSUANCE

80.PLANNING. 24 USE - SWPPP BMPs REQUIRED (cont.) {cont.)

The permit holder shall maintain an up-to-date list
identifying the party or parties responsible for the
implementaition and maintenance of each of the BMPs
described herin. The list shall include the party's name,
orgainzation, address, a phone number at which the party
may be reached 24 hours a day, and a description of the
party's responsibility for implementation and maintenance
of a particular BMP (BMP N14) .

TRANS DEPARTMENT

80.TRANS. 4 USE - R & B B D

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the project
proponent shall pay fees in accordance with Zone A of the
Mira Loma Road and Bridge Benefit District. All fees are
based upon the fee schedule in effect at the time of
issuance of the permit.

The project gross acreage is 11.54 acres.

80 .TRANS. 8 USE - LANDSCAPING

Landscaping within public road rights-of-way shall comply
with Transportation Department standards and require
approval by the Transportation Department.

Assurance of continuing maintenance is required by filing
an application for annexation into a County Service Area,
Landscaping and Lighting Maintenance District NO.
89-1-Consolidated and/or Assessment District or enter into
a continuuous landscape maintenance agreement as approved
by the Transportation Department.

80.TRANS. 9 USE - STREETLIGHTS - L&LMD

The project proponent shall submit to the Transportation
Department L&LMD No. 89-1-C Administrator the following:

1. Completed Transportation Department application

2, (2)Sets of street lighting plans approved by
Transportation Department.

3. Appropriate fees for annexation.
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11:14 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052
80. PRIOR TO BLDG. BRMT ISSUANCE
80.TRANS. 9 USE - STREETLIGHTS - L&LMD (cont.) INEFFECT
4. "Streetlight Authorization" form from SCE, IID or other
electric provider.
90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION

BS GRADE DEPARTMENT
90.BS GRADE. 1 USE*G4 . 3PAVING INSPECTIONS INEFFECT

The developer/applicant shall be responsible for obtaining
the paving inspections reguired by Ordinance 457.

- FIRE DEPARTMENT

90.FIRE. 1 USE-#45-FIRE LANES INEFFECT

The applicant shall prepare and submit to the Fire
Department for approval, a site plan designating required
fire lanes with appropriate lane painting and/or signs.

90.FIRE. 2 USE-#12A-SPRINKLER SYSTEM INEFFECT

Install a complete fire sprinkler system per NFPA 13 1999
edition (13D and 13R system are not allowed) in all
buildings reguiring a fire flow of 1500 GPM or greater.
Sprinkler system(s) with pipe sizes in excess of 4" in
diamter will require the project structural engineer to
‘certify (wet signature) the stability of the building
system for seismic and gravity loads tc support the
sprinkler system. All fire sprinkler risers shall be
protected from any physical damage. The post indicator
valve and fire department connection shall be located to
the front, within 50 feet of a hydrant, and a minimum of 25
feet from the building(s). A statement that the .
building(s) will be automatically fire sprinkled must be
included on the title page of the building plans.
(current sprinkler plan check deposit base fee is $614.00
per riser) :

pplicant or developer shall be responsible to install a .L.
Central Station Monitored Fire Alarm System. Monitoring
system shall monitor the fire sprinkler system{s) water
flow, P.I.V.'s and all control valves. Plans must be
submitted to the Fire Department for approval prior to
installation. Contact fire department for guideline handout
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PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #: PP14886R2 Parcel: 156-040-052

90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
90.FIRE. 2 USE-#12A-SPRINKLER SYSTEM (cont.) INEFFECT
{current monitoring plan check deposit base fee is $192.00)
90.FIRE. 3 USE-#27 -EXTINGUTSHERS INEFFECT

Install portable fire extinguishers with a minimum rating
of 2A-10BC and signage.Fire Extinguishers located in public
areas shall be in recessed cabinets mounted 48" (inches) to
center. above floor level with maximum 4" projection from
the wall. Contact Fire Department for proper placement of
equipment prior to installation.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
90 .PLANNING. 3 USE - PARKING PAVING MATERIAL INEFFECT

A minimum of three-hundred sixty-five (365) parking spaces
shall be provided as shown on the APPROVED EXHIBIT A,
unless otherwise approved by the Planning Department. The
parking area shall be surfaced with asphaltic concrete or
concrete to current standards as approved by the Department
of Building and Safety.

90.PLANNING. 4 USE - ACCESSIBLE PARKING INEFFECT

A minimum cof seventeen (17) accessible parking spaces for
persons with disabilities shall be provided as shown on
APPROVED EXHIBIT A. Each parking space reserved for

- persons with disabilities shall be identified by a
permanently affixed reflectorized sign constructed of
porcelain on steel, beaded text or equal, displaying the
International Symbol of Accessibility. The sign shall not
be smaller than 70 square inches in area and shall be
centered at the interior end of the parking space at a
‘minimum height of 80 inches from the bottom of the sign to
the parking space finished grade, or centered at a minimum
height of 36 inches from the parking space finished grade,
ground, or sidewalk. A sign shall also be posted in a
conspicuous place, at each entrance to the off-street

~parking facility, neot less than 17 inches by 22 inches,
clearly and conspicuously stating the following:

"Unauthorized vehicles not displaying distinguishing
placards or license plates issued for physically
handicapped persons may be towed away at owner's expense.
- Towed vehicles may be reclaimed at _ or by telephoning

L}
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PLOT PLAN:TRANSMITTED Case #:

PP14886R2Z

90. PRIOR TO BLDG.FINAL INSPECTION

90 .PLANNING. 4

In addition to the above rsquirements,

USE

- ACCESSIBLE PARKING

Parcel:

(cont.)

156-040-052

the surface of each

parking space shall have a surface identification sign
duplicating the symbol of accessibility in blue paint of at
least 3 sguare feet in size.

90 .PLANNING. 6

A minimum of eleven

USE - LCADING SPACES

(11)

locading spaces shall be provided

throughout the project site in accordance with Section
18.12.a.(2)f(3).b.

APPROVED

spaces shall be
over a suitable
wide by 35 feet

SO .PLANNING. 8

EXHIBIT A.

long,

of Ordinance 348,

and as shown on

Building A is required to have a
minimum of 7 seven loading spaces and Building B is
required to have a minimum of 4 loading spaces. The loading

surfaced with six (6)
base and shall not be less than 10 feet
with 14 feet vertical clearance.

USE - ROOF EQUIPMENT SHIELDING

inches of concrete

Rocf-mounted eguipment shall be shielded from ground view.
Screening material shall be subject to Planning Department

approval.

90.PLANNING. 11

All utili
greater,

UsE

ties,

- UTILITIES UNDERGROUND

If the

except electrical lines rated 33 kV or
shall be installed underground.

permittee

provides to the Department of Building and Safety and the
Planning Department a definitive statement from the utility
provider refusing to allow underground installation of the

utilities they provide,
void with respect to that utility.

90 .PLANNING. 16

Two (2)

USE

minimum of two (2)

issuance of occupancy permits.

minimum of six (&)

- TRASH ENCLOSURES

this conditiorn shall be null and

trash enclosures which are adequate to enclose a

bins shall be located as shown on the
APPROVED EXHIBIT A, and shall be constructed prior to the

The enclosures shall be a

feet in height and shall be made with
masonry block and a solid gate which screens the bins from
external view. Additional enclosed area for collection of
recyclable materials shall be located within, near or
adjacent to each trash and rubbish disposal area. The
recycling collection area shall be a minimum of fifty

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

|
|
ﬂ
{
-

-

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT
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90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
50.PLANNING. 16 USE - TRASH ENCLOSURES {(cont.) INEFFECT

percent (50%) of the area provided for the trash/rubbish
enclosure (s} or as approved by the Riverside County Waste
Management Department. All recycling bins shall be labeled
with the universal recycling symbol and with signage
indicating to the users the type of material to be
deposited in each bin.

90.PLANNING. 17 USE - EXISTING STRUCTURES INEFFECT

All existing buildings, structures and uses on the entire
property shall conform tc all the applicable requirements
of Ordinance No. 348 and Ordinance No. 457, and the
conditions of this permit.

90.PLANNING. 18 USE - COMPLY W/ LANDSCAPE PLAN INEFFECT

All required landscape planting and irrigation shall have
been installed in accordance with approved Landscaping,
Irrigation, and Shading Planz and be in a condition
acceptable tc The Land Mangement Agency - Land Use
Division. The plants shall be healthy and free of weeds,
disease or pests. The irrigation system shall be properly
constructed and determined tco be in good working crder.

90.PLANNING. 19 USE - CERTIFY LANDSCAPE COMPLY INEFFECT

The permit holder's landscape architect or other state
licensed party responsible for preparing landscaping and
irrigation plans shall provide a Compliarice Letter to the
Planning Department and the Department of Building and
Safety stating that the landscape and irrigation system
has been installed in compliance with the approved
landscaping and irrigation plans. The Compliance letter
shall be submitted at least three (3) working days prior
‘to final inspection of the structure or issuance of
occupancy permit, whichever occurs first.

90.PLANNING. 21 USE - REMOVE OUTDOOR ADVERTISE INEFFECT

All existing outdoor advertising displays, signs or
billboards shall be removed.

90.PLANNING., 22 USE - WALL & FENCE LOCATIONS INEFFECT

Wall and/or fence locations shall be in conformance with
APPROVED EXHIBIT A.
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90. PRIOR TO BLDG -FINAI, INSPECTION

90.PLANNING. 27 USE - CONDITION COMPLIANCE

The Department of Building and Safety shall verify that the
Development Standards of this approval and all other
preceding conditions have been complied with prior to any
use allowed by this permit.

90.PLANNING. 29 USE - MITIGATION MONITORING

The permit holder shall prepare and submit a written report
to the Riverside County Planning Department demonstrating
compliance with all remaining conditions of approval and
mitigation measures of this permit and E.A. No. 39498.

The Planning Director may require inspection or other
monitoring to ensure such compliance.

90.PLANNING. 30 USE - ORD 810 O 8 FEE {2)

Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy, Or upon
building permit final inspection rior to use or occupancy
for cases without final inspection or certificate of
occupancy (such as an SMP), whichever comes first, the
applicant shall comply with the provisions of Riverside
County Ordinance No. 810, which requires the payment of the
appropriate fee set forth in the Ordinance. The amount of
the fee will be based on the "Project Area" as defined in
the Ordinance and the aforementioned Condition of Approval.
The Project Area for Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2 is
calculated to be 11.5 net acres. In the event Riverside
County Ordinance No. 810 is rescinded, this condition will
no longer be applicable. However, should Riverside County
Ordinance No. 810 be rescinded and superseded by a
subsequent mitigation fee ordinance, payment of the
appropriate fee set forth in that ordinance shall be
reguired.

90.PLANNING. 31 USE - ORD NO. 659 (DIF)

Prior to the issuance of either a certificate of occupancy
or prior to building permit final inspection, the applicant
shall comply with the provisions of Riverside County
Ordinance No. 659, which requires the payment of the
appropriate fee set forth in the Ordinance. Riveside County
Ordinance No. 659 has been established to set forth
policies, regulations and fees related to the funding and
installation of facilities and the acquisition of open
space and habitat necessary to address the direct and
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90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
90 .PLANNING. 31 USE - CORD NC. §59 (DIF) (cont.) INEFFECT

cummulative environmental effects generated by new
development project described and defined in this
Ordinance, and it establishes the authorized uses of the
fees colliected.

The amount of the fee for commercial or industrial
development shall be calculated on the basis of the
"Project Area," as defined in the Ordinance, which shall
mean the net area, measured in acres, from the adjacent
road right-of-way to the limits of the project
development. The Project Area for Plot Plan No. 14886,
Revised No. 2 has been calculated to be 11.5 net acres.

In the event Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 is
rescinded, this condition will no longer be applicable.
However, should Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 he
rescinded and superseded by a subsquent mitigation fee
ordinance, payment of the appropriate fee set forth in that
ordinance shall be reguired.

90 .PLANNING. 32 - USE - WASTE MGMT. CLEARANCE INEFFECT

A clearance letter from Riverside County Waste

Management District shall be provided to the Riverside
County Planning Department verifying compliance with the
conditions of their letter dated July 12, 2004, summarized
as follows:

The developer shall construct the recyclables collection
and loading area in compliance with the Recyclables
Collection and Loading Area plot plan.

TRANS DEPARTMENT
50 .TRANS. 2 USE - IMP PLANS : INEFFECT

Improvement plans for the required improvements must be
prepared and shall be based upon a design profile extending
a minimum of 300 feet beyond the project boundaries at a
grade and alignment as approved by the Riverside County
Transportation Department. Completion of road improvements
does not imply acceptance for maintenance by County.
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PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
90.TRANS. 6 USE - SIGNING & STRIPING

A signing and striping plan is required for this project.
The project proponent shall be resgponsible for any
additional paving and/or striping removal caused by the
striping plan. Traffic signing and striping shall be
performed by County forces with all incurred costs borne
by the applicant, unless otherwise approved by the County
Traffic Engineer.

90.TRANS. S USE - WRCOG TUMF

Prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit, the project
propcnent shall pay the Transportaticon Uniform Mitigaticn
Fee (TUMF) in accordance with the fee schedule in effect at
the time of issuance, pursuant to Ordinance No. 824.

90.TRANS. 10 USE STREETLIGHT AUTHCRIZATION

'~ Prior to OCCUPANCY, the project proponent shall submit to
Transportation Department Permits the following:

1. "Streetlight Authorization" form approved by L&LMD No.
89-1-C Administrator.

2. Letter establishing interim enexygy account from SCE, IID
or other electric provider.

90.TRANS. 11 USE ~ STREET LIGHTS INSTALL

Install streetlights along the streets associated with
development in accordance with the approved street lighting
plan and standards of County Ordinances 460 and 461l. For
projects within IID use IID's pole standard.

Street light annexation into L&LMD or similar mechanism as
approved by the Transportation Department shall be
completed.

It shall be the responsibility of the Developer to ensure
that street lights are energized along the streets
associated with this development where the developer is
seeking Building Final Inspection (Occupancy).

90.TRANS. 12 USE - STREETLIGHT PLAN

A separate street light plan is required for this project.
Street lighting shall be designed in accordance with County
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'90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
90.TRANS. 12 USE - STREETLIGHT PLAN (cont.) INEFFECT

Ordinance 460 and Streetlight Specification Chart found in
Specification Secticn 22 of Ordinance 461. For projects
within SCE boundaries use County of Riverside Ordinance
461, Standard No's 1000 or 1001l. For projects within
Imperial Irrigation District (IID) use IID's pole standard.

90.TRANS. 13 USE - LANDSCAPING PLAN _ INEFFECT

The project proponent shall comply in accordance with
landscaping requirements within public road rights-of-way,
in accordance with Ordinance 461. Landscaping shall be
installed within Riverside Drive and Hamner Avenue.
Landscaping plans shall be submitted on standard County
Plan sheet format (24" X 36"). Landscaping plans shall be
submitted with the street improvement plans. If landscaping
maintenance to be annexed to County Service Area, or
“Landscaping and Lighting Maintenance District, landscaping
plans shall depict ONLY such landscaping, irrigation and
related facilities as are to be placed within the public
‘road rights-of-way.

90.TRANS. 14 USE - IMPROVEMENTS INEFFECT

Riverside Drive is a County maintained road and shall be
improved with concrete curt-and-gutter lopcated 38 feet
from centerling and match up asphalt concrete paving;
reconstruction; or resurfacing of existing paving as
determined by the Transportation Department within a 59
-foot half-width dedicated right-of-way in accordance with
Exhibit 'I' of the Countywide Design Guidelines.

QO.TRANS. 15 USE - COMMUNITY TRAIL INEFFECT

Prior to building final inspection, the applicant shall
construct a multipurpose Community Trail, as specified by
~the Transportation Department, within the dedicated right

of way for Riversgide Drive.

90.TRANST 16 USE - TRAIL MAINTENANCE INEFFECT

Prior to building final inspection, the applicant shall
-make provisions for the ongoing maintenance of the
Community Trail along Riverside Drive via inclusion in a
'Lighting and Landscaping District or similar mechanism, as
approved by the Transportation Departmemt.
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90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION
90.TRANS., 17 USE - QOFF-SITE IMPROVEMENTS INEFFECT-

The required improvements on Riverside Drive {(38'/59') will
extend easterly across the frontage of the Parcel labeled.
NAP and the Southern California Edison easement and connect
to the existing improvements for Plot Plan 15023 and shown
on the improvement plans P/P 913-FF or as approved by the
Tranportation Department.
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PARCEL MAP Parcel Map #: PM32313 Parcel: 156-040-052
10. GENERAL CONDITIONS : [ RECEVED AMDFILED |

EVERY DEPARTMENT

10.

10.

10.

10.

EVERY. 1 MAP - DEFINITIONS

The words identified in the following 1iSr tHat appest fwisS.

all capitals in the attached conditions of Tentative
Parcel Map No. 32313 shall be henceforth defined as
follows:

TENTATIVE MAP = Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313, Amended No.
1, dated 10/20/04.

FINAL MAP = Final Map or Parcel Map for the TENTATIVE MAP
whether recorded in whole or in phases.

EVERY. 2 MAP - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The land division hereby permitted is to divide 22.0 acres
into 3 industrial parcels.

EVERY., 3 MAP - HOLD HARMLESS

The land divider or any successor-in-interest shall defend,
indemnify, and hold harmless the County of Riverside
COUNTY), its agents, officers, or employees from any claim,
action, or proceeding against the COUNTY, its agents,
officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul
an approval of the COUNTY, its advisory agencies, appeal
boards, or legislative body concerning the TENTATIVE MAP,
which action is brought within the time period provided

.for in California Government Code, Section 66499.37. The

COUNTY will promptly notify the land divider of any such
claim, action, or proceeding against the COUNTY and will
cooperate fully in the defense. If the COUNTY fails to
promptly notify the land divider of any such claim, action,
or proceeding or fails to cooperate fully in the defense,
the land divider shall not, thereafter, be responsible to
defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the COUNTY.

EVERY. 4 MAP - 90 DAYS TO PROTEST

The land divider has 90 days from the date of approval of
these conditions to protest, in accordance with the
procedures set forth in Covernment Code Section 66020, the
imposition of any and all fees, dedications, reservations
and/cr other exactions imposed on this project as a result
of the approval or conditiomal approval of this project.

. INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT
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10. GENERAL CONDITICNS

-10.

BS GRADE DEPARTMENT

10.B5 GRADE. 1 MAP-GIN INTRODUCTION

10

10.

10

10.

10

BS

Improvement such as grading, £f£illing, over excavation and
recompaction, and base or paving which require a grading
permit are subject to the included Building and Safety
Grading Division conditions of approval.

GRADE. 2 MAP-G1.2 OBEY ALL GDG REGS

" All grading shall conform to the Uniform Building Code,

.BS

.BS

BS

.BS

Ordinance 457, and all other relevant laws, rules and
regulations governing grading in Riverside County and prior
to commencing any grading which includes 50 or more cubic
yards, the applicant shall obtain a grading permit from
the Building & Safety Department.

GRADE. 3 MAP-G1.3 DISTURRBS NEED G/PMT

Ordinance 457 requires a grading permit prior to clearing ,
grubbing or any top soil disturbances related to
construction grading.

GRADE. 4 MAP-G1.5 EROS CNTRL PROTECT

Graded but undeveloped land shall provide, in addition to
erosion control planting, any drainage facility deemed
necessary to control or prevent erosion. Additional
erosion protection may be required during the rainy season
from October 15 to April 15.

GRADE. 5 MAP-Gl.6 DUST CONTROL

All necessary measures to control dust shall be implemented
by the developer during grading.

GRADE. 7 MAP-G2.5 2:1 MAX SLOPE RATIOC

Grade slopes shall be limited to a maximum steepness ratio
of 2:1 (horizontal to vertical) unless otherwise approved.

GRADE. 9 MAP-G2.8MINIMUM DRNAGE GRAD

finimum drainage grade shall be 1% except on portland
cement concrete where 0.35% shall be the minimum.
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10. GENERAL CONDITICNS

FIRE DEPARTMENT
10.FIRE. 1 MAP-#50-BLUE DOT REFLECTORS

Blue retroreflective pavement markers shall be mounted on
private streets, public streets and driveways to indicate
location of fire hydrants. Prior to installation, placement
of markers must be approved by the Riverside County Fire
Department.

10.FIRE. 2 MAP-#15-POTENTIAL FIRE FLOW

The water mains shall be capable of providing a potential
fire flow 4000 GPM and an actual fire flow available from
any one hydrant shall be 2500 GPM for 2 hour duration at 20
PSI residual operating pressure.

i10.FIRE. 3 MAP-#14-COM/RES HYD/SPACING

Approved super fire hydrants, (6"x4"x2 1/2"x2 1/2") shall
be located at each street intersection and spaced not more
than 336 feet apart in any direction, with no portion of
any lot frontage more than 165 feet from a fire hydrant.

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT
10.FLOOD RI. 1 MAP FLOOD HAZARD REPORT

Parcel Map 32313 ig a proposal to construct 2 additiocnal
warehouse buildings to an existing industrial site in the
Eastvale area. The project site is located on the
southeast corner of the intersection at Hamner Avenue and
Riverside Drive. This map is being filed concurrently with
Plot Plan 14886R2.

The proposed development is protected from offsite flows
north of the 60 Freeway by Eastvale Line E-2 Stage 4. Line
E-2 has been constructed by PP 16785 and PP 15978 (July
2004} but has not been accepted for maintenance.

Onsite flows will outlet to an existing private storm
drain, which was constructed as Phase II of the adjacent
Plot Plan 15023. The private storm drain ties into the
Eastvale Line E-2. Parcel 1 was previously developed under
Plot Plan 14886.

Page: 3
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PARCEL MAP Parcel Map #: PM32313 Parcel: 156-040-052

10, GENERAL CONDITIONS
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
10.PLANNING. 1 MAP*- MAP ACT COMPLIANCE INEFFECT

This land division shall comply with the State of
California Subdivision Map Act and to all requirements of
County Ordinance No. 460, Schedule E, unless modified by
the conditions listed herein.

10.PLANNING. 2 MAP - FEES FOR REVIEW INEFFEC?:

Any subseguent review/approvals required by the conditions
of approval, including but not limited to grading or
building plan review or review of any mitigation monitoring
requirement, shall be reviewed on an hourly basis, or other
appropriate fee, as listed in County Ordinance No. 671.
Each submittal shall be accompanied with a letter clearly
indicating which condition or conditions the submittal is
intended to comply with.

10.PLANNING. 4 MAP - LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE INEFFECT_

The land divider, or any successor-in-interest to the land
divider, shall be responsible for maintenance and upkeep of
all slopes, landscaped areas and irrigation systems within
the land division until such time as those operations are
the responsibility of the individual home owners, a
homeowners associaticn, or any other successor-in-interest.

10.PLANNING. 8 MAP - NO OFFSITE SIGNAGE INEFFECT

There shall be no offsite signage associated with this land
division, except as otherwise provided by Ordinance No.
679.3 (Kiosk Program).

10.PLANNING. 9 MAP - OFFSITE SIGNS ORD 679.4 INEFFECT. |

No offsite subdivision signs advertising this land
ivision/development are permitted, other than those allowed
under Ordinance No. 67%.4. Viclation of this condition of
approval may result in no further permits of any type being
issued for this subdivision until the unpermitted signage
is removed.

10.PLANNING. 10 MAP - FINAL MAP PREPARER INEFFECT"

The FINAL MAP shall be prepared by a licensed land surveyor
or registered civil engineer.
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10. GENERAL CONDITIONS
10.PLANNING. 13 MAP - ORD 810 OPN SPACE FEE INEFFECT

Prior to the issuance of either a certificate of occupancy
or prior to building permit final inspection, the applicant
shall comply with the provisions of Riverside County
Ordinance No. 810, which requires payment of the
appropriate fee set forth in the Ordinance. Riverside
County Ordinance No. 810 has been established to set forth
policies, regulations and fees related to the funding and
acqguisition of open space and habitat necessary to address
the direct and cumulative environmental .effects generated
by new development projects described and defined in this
Ordinance.

The fee shall be paid for each residential unit to be
constructed within this land division.

In the event Riverside County Ordinance No. 810 1is
rescinded, this condition will no longer be applicable.
However, should Riverside County Ordinance No. 810 be
rescinded and superseded by a subsequent mitigation fee
ordinance, payment of the appropriate fee set forth in that
ordinance shall be required.

10.PLANNING. 15 MAP - ORD NO. 655 (DIF) INEFFECT

Prior to the issuance of either a certificate of

occupancy or prior to building permit final inspection, the
applicant shall comply with the provisicns of Riverside
County Ordinance No. 6539, which requires the payment of the
appropriate fee set forth in the Ordinance. Riverside
County OCrdinance No. 659 has been establighed to set forth
policies, regulations and fees related to the funding and
construction of facilities necegsary to address the direct
and cummulative environmental effects generated by new
development projects described and defined in this
Ordinance, and it establishes the authorized uses of the
‘fees collected. The fee shall be paid for each residential
unit to be constructed within this land division.

In the event Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 is
recinded, this condition will no longer be applicable.
However, should Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 be
-rescinded and superseded by a subsequent mitigation fee
ordinance, payment of the appropriate fee set forth in that
ordinance shall be required.
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10. GENERAL CONDITIONS

10.PLANNING. 16 MAP - TRAIL MAINTENANCE

The land divider, or the land divider‘s successor-in-
interest, shall be responsibkle for the maintenance of any
trail easement reguired under these conditions until such
time as the maintenance 1s taken over by an appropriate
maintenance district.

TRANS DEPARTMENT

10.TRANS. 1 MAP - TS/EXEMPT

The Transportation Department has not reguired a traffic
study for the subject project. It has been determined that
the project is exempt from traffic study requirements.

10.TRANS. 2 MAP - DRAINAGE 1

The land divider shall protect downstream properties from
damages caused by alteration of the drainage patterns,

i.e., concentration or diversion of flow. Protection shall
be provided by constructing adeguate drainage facilities
including enlarging existing facilities and/or by securing
a drainage easement. All drainage easements shall be shown
on the final map and notsd as follows: ‘'"Drainage Easement
- no building, obstructions, or encroachments by landfills
are allowed". The protection shall be as approved by the
Transportation Department.

10.TRANS. 3 MAP - DRAINAGE 2

The land divider shall accept and properly dispose of all
off-site drainage flowing onto or through the site. In the
event the Transportation Department permits the use of
streets for drainage purposes, the provisions of Article XI
of Ordinance No. 460 will apply. Should the quantities
exceed the street capacity or the use of streets be

prohibited for drainage purposes, the subdivider shall

provide adequate drainage facilities and/or appropriate
easenents as approved by the Transportation Department.

10.TRANS. 4 MAP - NO ADD'L ON-SITE R-O-W

No additional on-site right-of-way shall be required on
Hamner Avenue since adeqguate right-of-way exists.

Page: 6
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10, GENERAL CONDITIONS

. 10.TRANS. 5 MAP - NO ADD'L ROAD IMPRVMNTS

" No additional road improvements will be required at this

.Hamner Avenue due to existing improvements.

- _10.TRANS. 7 MAP - STD INTRO 3 {ORD 460/461)

‘With respect to the conditions of approval for the

' referericed tentative exhibit, the land divider shall
i iprovide all street improvements, street improvement plans
. and/or road dedications set forth herein in accordance with

‘Ordinance 460 and Riverside County Road Improvement

. 8tandards (Ordinance 461). It is understood that the

“tentative map correctly shows acceptable centerline
‘elevations, all existing easements, traveled ways, and
drainage courses with appropriate Q's, and that their

'-fomission or unacceptablility may require the map to be

resubmitted for further consideration. These Ordinances and

a1l conditions of approval are essential parts and a

_requirement occurring in ONE is as binding as though
occurring in all. All questions regarding the true meaning
‘of the conditions shall be referred to the Transportation
Department.

N 10.TRANS. 8 MAP - UTILITY INSTALL. 1

_Eléctrical power, telephone, communication, street
“lighting, and cable television lines shall be placed
~underground in accordance with Orxrdinance 460 and 461.

- This also applies to existing overhead lines which are 33.6
- kilovolts or below along the project frontage and within

‘the project boundaries.

10 .TRANS. 9 MAP - OFF-SITE PHASE

 Sb9uld the applicant choose to phase any portion of this
project, said applicant shall provide off-site access roads

- to County maintained roads as approved by the

~Transportation Department.

20. 'PRIOR TO A CERTAIN DATE

. PLANNING DEPARTMENT

’fff_ZQQPLANNING- 2 MAP - EXPIRATION DATE

;Théfconditionally approved TENTATIVE MAP shall expire three
- years after the County of Riverside Board of Supervisors

INEFFECT

INEFFECT.

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT -
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PRIOR TO A CERTAIN DATE

20.PLANNING. 2 MAP - EXPIRATION DATE (cont.)

original approval date, unless extended as provided by
County Ordinance No. 460. Action on a minor change and/or
revised map regquest shall not extend the time limits of the
originally approved TENTATIVE MAP. A Land Management
‘System (LMS) hold shall be placed on the TENTATIVE MAP, and
a LMS hold shall be placed on any subsequent minor change
or revised map, which shall be set to take effect on the
expiration date. The LMS hold effective date shall be
extended in accordance with any permitted extensions of
time. The LMS hold shall be downgraded to a LMS notice
upon recordation of the the first phase of the TENTATIVE
MAP. The LMS held or notice shall remain in effect until
the recordation of the final phase of the TENTATIVE MAP.

If the TENTATIVE MAP expires before the recordaticn of the
final phase the LMS hold or notice shall remain in effect
and no further FINAL MAP recordation shall be permitted.

PRICR TO MAP RECCORDATICN
E HEALTH DEPARTMENT

50.E HEALTH. 1 MAP -~ WATER PLAN
A water system shall have plans and specifications approved
by the water company and the Department of Environmental
Health.
50.E HEALTH. 2 MAP - MONEY
Financial arrangements {securities posted) must be made for
the water improvement plans and be approved by County
Counsel.
50.E HEALTH. 3 MAP - SEWER PLAN - CQUNTY
A sewer system shall have mylar plans and specifications as
approved by the DRistrict, the County Survey Department and
the Department of Environmental Health.
50.E HEALTH. 4 MAP - ANNEX FINALIZED
Annexation proceedings must be finalized with the

applicable purveyor for sanitation service.

Page:
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50. PRIOR TO MAP RECORDATION
FIRE DEPARTMENT
50.FIRE. 1 MAP-#46-WATER PLANS ~ INEFFECT

The applicant or developer shall furnish one copy of the
water system plans to the Fire Department for review.

Plans shall be signed by a registered civil engineer,
containing a Fire Depar:cment approval signature block, and
shall conform to hydrant type, location, spacing and
minimum fire flow. Once plans are signed by the local water
company, the originals shall be presented to the Fire
Department for signature.

S50.FIRE. 2 MAP-#53-ECS-WTR PRIOR/COMBUS INEFFECT

Ecs map must be stamped by the Riverside County Surveyor
with the followirg note: The required water system,
including fire hydrants, shall be installed and accepted by
the appropriate water agency prior to any combustible
building material placed cn an individual lot.

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT
50.FLOOD RI. 1 MAP SUBMIT ECS & FINAL MAP INEFFECT

A copy of the environmental constraint sheet and the final
map shall pe submitted to the District for review and
approval. All submittals shall be date stamped by the
engineer and include the appropriate plan check fee.

50.FLOQD RI. MAP ADP FEE INEFFECT

A notice of drainage fees shall be placed on the
environmental constraint sheet and final map. The exact
word.ng of the note shall be as follows:

NOTICE OF DRAINAGE FEES

Notice is hereby given that this property is located in the
Fastvale Area Drairage Plan which was adopted by the Board
2f Superviscors of the County of Riverside pursuant to
Section 10.25 of Ordinance 460 and Section 66483, et seq,
of the Government Code and that said property is subject to
fees for said drainage area.

Notice is further given that, pursuant to Section 10.25 of
Ordinance 460, payment of the drainage fees shall be paid
to the Riverside County Flood Control and Water
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50. PRIOR TO MAP RECORDATION

50.FLOOD RI. 7 MAP ADP FEE (cont.)

Conservation District at the time of issuance of the
grading or building permit for said parcels, whichever
occurs first, and that the owner of each parcel, at the
time of issuance of either the grading or building permit,
shall pay the fee required at the rate in effect at the
time of issuance of the actual permit. The fee is payable
to the Flood Ceontrol District by cashier's check or money

‘order only. The District will not accept personal or
‘company checks.

- PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SOLPLANNiNG. 1 MAP - PREPARE A FINAL MAP

After the approval of the TENTATIVE MAP and prior to the
expiration of said map, the land divider shall cause the
real property included within the TENTATIVE MAP, or any
part therecf, to be surveyed and a FINAL MAP thereof
prepared in accordance with the current County
Transportation Department - Survey Division requirements,
the conditicnally approved TENTATIVE MAP, and in accordance
with Article IX of County Ordinance No. 450.

50.PLANNING. 9 MAP - FINAL MAP PREPARER

The FINAL MAP shall be prepared by a licensed land surveyor
or registered civil engineer.
[ ]

50.PLANNING. 13 MAP - FEE BALANCE

Prior to recordation, the Planning Department shall
determine if the deposit based fees for the TENTATIVE MAP

‘are in a negative balance. If so, any unpaid fees shall be

paid by the land divider and/or the land divider's
successor-in-interest.

50.PLANNING. 17 "MAP - SURVEYOR CHECK

The County Transportation Department - Survey Division
shall review any FINAL MAP and ensure compliance with the
following:

"A. All lots on the FINAL MAP shall be in substantial

conformance with the approved TENTATIVE MAP relative to

.size and configuration.

Page: 10
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50. PRIOR TO MAP RECORDATION

50.PLANNING. 17 MAP - SURVEYCR CHECK (cont.)

B. All lots on the FINAL MAP shall comply with the length
to width ratios, as established by Section 3.8.C. of County
Crdinance No. 46C. '

C. BAll knuckle or cul—de—sac lots shall have a minimum of
35 feet of frontage measured at the front lot line.

D. The common open space areas shall be shown as a
numbered lots on the FINAL MAP. ‘

E. The total number of industrial lots on the final map
shall be three lots.

50.PLANNING. 18 MAP - OFFER OF TRAILS

An offer of dedication to the County of Riverside for a
fourteen foot (14') wide community trail along the

south side of Riverside Drive, shall be noted on both the
FINAL MAP.

50 .PLANNING. 19 MAP - TRAIL MAINTENANCE

The land divider shall form or annex to a trails
maintenance district or other maintenance district
approved by the County Planning Department, for the
maintenance of a fourteen foot (14') wide community trail
located along the south side of Riverside Drive. The land
divider, or the land divider's successors-in-interest or

asgignees, shall be responsible for the maintenance of the

community trail easement until such time as the maintenance
is taken over by the appropriate maintenance district.

TRANS DEPARTMENT

50.TRANS. 1 MAP - R & BB D

Prior to the recordation of the final map, or any phase
thereof, the project proponent shall pay fees in accordance
with Zone A of the Mira Loma Road and Bridge Benefit
District. Should the project proponent choose to defer the
time of payment, a written request shall be submitted to
the County, deferring said payment to the time of issuance
of a building permit. Fees which are deferred shall be
based upon the fee schedule in effect at the time of
issuance of the permit.
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B0,

répﬁioRVTo MAP RECORDATION
50, TRANS 3 MAP - EXISTING MAINTAINED

Rlver91de Drive is a paved County maintained road and shall
be. improved with concrete curb-and-gutter located 38 feet
' - from centerline and match up asphalt concrete pav1ng,

. reconstruction; or resurfacing of existing paving as
_determined by the Transportation Department within a 59
‘foot-half-width dedicated right-of-way in accordance with

. Exhibit 'I' of the Countywide Design Guidelines

{38'/59') or as determined by the Director of

' Transportation

p*NOTE* The required improvements on Riverside Drive will
' extend easterly across the frontage of the parcel
labeled NAP and the Southern California easement and
_ connect to the existing improvements that were done
. as part of the improvements for Plot Plan 15023 and
- ghown on the improvement plans P/P 913-FF or as
- approved by the Director of Transportation.

-_50 TRANS ' MAP - IMP PLANS

Improvement plans for the required improvements must be
prepared and shall be based upon a design profile extending
a minimum of 300 feet beyond the proiect boundaries at a
. grade: and alignment as approved by the Riverside County
Trangportation Department. Completion of road improvements
“does not imply acceptance for maintenance by County.

SO TRANS S MAP - SOILS 2

The developer/owner shall submit a preliminary soils and
pavement investigation report addressing the construction
requlrements within the road right-of-way.

50 TRANS S MAP - OFF-SITE INFO

; The off site rights-of-way requ1red for said access road(s)’

~gHall be accepted to vest title in the name of the public
“if not already accepted.

“50 TRANS 115 MAP - STRIPING PLAN

”V;A 81gn1ng "and striping plan is required for this project.

- “The applicant shall be responsible for any additional

. “pavihg and/or striping removal caused by the striping plan.

ii - Traffic signing and striping shall be performed by County
forces with all incurred costs borne by the applicant,

Page: 12
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0;-.PRIO§ TO1MAP RECORDATION EE
50, TRANS. 15 MAP - STRIPING PLAN (cont.) INEFFECT

‘unless otherwise approved by the County Traffic Engineer.

" 50.TRANS. 17 MAP - LANDSCAPING INEFFECT

The project proponent shall comply in accordance with o
. landscaping requirements within public road rights-of-way, S
" .in accordance with Ordinance 461. Landscaping shall be
- installed within Riverside Drive and Hamner Avenue.
.- Landscaping plans shall be submitted on standard County
- Plan sheet format (24" X 36"). Landscaping plans shall be
~.- submitted with the street improvement plans. If landscaping
‘maintenance to be annexed to County Service Area, or
- Landscaping and Lighting Maintenance District, landscaping
. plans shall depict ONLY such landscaping, irrigation and
. related facilities as are to be placed within the public _
glroad rights-of-way. _ SR |
\

50, TRANS 18 ' MAP - ASSESSMENT DIST INEFFECT

'Should this project lie within any assessment/benefit
district, the applicant shall, prior to recordation, make
_application for and pay for their reapportionment of the
asgessments or pay the unit fees in the benefit district
unless said fees are deferred to building permit.

50. TRANS 20 MAP - STREET LIGHT PLAN INEFFECT

A separate street light plan is required for this project.

- Street lighting shall be designed in accordance with County
- Ordinance 460 and Street Light Specification Chart found in

. .Specification Section 22 of Ordinance 461. For projects B

- "within SCE boundaries use County of Riverside Ordinance o
/461, Standard No's 1000 or 1001. For projects within '
;Imperlal Irrlgatlon District (IID) use IID's pole standard.

50 TRANS MAP - STREET LIGHTS-L&LMD INEFFECT
'The project proponent shall contact the Transportation
- Department L&LMD 85-1-C Administrator and submit the
follow1ng

o 1 Completed Transportation Department application Z"ea;fﬂ,

T :2_ Approprlate fees for annexation.




05/24/06
'15:02

Riverside County LMS Page: 14
CONDITICNS OF APPRCVAL

PARCEL MAP Parcel Map #: PM32313 Parcel: 156-040-052

50. PRIOR TC MAP RECORDATICN

50.TRANS. 23 MAP - STREET LIGHTS-L&LMD (cont.) INEFFECT

3. (2)sets of street lighting plans approved by
Transportation Department.

4. "Streetlight Authorization" form from SCE, IID or other
electric provider.

50,.TRANS. 25 MAP - STREET SWEEPING INEFFECT

The project proponent shall contact the County Service Area
{CSA) Project Manager to file an application for annexation
or inclusion into CSA for street sweeping; or enter into a
similar mechanism as approved by the Transportation
Department.

50 .TRANS. 26 MAP - LANDSCAPING APP. ANNEX INEFFECT.

Landscaping within public road rights-of-way shall comply
with Transportation Department standards and reguire
approval by the Transportation Department. Assurance of
continuing maintenance is required by filing an application
for annexation inte a County Service Area, Landscaping and
Lighting Maintenance District NO. 89-1-Consclidated and/or
Agsessment District.

50.TRANS. 27 MAP - EASEMENT INEFFECT

Any easement not owned by a public utility, public entity
or subsidiary, not relocated or eliminated prior to final
map approval, shall be delineated on the final map in
addition to having the name of the easement holder, and
the nature of their interests, shown on the map .

50 .TRANS. 28 MAP - COMMUNITY TRATIL  INEFFECT

Prior to recordation of the final map, the applicant shall
construct a multipurpose Community Trail, as specified by
the Transportation Department, within the dedicated right
of way for Riverside Drive.

50.TRANS. 29 MAP - TRAIL MAINTENANCE INEFFECT

Prior to recordation of the final map, the applicant shall
make provisions for the ongoing maintenance of the

Community Trail along Riverside Drive via inclusion in a _
Lighting and Landscaping District or similar mechanism, as
approved by the Transportation Department.
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60. PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE

BS GRADE DEPARTMENT

60.BS

60.BS

GRADE. 1 MAP-G2.2 IMBORT / EXPORT INEFFECT

In instances where a grading plan involves import or
export, prior to obtaining a grading permit, the applicant
shall have obtained approval for the import/export location
from the Building and Safety Department. Additiocnally, if
either location was not previously approved by an
Environmental Assessment, prior to issuing a grading permit

-a Grading Environmental Assessment shall be submitted to
" the Planning Director for review and comment and to the

Building and Safety Department Director for approval.

GRADE._2 MAP-G2.4GEOTECH/SOILS RPTS INEFFECT

Geotechnical scils reports, required in order to obtain a
grading permit, shall be submitted to the Building
and Safety Department's Grading Division for review
and approval prior to issuance of a grading permit.

| All grading shall be in conformance with the

60.BS

recommendations of the geotechnical/soils reports as
approved by Riverside County.*

*The geotechnical/scils, compaction and inspection reports
will be reviewed in accecrdance with the RIVERSIDE COUNTY
GEOTECHNICAL GUIDELINES FOR REVIEW OF GEQTECHNICAL AND
GEQOLOGIC REPORTS.

GRADE. 3 MAP-G2.7DRNAGE DESIGN Q100 - INEFFECT

All drainage facilities shall be designed in accordance
with Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation
District's letter regarding this application or, if not
specifically addressed in their letter, to accommodate 100
year storm flows.

Additionally, the Building and Safety Department's
conditional approval of this application includes an
expectation that the conceptual grading plan reviewed and
approved for it complies or can comply with any WQMP (Water
Quality Management Plan) required by Riverside County Flood
Control and Water Conservation District.
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60, ;PRrogirb GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE R .
60.BS GRADE. 4 MAP-G2.140FFSITE GDG ONUS INEFFECT

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, it shall be the

. sole responsibility of the owner/applicant to obtain any

~.and all proposed or required easements and/or permissions |
‘necessary to perform the grading herein proposed. o

' 60.BS GRADE. 5 MAP-Gl.4 NPDES/SWPPP | INEFFECT -

Prior to issuance of any grading or construction permits - . ﬂ
whichever comes first - the applicant shall provide the ' -
‘Building and Safety Department evidence of compliance with "'i
- 'the following: "Effective March 10, 2003 owner operators E
of grading or construction projects are required to comply o
with the N.P.D.E.S. (National Pollutant Discharge -
‘Elimination System) requirement to obtain a construction - -
o permit from the State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB) . L
. .The permit requirement applies to grading and construction
~gites of "ONE" acre or larger. The owner operator can 1
~ ‘comply by submitting a "Notice of Intent" (NOI), develop
--and'.-implement a STCRM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN _ :
. {SWPPP) and a monitoring program and reporting plan for the
construction site. For additional information and to obtain :
a. copy of the NPDES State Construction Permit contact the
"SWRCB at (916) 657-1146. |

 Additiona11y, at the time the county adopts, as part of any
ordinance, regulations specific to the N.P.D.E.S., this
- project (or subdivision) shall comply with them.

 ELOOD -RI' DEPARTMENT
. 60.FLOOD. RI. 1 MAP ADP FEE INEFFECT -

\

 :Thiélsite is located within the limits of the : e
[ Eastvale Area Drainage Plan for which drainage fees have .

“been adopted.

© - Drainage fees shall be paid to the District at the time of
- the issuance of grading permits for the approved parcels or
cat the time of issuance of building permits if no grading |

. permits are issued for the parcels and may be paid, at the E
-~ option of the land owner, in pro rata amounts. The amount e

" of the drainage fee required to be paid shall be the amount : :
- that is in effect for the particular Area Drainage Plan at S
the time of issuance of the grading permits or issuance of g
~‘the building permits if grading permitse are not issued. : “j w
-.~.'The fee is payable to the Flood Control District by .
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o 60 PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE 1
- '
&0, FLOOD RI 1 MAP ADP FEE (cont.) INEFFEcq‘

_ cashler‘s check or mdney order only. The District will not
- accept perscnal or company checks.

7PLANNING DEPARTMENT
60 PLANNING 4 MAP - PALEONTOLOGIST REQUIRED INEFFECT

“The land divider/permit holder shall retain a qualified
. paleontologist for consultation and comment on the
"-lproposed grading with respect to potential paleontological
~impacts. The develcoper shall subnmit the name, telephone
- number and address of the retained, qualified
. ‘paleontologist to the Planning Department and the
.. Department of Building and Safety. The paleontologist
~-shall submit in writing to the Planning Department -
‘:_}Development Review Division the results of the initial
"nconsultatlon, and the paleontologist shall include details
- ‘of ‘the fossil recovery plan, if recovery was deemed
- ‘nécessary. Should the paleontologist find the potential is
high for impact to significant resources, a pre-grade
‘meeting between the paleontologist and the excavation and
grading contractor shall be arranged. When necessary, in o
\

“the professional opinion of the retained paleontologist

‘{and/or as determined by the Planning Director), the

"'paleontologist or representative shall have the authorlty

'to monitor actively all project related grading and

construction and shall have the authority to temporarily , |
- divert, redirect, or halt grading activity to allow : .
xjirecovery of paleontologlcal resources.

60 PLANNING 10 MAP - FEE BALANCE INEFFECT

,-tfaPrlor to issuance of grading permits, the Planning
L Department shall determine if the deposit based fees are
in.a negative balance. If so, any outstanding fees shall
be paid by the applicant/developer.

':N:,;A note shall be placed on the grading plan that states:

t'i"Should cultural resources be encountered during grading

. .operations, grading shall be halted or diverted until a
‘gqualified archaeologist can evaluate the resources and make

: etermination of significance."

|
|
i
|
|
\
:
60 PLANNING 11 MAP - GRADING PERMIT NOTE INEFFECT
o
\
|
\
\




05/24/06 . Riverside County LMS

15:02 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

PARCEL MAP Parcel Map #: PM32313 Parcel: 156-040-052
60. PRIOR TO GRADING PRMT ISSUANCE

80.

80.

60.PLANNING. 12 MAP - COMMUNITY TRAIL ESMNT

The land divider/permit holder shall cause grading plans to
be prepared which delineates grading adjacent to or within
a proposed trail easement adjacent to lot numbers 1 and 3,
as delineated on the TENTATIVE MAP. Said grading must
conform to the trail standards of the Comprehensive

General Plan.

PRIOR TO BLDG PRMT ISSUANCE
BS GRADE DEPARTMENT
80.BS GRADE. 1 MAP-G3.1NO B/PMT W/O G/PMT

Prior to issuance of any building permit, the property
owner shall obtain a grading permit and/or approval to
construct from the Grading Divisin of the Building and
Safety Department.

FLOOD RI DEPARTMENT
80.FLOOD RI. 1 MAP ADP FEE

This site is located within the limits of the
Eastvale Area Drainage Plan for which drainage fees have
been adopted.

Drainage fees shall be paid to the District at the time of
the issuance of grading permits for the approved parcels or

- at the time of issuance of building permits if no grading
permits are issued for the parcels and may be paid, at the
option of the land owner, in pro rata amounts. The amount
of the drainage fee required to be paid shall be the amount
that is in effect for the particular Area Drainage Plan at
~the time of issuance of the grading permits or issuance of
the building permits if grading permits are not issued. The
fee is payable to the Flood Control District by cashier's
check or money order only. The District will not accept
personal or company checks.

PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION

Page: 18

INEFFECT

INEFFECT

INEFFECT
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15:02 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL |

PARCEL MAP Parcel Map #: PM32313 Parcel: 156-040-052

90. PRIOR TO BLDG FINAL INSPECTION

TRANS DEPARTMENT
90.TRANS. 1 MAP - E STREET LIGHTS INSTALL INEFFEC

Install streetlights along the streets agssociated with
development in accordance with the approved street lighting
plan and standards of County Ordinance 460 and 461. For
projects within Imperial Irrigation District (IID) use
(IID's) pole standard.

Street light annexation into L&LMD or similar mechanism as
. approved by the Transportation Department shall be
completed. ,

It shall be the responsibility of the Developer to ensure
that streetlights are energized along the streets
associated with this development where the Developer is
seeking Building Final Inspecticn (Occupancy) .

90.TRANS. 2 MAP - WRCOG TUMF _ INEFFEC”

Prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit, the project
proponent shall pay the Transportation Uniform Mitigation
Fee (TUMF) in accordance with the fee schedule in effect at
the time of issuance, pursuant to Ordinance No. 824.

90 .TRANS, 3 MAP - STREET SWEEPING ' INEFFECT
Street sweeping annexation or inclusion into CSA or similar
mechanism as approved by the Transportation Department
shall be completed. -

90 .TRANS. 4 MAP STREETLIGHT AUTHORIZATION . INEFFECT

Prior to OCCUPANCY, the project proponent shall submit to
Transportation Department Permits the following:

1. "Streetlight Authorization" form approved by L&LMD No.
89-1 Administrator

2 Letter establishing interim energy account from SCE, IID
or other electric provider.



LAND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
(INITIAL CASE ACCEPTANCE MEETING AGENDA )
RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
" 9TH FLOOR, CAC - P.O. Box 1409
Riverside, CA 92502-1409
DATE: June 29, 2004

ranspoitation {3) Riverside Transit Agency
Environmenta! Health Jurupa Rec & Park Dist
“lood Controd Drao Turepa Umfied School Ehst

e Samemmgiam e D s o -

fI0NE JATKS o Open-snace sBC

Geologist CA Dept of Fish and Game

Eioiogist Caltrrans =3

Riv. Zo. Sherffs Dent 105 Fish & Wiidlite Service

Riv. Ca. Waste L.5. Postel Service:S.B.

CSAaA 132 EIC{Attachment “A™)

EDA Center for Community Action & Environmental Justice
Supervisor Tavaglione Pachanga Band of Indians

Commissioner Snell

Plot Plan >0.148386 Revised No. 2. Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313 - EA No. 39492 - Applicant: Cal-Moid Ine. -
Enginesr-Rep. Albert A Webb Associaies - Second Supervisorial Disimos - Jurupa Srea 2an - Locared zouth of Riverside Drive, .
vAvenue. - 20 acres - [P0 Incustal Parkd zone - REQUEST: Plot Plan No. 12886 Revised No. 2 BIODOSES 10

. T 3 = Samr vy Py i1r 1 v a ~ — - 2ard eyl e
RULICE 3108 Wath the consir.onon ©ve addiiional warshou DES. L0 Tronesas onnicinos

T

A - = v oy L 1L T PRt
UnoSIil0D STdCT. MiTO L s Aadlnionag:

VoI A D

“landscaping. Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313 proposss 1o divide 22.20 acras into 2
£136-040-003 and 136-040-032. Related Cases:PP148S6RI. (ist LDC

Please review the case described above, along with the attached tentative maprexhibit. This item wili be discussed on July 15,
2004 by the Land Development Commutiee.  All County LDC Agencies and Departments, please have draft conditions in the
Land Management System by the LDC date. If you cannot clear the exlhibit, please have LDC corrections in the system and
DENY the routing. Once the route 1s complete, and the approval screen is approved with or without corrections, the case can be
scheduled for a public hearing. All other agencies, please have your comments/conditions 1o the Planning Department as soon as
vossible, but no later than 14 days after the LDC date. Your comments/ recommendations/conditions are requested so that they
may be incorporated in the staff report for this particuiar case. '

Should you have any questions regarding this item, please do not hesitate to contact, Larry Ross . Project Planner at 953-2402. .

COMMENTS: _

The Jurupa Unified School District is currently operating at capacity. Additional
development projects will impact existing schools and create a need for additional facilities.
School impact fees shall be paid pursuant to state law: even after such pavment the
District’s schools will become increasingly impacted and overcrowded.

DATE: %" " SIGNATURE: = mt—so—— 7 {0n o

PLEASE PRINT NAME AND TITLE: Shelia Carpenter, Director ofaCentralized Support & Facilities Services
TELEPHONE: (902) 360-4157

f\
-

If you do not use this letter for your response, please indicate the project pianner's name. Thank you.



HmW Kemkamp Generai Manager— Chref Engineer

_ Riverside County
5 Management Department

July 12, 2004

Larry Ross, Project Planner
Riverside County Planning Department
9" Floor, CAC — P. 0. Box 1409

" Riverside, CA $2502-1409

" RE: Plot Plan No. 14886, Revised No. 2 - Add Two Industrial Warehouse
: Buildings (Building A and B) to an Existing Warehouse Distribution Facility

" Dear : Mr Ross:

’I'he Riverside County Waste Management Department (Department) has reviewed the

.- “proposed project, located south of Riverside Drive and east of Hamner Avenue in the
. Juropa Area. This project is subject to Assembly Bill 1327, Chapter 18, California Solid
"~ Waste Reuse and Recveling Access Act of 1991 {Act). The Act r requires that all new

~ : commercial and industriai projects provide adequate arsas for collecting and loading
' -reeyclabie materials such 25 caoe:r products. glass and other recvciabizs. The standard
_conw:}arzs for thess racvciani= collaction anzas 272 as fallows

Pnor o building pez‘mzt issuance for EACH warenouse building. the appiicant shali

B submi: three {3} copies of a Recyclablzs Collection and Loading Arsa piot piar ic

the Riverside County Waste Managemen: Departmen: for review and approvail.

The plot plan shall conform to Desigu Guidelines for Recyclables Collection and

Loading Areas, provided by the Waste Management Department, and shall show

" the location of and access to the collection area for racyclable materials, along

with its dimensions and construction detail, inciuding eievation/facade,
construction materials and signage.

o Prior to building final inspection of EACH warehouse building, the applicant shal

construct the recyclables collection and ioading area in compliance with ths
Recyclables Coliection and Loading Area plot plan as approved and stampec by
_ thé Riverside County Waste Manaoemen Department, and as verified by the
‘Riverside Counry Budam» and Saret‘ Denar'rent tnrougk sire specuon,

' 'Items to be collected for recycling from a residential, commercial or industrial

) ,es*a.:hls.‘?.f"!vx_. "‘DDC‘.’!C a6 othe e ou materiaiz 2vaiiahis fof "3_"_“!"1_:‘ anl the nouizt s

liection svsiem. The DIO]CCL DIOpOneNnt SNouiG work with his permitiec refuse pauier
1dent1fv which materiais may be coliected for recycling and on what scheduie.

s It should be noted that the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) requires

cities and counties to divert 50 percent of solid waste from landfills and that recycling of
: constmcnon and demolition waste is crucial to the County’s success in meeting the State

lof2

14310 Fredertck Street » Moreno Valley, CA 92553 « (909) 486-3200 « Fax (909) 486-3205 « Fax (90%) 486-3230

WWW.rivcowm.org




_ In order to mmgate the pro;ect’s potentlal sohd waste unpact the apphcant is encouraged "
- to implement the followmg measures, as feastble . : _

_a.--' . 'Re...ycle the pro;ect’s constructxon and demolmon (C&D) waste through a C&D'
o recyclm0 fac111ty _ _

b Use muich and/or eompost in the development and mamtenance of landscaped :
' ‘areas within the project boundaries. -Recycle green waste through either onsite
composting of grass, i.e., leaving the. grass. chppmg -on’the lawn or sendmg
_ separated green waste it to a compostmg facﬂlty : : '

It should be noted that .any. ‘hazardous waste generated on the s:te must be bandled
and disposed of in accordance with all applicable federal; state, and local regulatory .
' standards anersnde County landﬁlls do not accept hazardous waste _ R

T '.-'-_Thank you for the opportumty to review th.ls proposal If you have any questlons please '
U caIl me at (909) 486-3283 _ .

: Smcerely, L

/eﬁez[

. Dlanﬁer '




Jurupa Area |
Recreation and Park District

4810 Pedley Road- ¢ Riverside, CA 92509 . (951} 361-2090  Fax (951) 361-2095
DRI P N ] N jarpd()ig N - P

January 27, 2005

Larry Ross, Project Planner
Riverside County Planning Department
~ 9% Floor, CAC - P.0. Box 1409
~ Riverside, CA 92509-1409

" RE: PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2
. TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313

7. After reviewing the above-mentioned project, we have determined that the project does not
- appear to have a direct impact to the Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District in terms of being
- conditioned for “Quimby” (Park Development Fees).

_ The Jurupa Community Trails Map adopted by the Board of Supervisors on December of

© 1994 identifies a Regional Transportation Bicycle Trails located along Hamner Avenue and Riverside
Drive. It is suggested that contact me made with the Riverside County transportation Department
for the exact location, identification and development guidelines. In addition, there is Community
Trail ‘B’ associated with the transportation trail located along Riverside Drive. It is suggested that
the developer contact the Park District Office for placement and development standards.

... Ifyou have any questions or comments regarding this project, please contact my office at
-(951) 361-2090.

Ll twr
... DANRODRIGUEZ, General Manager
Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District

-XC: Board of Directors
- File: C\Documents and Settings\Julie\My Documents\MyFiles\2005 Planning Department Cominents\January 31, 2005 Plot Plan 14886

Hammer & Riverside Warehouse .wpd

General Manager
Dan Rodriguez

SR Board of Directors ' Office Manager
C. Tim Adams © Robert M. Hernandez # Lee Parde ¢ dJim Real % Sheryl Schmidt Julie Paniagua



RIVERSIDE COUNTY SHERIFF
Jurupa Valley Station
7477 Mission Blvd.
Riverside, CA 92509
(951)955-2612 /2600
(951} 933-2630 Fax

County of Riverside July 28, 2004
Planning Department

- 9™ Floor, CAC

ATTN: Larry Ross, Project Planner

-_RE: ~Plot Plan No. 14886 (Revised No. 2) — Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313, EA No. 39498
APN: 156-040-003 and 156-040-052, Related Cases: PP14886R1 (1% LDC)
Applicant: Cal Mold, Inc.

- Engineer / Representative. Albert A. Webb Associates

Dear Mr: Ross.

Thank vou for the opporunizy 1o comment on the pronosad recuest for the construction of 2
WG additional Sommardia. Warsnouse DULZIng ar tns indicai2d parce. iocatal WItnin the Pracc-
Mira Loma Zoning Disiric: Tne Iohowmg 1ssues of coneern rejatec 1o public safety and law
enforcement are presentac

Pre-Construction & Construction Phases:

1. CurrentPlanned Design:

The proposed design with the plan presents several issues which should be discussed for secunty
easons and issues of public safety:

4& Employee Work: Areas:

The interior coors saoulc pe secured with & heavy duty type lock which provides
additional deterrent to forced entry, as well as, the exterior locking mechanism.
Recommend & seouriny ziarm svsiar fo7 the jolanion. orovids the servicing zlemm vendor
Witk 2 phint OF coniac:, and/or responder i the evem of activatior. Duri mc normat
operational hours, the management of the iocations shouid institute some manner of
control, access and egress from these employee work areas, loading areas and doors. -
The proper use of security measures (i.e. CCTV - closed circuit TV) may prevent the
future loss of business equipment and/or merchandise.

- B. Exterior Lighting Plan: (Refer to Post-Construction Comments)



Page 2

C. Roof Access:
The design for access to the roofs should preciude having exterior ladders. equipment. or

landscaping (i.e. trees) from being used by unauthorized persons Additionallv, all roof
top vents and skylights should be reinforced to prevent forced access.

D. Landscaping:
The landscape design should be based on the use of planted items which will not
overgrow areas of the business and / or property. For example, trees or shrubs, should

not be planted directly adjacent to structures or the building, not should they be planted
in a manner which will obstruct observation both, into and out of the building.

2. Construction Site:

Prior to 'cbnstruction on any structure, a material storage area should be established and enclosed
by a s1x (6) foot chain link fence to minimize theft of materials and/or equipment

It 1s recommended that 2 iis: o7 serial and/or license numbers of equipment stored at the location

be mainizined borr. 27 fas sitz ant any of-siic maiz ofice  The pubiic anc non-zisensa
emplovees should be restrictec in access o the constructon areas Lurren. emergensy sonias:
information for the project should be keot or file with the Riverside Sherifs Departme

The developer and / or builder’s name, address and phone number should be conspicuously
posted at the construction site  Visibility into the construction site should not be intentionally
hampered. - Areas actually under construction should be lit during hours of darkness.

All entrances and exits should be clearly marked.

The construction site should have a clearly designated point of contact, such as a construction
trailer or office. Post the emergency and non- -emergency phone numbers for the fire deparimens
(CDF). ambulance service (AMR) and, the Riverside Sheriff's Departmen: near anv local site
phone. - The address for the facility should be posted near the above phon°s at the site. Anv
phones at the site that are biockez for outgeing calis should not be blockead from dialing S-1-:

Designate and establish snecific parking areas for construction site warkess 2ad emplovaes
1he parking areas anc’commertia. areas on ine prenuses shouid be accessivle 1o amergens,
vehicles at all times with paved pathways of sufficient width to accommodate such vehicles



o "2 Gr"a_.Pﬁti Issues:

L ’rby landscapmg or plants.

the aoproor'atn use o7 defensible space. whict: shouid deter subjects from loitering or trespassing

,_,Pena. bOCi:,.

Page 3

Post Cohstruction & Project Completion:
1. Lighting:

_The current proposal does not include an exterior iighting plan for the premises.

" " A professional lighting survey should be conducted and included for review.

- All exterior lighting standards and fixtures shouid be resistant to vandalism and tampering.
" The standards should be of a height to reduce any tampering or damage.
. Recommend low pressure sodium type lighting for the reasons of color rendition and 1ncreased
' ':-VlSlblhty (i.e. less glare).

Prior tooccupancy, the surface of walls, fences, buildings, logo monuments, etc... should be -
" graffiti resistant either through surface composition, applied paint type and / or planned. shleldmg

'3. f,_'-Busincss Numbering an¢ Monument:

LR seyia Cem i &=

. Thne srope“ adéresses shall be orominants dispigvec oo the business fon visidiz from ihe simeer
by the selection of adequare size numbering and contrasting coior from the building facade
- This w_111 assist in emergency responses by the fire department (CDF) and / or law enforcement.

A_'dditionally, the Riverside County Sheriff’s Department requests that the property address _
~(numerics) be placed atop the roofs of the each building. The application of the address riumberS'
. will assist emergency responders to the location by being visible from the air by an aircraft or
_hehcopter The numbers should be large enough ( no less than 1 x 4 ) and contrasting in color
agamst the rooﬂop L
' i.'_',4;.__';Perl'mcte'r_Pencing & No Trespassing Signs:
" The planned fencing along the perimeter, concrete block walls and annotated gates aemonstrate
S on'the premises. The premises shouid have “No Trespassing or Loitering” signs posted. along tne' :

o°r1fn°te‘ fanceline 2 reasonabie distance spaced and at all ascess points (per 502 P C ’“a'v"o"x"

3 Property Gates & Knox Rapid Eniry System:

5 Further the gate(s) at the location will have the Knox Lock Security System or Rapld Entry

" Locking Devices. The Riverside County Sheriff's Department will require the mstallatlon of the o

3’@ sw1tch system (Model 3503) from the Knox Company.




’I‘hzs wﬂl prowde each ernergency respondmo agency, ‘the fire and law enforcement thetr
_ .independent key access ‘without compromising accountability or security. ‘Prior to the purchase
“and installation; the builder will need to obtain the appropriate Knox Order forms from both,-
- the Riverside County Fire at (951} 955-4777 and the Riverside County Sheriff’s Department at
(95 1) 955 9230 for Deputy Matt Cosgrove

L the presentatron of' those above 1nd1cated prOJect desxgns and/or dlagrams for proper review. '

- _.Should the planmng department planmng commission; developer or constructton staff have any 3

‘ _ questions regarding the above law enforcement and pubhc safety concerns, they may contact .
: -Deputy Matt Cosgrove at (951) 935-9230 : _ -

Mazt Cosgrove
- Deputy Sheriff
~ Jurupa Valley Statior
- CP.T. ED Coordinator

e -Admin.RSO

| Pnor to the 1ssuance of burldmg perrmt(s) the Rwermde County Shertff" 5 Department requests o '




. i9BIW. Lugonia Avenue - . .
Redlands, CA 92374-9796 3

Gas Gompariy

A_g Sempra Energy- utility™

©jayso004 Gas CoRefCo. RCOS08A

- _Land Development Commmee

;- "Riverside County Planning Department
9™ Floor, CAC = P.0. Box 1409

'R1ver51de CA 97307 1409

- =-if1_!¥_;.,'_clf:_er_1t1o_n: .: La.rry Ross
Rer . ' Plot Plan No 14886 Rewsea \10 Tentatwe Parcel Map No 1'3'_-_ o
| '.-Deau Mr. Ross .

_.Tham vou fo1 the ouportumt» to review your nlans for the abov -refelenced DIO_]ec V\'c
' .have no comments or recommendauons to suorrut on th1s partlcular development pl‘O_} ect.

' '_If vou need anv add1t1ona1 mformatmn please call Gertman Thomas at (909) 335- 773

o 'J_S{irncgrcly, )

"ankT V rcras _ : o
_Technica! _S_e‘\._'c_ics Sup_e_r\'isoz-_--
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LAND BEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

(INITIAL CASE ACCEPTANCE MEETING AGENDA) F‘A x TO.-
RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

9TH FLOOR, CAC - P.O. Box 1409 LARRY RoSS
RS i . Riverside, CA 92502-1409 |'i" 75'5‘_ 24.02’
JATE: June 29, 2004
ﬂ(:‘c l{ 7/5/9741 B“ 6? 5S. W
' _ 3152
Trarsportatton {3) Y Riverside Transit Agency
“Envrronmental Health Turupa Rec & Park Dhst
Flood Control Distnict Turupa Unified School Dist
Fire Depariment Jurupa Community Service Dist
Buildmg & Safety - Grading So. Cal Edison
-Bulding & Safety - John Vasquez So. Cal Gas
Regional Parks & Onen-Space SBC
" Geologist CA Dept of Fish and Game
. Buologist Caltrans #8
- Riv. Co. Sheriff's Dept U S Fish & Wildlife Service
Riv. Co. Waste U.S. Postel Service/S.B.
CSA # 152 EIC(Attachment “A"™)
EDA Center for Community Action & Environmental Justice
" Supervisor Tavaghonc Pachanga Band of Indians

S Cormmussioner Snell

ot Plan No.14886 Revised No. 2. Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313 - EA No 19498 - Applicant. Cai-Mold Inc -
agincer/Rep. - Albert A, Webb Associates - Second Supervisortal District - Jurupa Area Plan - Located south of Roversids Tmvee
- &t ofHammner Avenue - Zlzzrer - 1P Inaustial Pavic ran: - REQUEST: Piot Plar Ne. 14886 Revisad Nc. - =5 :
¢! an existing wareheouse distibunios site with tiic congruetion two additional warehouse butidings The proy
ifY be 41026 and 115 452 square foot tik-up buildings with 2,100 and 2,704 squars fast of office space. witk 102

romabile perking spaces, anc 3 acrss of iandscaping. Tentative Parcel Map Ng. 32313 proposes te divnas 22,27 acr
~dustrial parcels - Schedule: & - APN: 156-040-003 and 156-040-052. Reiated Cases PP148R6R T (ist LDC

A
T3

ease review the case deserbed above, along with the atlached tentative map/exhibit. This itemn will be discussed on July 15,
104 by the Land Devclopmenr Commuttes. all County LDC Agencies and Departments, please have drafi conditrons in ths
'_zr_id_Managcmen'. System by the LDC date. If you cannot clear the exhibit, please have LDC corrections in the system and
ENY the routing. Once the route 1s complete, and the approval screen is approved with or without corrections, the case can be
tht{lggi- for a public hearmg. All other agencics, pleass have your commments/conditions to the Manning Deparment a3 300n as
) -.:'s-sib'i;-.fi_')uz ne later than 14 days aiter the LDC date. Your comments/ recommendations/conditions are requesizd 3¢ that they
- . ay-bencerporated in the stail repor for this particular case. '

- ol vouhave any gucstions regarding ths vem pizase do not hesitate 1o contact. Larrs Ross . Froce: Planzer 27 335-2400

" DMMENTS.

- TIB/04 — Comments from Riverside Transit Agency:

:,1 586,000 sq i of new waraehouse Space. 365 parking spaces on existing partially-developed lot,
+ ‘SE corner of Hamner & Riverside, less NAP fot. Mira Loma area. |

: Notramnt amenity or pedestrian access issues. RTA approves. Near edge of service
- /,area. Buses would likely operate on Hamner, then north to Mission Bivd, then easi. Hamner

y \..'IL Juses would stop at NE corner of the intersection with Riverside.

Michael _McCoWnior Planner, phane {309) 565-5164




LAND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
(INITIAL €ASE ACCEPTANCE MEETING AGENDA)
RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
9TH FLOOR, CAC - P.O. Box 1409
: Riverside, CA 92502-1409
DATE: June 29, 2004 '

Transportaucs (31 _ Riverside Transit Agency
" Environmentai Health Jurupa Rec & Park Dist
- " Fiood Control Disiric: : Jurupa Unified School Dist.
. Fire Department Jurupa Community Service Dhst.,
" Building & Safety - Grading So. Cal Edison
.. ‘Building & Safety - John Vasquez So. Cal. Gas
- Regional Parks & Open-Space SBC
- Geologist CA Dept of Fish and Game
" Biologist Caltrans #8

"Riv. Co. Sheriff's Dept U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
* Riv. Co. Waste UU.5. Postel Service/S.B.
- CSA #152 EIC(Attachment “A™)
- EDA . Center for Community Action & Environmental Justice

o “Supervisor Tavaglione Pachanga Band of Indians
Go‘mmissioner Snell

- lot Plan No.14886 Revised No. I, Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313 - EA No. 394958 - Applicant Cai-Mold inc. o
o ncrmeellRe'a Albert A, Webb Aszsociates - Second Supervisorial District - Jurupa Area Plan - Located south of Rlv-e side Drive,
: ; iozons - REC {‘EST Plot Plan No. 14886 Rovized o 2 :

12 SONSITULIION TWO 203IHIoNnA; Waranouss butld:
¢ wiin 2100 and 2704 square feet
entative Parcel \'[ap No. 32313 propoes

D208, Wi 70 adc’.m“nu‘

~—

23 o dvigs 2220 acres nie
ng i 36 (40-032. Related Cases:PP13886R ], {ist LDC

Fa

¥ 1!;0 m()bii ari\.
sma' parpais.

- iéaSE 1'Eviexv the case described above, along with the attached tentative map/exhibit. This item will be discussed on July 15,
904 by the Land Development Comumittee. All County LDC Agencies and Departmenis, please have draft conditions in the -
and Managcment Systemn by the LDC date. If you cannot clear the exhibit, please have LDC corrections in the system and

. ENY the routing. Once the route is complete, and the approval screen is approved with or without corrections, the case can be
- .:heduled for a public hearing. All other agencies, please have your comments/conditions to the Planning Department as soon as
: "_a;s‘é"ib:fl-g_:_f‘b'm ho later than 14 davs after the LDC dats. Your comments’ recommendanons conditions ars r2quasisd so that they

':a}v_j be inéqtporateé in the staff report for this particular case.

. "10L.1 ¥OU ha\= anv questons reearding fhis item. please do nel hesiaie wocontact Larey Ross . Proaor Biammer o 985

'.OMMEN.TS;

A The Jurupa Unified Schoo! District it ently operating at capaciiv.  Additionn!
deveiopment projects will impact existing sc,nuol:. and creaie a need for additionaj facilities. |
~ School impact fees shall be paid pursuaut to state law: even after such payment tlv—
District’s schools will become increasingly lmpacted and overcrowded.

CATE: ? LKSIGNATURE “—é/\w‘-}»\-“” .. (;._M’Bf.-uxk-ﬁ'
i LEASE PRINT NAME AND TITLE: }C
ELEPHONE (909) 360-4157

Shelia Carpenter, Director of Centralized Support & Facilities Services

ou dqnqt use t_hi_s letter for your response, please indicate the project planner's name. Thank you.




RCA Joint Project Review (JPR)
- JPR #: 050106 03
Date: 12/16/05

| . P_l‘o,]_eét Information

. Permiittes: ~_County of Riverside
- Case Information: HANS 420
- Site Acreage: 43.5 acres

- Portion of Site Proposed for
' MSHCP Conservation Area: _{) acres

| '—Cr'i'tér_ia Consistency Review

L .Conswtency Concluswn This project is Consistent with both Criteria requirements and Other Plan

. reqmrements

.- ‘Applicable Core/Linkage: __Proposed Noncontiguous Habitat Block ]
;. AreaPlan: Jurupa Area Plan
- APN Sub-Unit Cell Group Cell
- 156-040-003 SU3 - Delhi Sands Area A 68
- 156-040-052 '
. Comments:
i The project site is located entirely within Cell 68, which is located within Cell Group B. In this Cell

_:.Group, Proposed Noncontiguous Habitat Block 1 (Delhi Sands Area) is planned to incorporate habitat
- for conservation of the Delhi sands flower-loving fly. Cell Criteria in this area consists of a reference to
‘the Species Objectives for the Delhi sands flower-loving fly.

':Rcs'er\'fe Assembly within Proposed Noncontiguous Habitat Block [ is anticipated to proceed in
. accordance with the Species Conservation Objective 1B for the Delhi sands flower-loving fly, which

,'-'-"-'_'_'-'-'_call's for inclusion of locations within the Plan Area determined to be occupied by the Delhi Sands

7.__ﬁﬂower-‘lovi_ng fly based on the results of surveys conducted in accordance with USFWS “Interim
- General Survey Guidelines for the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly.” Reserve Assembly within Proposed
" Noncontiguous Habitat Block 1 is anticipated to proceed in accordance with the Species Conservation

. .Objective 1B for the Delhi sands flower-loving fly, which calls for inclusion of locations within the Plan
e ‘Area determined to be occupied by the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly (DSF). Surveys for DSF were
S _"pérfor_rhed in accordance with USFWS “Interim General Survey Guidelines for the Delhi Sands flower-
< "fj"lo,\'/ing fly” (1996) in 1999 and 2005. The survey reports (Ecological Sciences, 1999 and 2005) indicates
t_h;é__pfesence of Delhi soils and suitable habitat for Delhi sands flower-loving fly, but did not detect the
- presence of the fly. The project has satisfied the survey requirements under Species Objective 1B for the

--"]:')etzlhir sands flower-loving fly.
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RCA Joint Project Review (JPR)
- JPR #: 03010603
Date: 12/16/05

: c. Because the project site does not contain occupied DSF habitat, it does not meet the criteria for inclusion
D m the MSHCP Conservation Area, and therefore development of the site as proposed is consistent with
- Reserve assembly objectives.

Other Plan Requirements

| Data
o : Sécﬁo_n 6.1.2 - Riparian/Riverine/Vernal Pool Mapping Provided:
N ng __-i.fnfiormation was provided.
=’S't?..'c;tion 6.1.3 — Narrow Endemic Plant Spe.cies Surveys Provided:
e N_o The project site is not located within Narrow Endemic Plant Species Survey Area 7.
-Scctidn 6.3.2 — Additional Species Surveys Provided:
: Yﬁ ,. | A hébitat assessment was completed for burrowing owl. Additional species surveys are not required..

" Section 6.1.4 - Guidelines Pertaining to Urban/Wildland Interface:
- No. . Not applicable.
| Comméﬁts:.

a No mformanon relative to riparian/riverine or vernal pool resources was provided in the application
“materials. Riparian/riverine mapping, if applicable, must be supplied with the application materials in
f,order to determine if the proposed project is consistent with Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP Pian.

~b. The pI_'O_jeCt site 1s within NEPSSA 7 habitat assessment/survey areas for Brand's phacelia, San Diego

: ambrosia, and San Miguel savory. The Habitat Suitability Evaluation (Ecological Sciences, 2004)

- included with the application materials indicates that no suitable habitat for these species is present on

the site due to generally unsuitable conditions combined with regular disking of the site. Therefore, no

- .-_"surveys are required and the project is in compliance with the requirements of Section 6.1.3 of the
V*_MSHCP Plan.

"‘_IZI'C,- .The project site is within the MSHCP habitat assessment/survey areas for burrowing owl. The Habitat

B g '.'5.':'Su1tabllxty Evaluation {Ecological Sciences, 2004) included with the application materials describes
o ""rf'_-""surveys that were conducted in accordance with the CDFG mitigation guidelines contained in the 1995
- CDFG staff report. As a result of the surveys, suitable burrows were located, but no burrowing owls or
':J'j-31gn of burrowing owl were located on the site. Therefore, the project complies with the requirements
L and measures identified in Sections 6.3.2.
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'RCA Joint Project Review (JPR)

JPR #: 0501 06 03
Date: 12/16/05

d. The pro;ect site is not in close proximity to the MSHCP Conservation Area (existing or proposed) and
- therefore the guidelines pertaining to the Urban/Wﬂdland Interface are not applicable.

M
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
and
INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION to
consider the project shown below:

PLOT PLAN NO. 14886, REVISED NO. 2 with TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313, EA 39348, is an
application submitted by Cal Mold, Inc. for property located in the Prado-Mira Loma Zoning Area, Second
Supervisorial District, and more generally located south of Riverside Drive, on the east side of Hamner Avenue; 22
Acres — 3 Lots - I-P (Industrial Park) Zone - SP: N/A - Schedule E. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 348, Riverside County
Land Use Ordinance, and Ordinance No. 460, Riverside County Subdivision Ordinance, the plot plan proposes to
expand an existing warehouse distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed
Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed
* Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of warechouse space. The project
will bring 170 additional automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping to the site. Tentative Parcel Map No.
32313 proposes to divide 22.20 acres into 3 industrial parcels. (Quasi-judicial).

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M. or as soon as possible thereafter.

DATE OF HEARING: FEBRUARY 16, 2005

PLACE OF HEARING: RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER
BOARD CHAMBERS, 15T FIL.LOOR
4080 LEMON STREET
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING THIS PROJECT, PLEASE CONTACT PROJECT PLANNER,
LARRY ROSS, (951) 955-2402 OR E-MAIL AT lross @rctlma.org. Project information is also available on the
Planning Department’s Planning Commission agenda web page at;
http://www.tlma.co.riverside.ca.us/plan/planning.htm.

The Riverside County Planning Department has determined that the above project will not have a significant effect on
the environment and has recommended adoption of a mitigated negative declaration. The Planning Commission will
consider the proposed project and the proposed mitigated negative declaration at the public hearing. The case file for
the proposed project and the proposed mitigated negative declaration may be viewed Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m.
to 4:30-p.m., at the County of Riverside Planning Department, 4080 Lemon Street, 9™ Floor, Riverside, California,
92501. For further information or an appointment, contact the project planner.

Any person wishing to comment on the proposed project may do so, in writing, between the date of this notice. and the
public hearing or appear and be heard at the time and place noted above. All comments received prior to the public
hearing will be submitted to the Planning Commission, and the Planning Commission will consider such comments, in
addition to any oral testimony, before making a decision on the proposed project.

If you challenge this project in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the
public hearing, described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission at, or prior
to, the public hearing. Be advised that, as a result of public hearings and comment, the Planning Commission may
amend, in whole or in part, the proposed project. Accordingly, the designations, development standards, design or
improvements, or any properties or lands, within the boundaries of the proposed project, may be changed in a way
other than specifically proposed.

Please send all written correspondence to:

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLLANNING DEPARTMENT
Attn: Larry Ross

4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor

Riverside, CA 92501



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

_- A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION to
: __conSIder the prolect shown below:

TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 32313/ PLOT PLAN NO. 14886 - EA39498 — - Applicant: Cal Mold, inc. —

" _Engineer/Representative: Albert A. Webb Associates - Second Supervisorial District - Prado Mira Loma

*..'Zoning Area - Jurupa Area Plan: Community Development: Business Park (CD-BP) (0.25-0.60 Floor Area

Ratio} — Location: Southerly of Riverside Drive and easterly of Hamner Avenue - 22.2 Gross Acres -

- Zoning: - Industrial Park {I-P) - Pursuant to Ordinance 348, Riverside County Land Use Ordinance and

Ordinance No. 460, Riverside County Subdivision Ordinance; the Tentative Parcel Map proposes a

- Schedule E subdivision of 22.20 acres into 3 industrial parcels. The Plot Plan proposes to expand an

“existing warehouse distribution site with the construction of two additional tilt-up buildings. The proposed

. Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space.

" "The proposed Building B will consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of

. warehouse space. The project will bring 170 additional automobile parking spaces and 3 acres of
~-landscaping to the site. - APN(s): 156-040-052 and 156-040-003. (Quasi-judiciaf)

D TIM E OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M. or as soon as possible thereafter.
- 'DATE OF HEARING: WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 2006
- “PLACE OF HEARING: RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER

BOARD CHAMBERS, 1ST FLOOR
4080 LEMON STREET
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501

- *FOR-FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING THIS PROJECT, PLEASE CONTACT PROJECT

* “.PLANNER Vanessa Marie Ng, (951) 955-5133, or E-mail at ymng@rctlma.org. Projectinformation is also

"~ ’available on the Planning Department's Planning Commission agenda web page at
" hitpfwww.retlma.org/ptanning.

* The Planning Commission will consider the proposed project at the public hearing. The case file for the
- proposed project may be viewed Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., at the County of Riverside

'-'-_Planning Department, 4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor, Riverside, California, 92501 For further information or
“an-appointment, contact the project planner.

- “Any person wishing to comment on the proposed project may do so, in writing, between the date of this
- notice and the public hearing or appear and be heard at the time and place noted above. All comments
‘received prior to the public hearing will be submitted to the Planning Commission, and the Planning

. Commission will consider such comments, in addition to any oral testimony, before making a decision on the

B proposed project.

: !f.:you challenge this project in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else
raised at the public hearing, described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning
.. ~Commission at, or prior to, the public hearing. Be advised that, as a result of public hearings and comment,

- the-'Planning Commission may amend, in whole or in part, the proposed project. Accordingly, the
RSO :_désignations development standards, design or improvements, or any properties or fands, within the
T "boundarles of the proposed project, may be changed in a way other than specifically proposed

AT F’Iease send all written correspondence to:

. .,COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
“Attn: Vanessa Marie Ng
4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501



PROPERTY OWNERS CERTIFICATION FORM

I | VINNIE NGUYEN . certify that on
(Print Name)
W! 4—836 RZ. Z [’7 /m & the attached property owners list
(APN or Case #) (Date)
was prepared by RIVERSIDE COUNTY

(Print Company or Individual’s Name)

pursuant to application requirements furnished by the Riverside County Planning Department.

Said list is a complete and true compilation of the cwners of the subject property and all other
Z40

property owners within-666~feet of the property involved, or if that area yields less than 25

different owners, all property owners within a notification area expanded to vield a minimum of

25 diffsrent owners, to a maximum notification arga of 2,400 feet from the project boundaries,

based upon the latest equalized assessment rolls. If the project is a subdivision with identified

off-site access/improvements, said list includes a compiete and true compilation of the narnes and

mailing addresses of the owners of ail property that is adjacent to the proposed off-site

improvement/alignment.
[ further certify that the information filed is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 1

understand that incorrect or incomplete information may be grounds for rejection or denial of the

application.
NAME: ' VINNIE NGUYEN
TITLE/REGISTRATION: GIS ANATYST
ADDRESS: 4080 LEMON ST
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502
- TELEPHONE (8 a.m. - Spm) (909) 955-8158

ﬁ%%\mw
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jam and $mudge Free Printing ?

Use Avery® TEMPLATE 5962™ P

156030002

CITY OF NORCO
2870 CLARK AVH
NORCC CA 322860

156040003

EDWARD T FLEMING
3900 HAMNER AVE
MIRA LOMA CA 91752

156040065, ET AL
INDUSTRIAL PROP FUND IV

C/0 WAL-MART PROPERTY TAX DEPRT 0555
1301 SE 10TH ST

BENTONVILLE AR 72712

. 156030041

INTERSTATE BUSINESS PARK INV
3685 MAIN ST NO 220
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

156040001

MCLULU PARTNERSHIP
C/0 HONZEN OU

2229 INDIAN CREEZK RD
DIAMOND BAR CA 91765

156050023

MIRA LOMA HARVEST

17842 MITCHELL N NO 100
IRVINE CA 92814

156040063
MIRA LOMA WEST INC

C/0 CB RICHARD ELLIS
2125 E KATELLA STE 100
ANAHEIM CA 92806

_ = AHIAY-0D-008-

www.avery.com RY®
1-800-GO-AVERY ‘? @ AVE S962™
156030017

DFA

4241 S ARVILLE _ =

LAS VEGAS NV 891403

156040052
EDWARD T FLEMING
3900 HAMNER AVE
MIRA LOMA

1752

156030040 .
INTERSTATE BUSINESS PARK INV .
12481 RIVERSIDE DR
MIRA LOMA CA. 91752

156030035

INTERSTATE BUSINESS PARK INV
3768 MILLIDEN AVE

MIRA LOMA CA. 91752

126020033

MIRA LOMA CALIF ASSEMBLY JEHOVAHS W
3300 CORNERSTONE DR

MIRA LOMA CA 391752

BS’EHE;””"f"

156050022
MIRA LOMA VINEY

156040069, ET AL

NEW YORK LIFE INSURANCE CO
51 MADISON AVE

NEW YORK NY 10010

_.7oce 1ueaRR ai ZaCHRA

17842 MITCHELL NO 100 e
IRVINE €K 92714 o




Jam and Smudge Free Printing N
Usa Avery® TEMPLATE 5062™ prms—
156030038

PANATTONI INV
C/0 EPROPERTY TAX

P O BOX 4900
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85261

156050019

PROLOGIS CALIF I
C/0 PROLOGIS TRUST
14100 E 35TH AVE
AURORA CC 80011

156030030, ET AL
ROBERT J OCONVORm’f’,,f,~—~f"'—_
5334 DARKCRES

VLONG BEZ H”E%ﬂgOSOS

156040005, ET AL

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISCN CO
C 5 REENDERS ASS5T COMPTROLLER
2 O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 51770

1560400064

TEACHERS INS & ANNUITY ASSN OF AMER
D&T C/O SHANNON ROBINSON

TWO WORLD FIN CTR

NEW YORXK NY 10281

156030020

TIMOTHY G CAMPBELL
12421 RIVERSIDE AVE
MIRA LOMA CA. 917S52

156040037, ET AL
WATKINS TERMINALS INC
- P O BOX 1738

ATLANTA GA 30301

ANIAV-05-008-1

~ TEACHERS INS & ANNUITY A

1-800.GO-AVERY @ AVERY? 5362

156030021

PATRICTA A OCONNOR
5334 PARKCREST ST
LONG BEACH CA 90808

156030023

REGENCY CORNERSTONE INV
122 N HARBCR BLV NO 200
FULLERTON CA 92832

. 156030001, ET AL -

ROSE DITOMMASO
1630 N LAUREL AVE
UPLAND CA 91786

156040004

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
P O BOX 1799
SACRAMENTO CA 95808

156040068

ORK NY 10281

‘156030038

TIMOTHY G CAMPBELL
C/O DONALD D

~7ake weand ot zasnan



Framsportation Dept.
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ire Department

L

wtop 2240

reologist
top# 1976

Yverside County Wasie Dept.
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Stop# 1002

Biologist
top# 1074
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Riverside Transit Azzncy
Michael McCoy

"1823 Third Street

Riverside Ca 923067-3884

Pechanga Band of Indians
.0 Box 1582

Temeculn Cu 92302

Caltrans 78
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San Bernardino Ca 92401-1400
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Patty Newman

P.O.Box 33124

" Riverside Ca 92519
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Sheriff's Department
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.. San Bernardino MSC  :ail Facility
- San Bernardino Ca 92 :03-9334
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.. COUNTY OFRIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENTAGENCY L

Tony Carstens - Agency Director

Planning Department T
Robert C. Johnson - Planning Director S |

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PrOJect/Case Number or Name: Plot Plan No. 14886 Revised Permit No. 2 / Tentative Parcel Map No
32313 : , _

- .EhVEren'mental Assessment No.: 39498

';F'Based on the Initial Study, it has been determined that the proposed project will not have a slgmficant . i
B 'f‘i,__;effect upon the environment. | E |
:
|
|

" PROJECT DESCRIPTION, LOCATION, AND MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED TO AVOID
. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS, IF ANY. o

fCOMPLETED/REVIEW ED BY:

: "';"Q’By:-:,Vanessa Ng Title: Project Planner Date: Februa[y. 23,2005 I

Apphcant/PrOject Sponsor: Cal Mold, Inc. Date Submitted: March 30;_2004 S

 ADOPTED BY:
: Plahning_Commission

;'Per'so'n" Verifying Adoption: Vanessa Ng

' iy -Date of [ast hearlng February 22, 2006

".-'The M:t!gated Negative Declaration may be examined, along with documents referenced in the |n|t|all." |
study. lf any, at: ) S }

' Fhversme County Planning Department 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501 .

Forl_addltlona! information, please contact Vanessa Ng at 851-955-5133.

~¥aPlanning Case Files-Riverside office\PP 14886R2\PP14886R2.PM32313 MITNEGDEC doc

FOR COUNTY CLERK USE ONLY
Charge deposit fee case ZEA39498




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Tony Carstens - Agency Director

Planning Department
Robert C. Johnson - Planning Director

TO: FROM:

] - Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Riverside County Planning Department [ 82-675 Highway 111, 2nd Floor
. 2P.O. Box 3044 X 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor Indio, CA 92201
o e Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 P. O. Box 1409 Riverside County Transportation Department
. County Clerk Riverside, CA 92502-1409 [(] 4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor
N 'County of Riverside [T 39493 Los Alamos Rd P.O. Box 1090
: Murrieta, CA 92563 Riverside, CA 92502-1090

o SUBJECT Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21152 of the California Pubiic Resources Code.

S EA 39498 _ Plot Plan No. 14886 Revised Permit No. 2 / Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313
S Pro;ect Title 7 Case Numbaers
- VanessaNg 951.955-5133
. Caunty Contacr Person - Phane Number
L S{@ts Clearinghouse Number
- Cal Mold, Ine, 3900 Hamner Avenue, Mira Loma Cahfornla 91752
- Project Applicant Address

: So_thﬁerIv of Riverside Drive, on the easterly side of Hamner Avenuve
«*Profact Location

m'blot'plan revsied permit proposes to expand an existin warehouse distribution site, entailing the construction of two additional lilt-up buildings,

“ The proposed Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed Building B

b ﬂiﬂ-consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of wareghouse space. The project will bring 180 additional automabile
-+-pafking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping io the site. The tentative parcel map proposes to divide 22.0 acres into 3 industrial parcels.

.,P'rojs'ct Description

This:is to advise that the Riverside County Planning Department has approved the above-referenced project on February 22, 2006
and has made the following determinations regarding that project:

«... The project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment.

. % A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for the project pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quahty Act.
©($1314)

- Mitigation measures WERE made a condition of the approval of the project.

‘- +-Findings were made in accordance with Section 21081 of the California Public Resources Code.

- A staternent of Overriding Considerations WAS NOT adopted for the project.

A de minimis finding WAS NOT made for the project in accordance with Section 711.4 of the California Fish and Game Code.

r.'isn haw -~

s Thns |s lo certlfy that the Mitigated Negative Deciaratlon or Final EIR, with comments, responses, and record of project approval is available to the

e 7_genera! publlc at: Riverside County Planning Department, 4080 Lemon Street, th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501.

-
-~

Project Planner March 15, 2006

e Signature Title Date
.; YA\Planning Case Files-Riverside officeVgZP1: P1488602.PM32313.N0D.doc V1572006

...TO BE COMPLETED BY OPR | FOR COUNTY CLERK'S USE ONLY
‘Date Received for Filing and
Posting at OPR: .

Please charge deposit fee case#: ZEA39498  ZCFG2978 .




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE M* REPRINTED * R0502526
SPECIALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPRPT . =
Permit Assistance Center

4080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 82675 Highway 111
Second Floor Suite A Room 209
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 Indio, CA 92201
{951) 955-3200 (951) 694-5242 {760) 863-8271

********************************************************************************
********************************************************************************

Received from: CAL-MOLD INC $1,250.00
paid by: CK 30892
CFG FOR EA39498 / PP 14886R2 / PM 32313
paid towards: CFG028578 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE
at parcel: 12460 RIVERSIDE DR MIRA

appl type: CFG3

By Feb 08, 2005 14:54
DFOGLE posting date Feb 08, 2005

********************************************************************************
KhkhkhkhkhkhdkhhkhbrdhkhkrhhhhhhtkhhrhrhAhhhhhhdrdhhkhrbkhbrdr kbR R AR A bk bk h ke kbR hhhdkhdd

Account Code Description Amounﬁ,,* ;
658353120100208100 CF&G TRUST $1,250.00 "

Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!

CoPY 2-TLMA ADMIN * REPRINTED *




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE M* REPRINTED * RQO406995
SPECIALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPT . .
Permit Assistance Center

4080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 82675 nghway 111 |
Second Floor | Suite A Room 2089 - .
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 Indio, CA 92201 S B
(951) 955-3200 (951) 694-5242 ' (760} 863-8271 .ol

********************************************-k*****'k*'k*'k'k*******************-ﬁ**\*;.Aj
**************************‘k**********************************************_****.***i

Received from: CAL-MOLD INC $64.00 _
paid by: CK 28733&28784 ' N
_ CFG FOR EA39498 / PP 14886R2 / PM 32313 R
paid towards: CFG02978 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE : i
at parcel: 12460 RIVERSIDE DR MIRA
appl type: CFG3

MERASWEL posting date Apr 05, 2004

************************************************************.********************
********'k************************************************'k*k'k********************

By ' Apr 05, 2004 14:49

Account Code Degcription
6583531201002081C0 CF&G TRUST: RECORD FEES

Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!

COPY 2-TLMA ADMIN * REPRINTED *
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HAMNER AVENUE AND RIVERSIDE DRIVE (CROWE HOLDINGS INDUSTRIAL)
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

1. INTRODUCTION

This document is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Haomner Avenue
and Riverside Drive (Crowe Holdings Industrial) project. An MMRP is required for the proposed
project because the EIR has identified significant adverse impacts, and measures have been
identified to mitigate those impacts. This MMRP has been prepared pursuant o Section 21081.6 of
the California Public Resources Code, which requires public agencies to “adopt a reporting and
monitoring program for the changes made to the project or conditions of project approval,
adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.”

2. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

As the lead agency, the City of Eastvale will be responsible for monitoring compliance with alll
mitigation measures. Different City departments are responsible for various aspects of the project.
The MMRP identifies the department with the responsibility for ensuring the measure is completed;
however, it is expected that one or more departments will coordinate efforts to ensure
compliance.

The MMRP is presented in tabular form on the following pages. The components of the MMRP are
described briefly below.

¢ Mitigation Measure: The mitigation measures are taken from the Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), in the same order they appear in the EIR.

¢ Timing: Identifies at which stage of the project the mitigation must be completed.

e Monitoring Responsibility: Identifies the department within the City with responsibility for
mitigation monitoring.

o Verification (Date and Initials): Provides a contact who reviewed the mitigation measure
and the date the measure was determined complete.

City of Eastvale Hamner Avenue and Riverside Drive (Crowe Holdings Industrial) Project
March 2016 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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HAMNER AVENUE AND RIVERSIDE DRIVE (CROWE HOLDINGS INDUSTRIAL)
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Verification (Date and

Mitigation Measure Timing Monitoring Responsibility Initials)

Biological Resources

BIO-1 Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, a qualified | Prior to the issuance of a City of Eastvale Planning
biologist shall survey for burrowing owls per the | grading permit and Public Works
requirement of the Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Departments
Plan (MSHCP). A written report, prepared by a qualified
biologist, with the results of the survey shall be submitted
to the Planning Department for review and
implementation. If construction is delayed or suspended
for more than 30 days after the survey, the work area shall
be resurveyed. If the report concludes that there are no
burrowing owls present on the subject property, this
condition will be cleared. If the report concludes that there
are owls present on the subject property, a plan for the
active relocation to a site under conservation shall be
prepared and submitted for review and approval by the
County's Ecological Resources Specialist. Passive
relocation is not acceptable. Once a qualified biologist has
certified the owl(s) have been relocated, this condition
shall be cleared. (County COA 60 PLANNING 0071)

Geology and Soils

GEO-1 Prior to issuance of grading permits, a qualified | Prior to the issuance of a City of Eastvale Building
paleontologist shall be retained by the developer for | Grading Permit and Planning Departments
consultation and comment on the proposed grading with
respect to potential paleontological impacts. Should the
paleontologist find the potential is high for impact to
significant resources, a pre-grade meeting between the
paleontologist and the excavation and grading contractor
shall be arranged. When necessary, the paleontologist or
representative shall have the authority to temporarily
divert, redirect, or halt grading activity to allow recovery
of fossils. The developer shall submit the name, telephone
number and address of the retained paleontologist to the
Planning Department.

City of Eastvale Hamner Avenue and Riverside Drive (Crowe Holdings Industrial) Project
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Mitigation Measure

Timing

Monitoring Responsibility

Verification (Date and
Initials)

The paleontologist shall submit in writing to the Planning
Department the results of the initial consultation and the
details of the fossil recovery plan if recovery was deemed
necessary. The written results shall be submitted prior to
issuance of grading permit. (County COA 60 PLANNING
014).

GEO-2

Erosion control - landscape plans, required for
manufactured slopes greater than 3 feet in vertical height,
are to be signed by a registered landscape architect and
bonded. (County COAs 10 BS GRADE 006; 60 BS GRADE
003)

Prior to the issuance of a
Grading Permit

City of Eastvale Building
and Planning Departments

GEO-3

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall
show that all necessary measures to control dust shall be
implemented during grading. A PM10 plan may be
required. (County COA 10 BS GRADE 005).

Prior to the issuance of a
Building Permit

City of Eastvale
Engineering and Planning
Departments

GEO-4

Prior to issuance of building permits, seven (7) copies of a
Shading, Parking, Landscaping, and Irrigation Plan shall be
submitted to and approved by the Planning Department.

The location, number, genus, species, and container size
of plants shall be shown. Plans shall meet all requirements
of the City of Eastvale Zoning Code and as specified
herein.

The irrigation plan shall include a rain shut-off device
which is capable of shutting down the entire system. In
addition, the plan will incorporate the use of in-line check
valves, or sprinkler heads containing check valves to
prohibit low head drainage. (County COA 80 PLANNING
022).

Prior to the issuance of a
Building Permit

City of Eastvale
Engineering and Planning
Departments

GEO-5

All required landscape planting and irrigation shall be
installed in accordance with approved Landscaping,
Irrigation, and Shading Plans and be in a condition
acceptable to the Eastvale Planning Department. The
plants shall be healthy and free of weeds, disease or pests.
The irrigation system shall be properly constructed and

Prior to the issuance of a
Building Permit

City of Eastvale
Engineering and Planning
Departments

Hamner Avenue and Riverside Drive (Crowe Holdings Industrial) Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Mitigation Measure Timing Monitoring Responsibility Verlflcalt;?trila(lls))ate L]
determined to be in good working order. (County COA 90
PLANNING 018).
Recreation
REC-1 Prior to building final inspection or certificate of | Prior to Issuance of City of Eastvale Planning
occupancy, the applicant shall construct a multipurpose | Certificates of Occupancy | and Public Works
Community Trail within the dedicated right of way along Departments
Riverside Drive (County COA 90 TRANS 015).
REC-2 Prior to building final inspection, the applicant shall make | Prior to Issuance of City of Eastvale Planning
provisions for the ongoing maintenance of the Community | Certificates of Occupancy | and Public Works
Trail along Riverside Drive via inclusion in a Lighting and Departments
Landscaping District or similar mechanism, as approved by
the Transportation Department (County COA 90 TRANS
016).
Hamner Avenue and Riverside Drive (Crowe Holdings Industrial) Project City of Eastvale
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program March 2016
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Tony Carstens - Agency Director

Planning Department
Robert C. Johnson - Planning Director

TO: FROM:

] - Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Riverside County Planning Department [ 82-675 Highway 111, 2nd Floor
. 2P.O. Box 3044 X 4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor Indio, CA 92201
o e Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 P. O. Box 1409 Riverside County Transportation Department
. County Clerk Riverside, CA 92502-1409 [(] 4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor
N 'County of Riverside [T 39493 Los Alamos Rd P.O. Box 1090
: Murrieta, CA 92563 Riverside, CA 92502-1090

o SUBJECT Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21152 of the California Pubiic Resources Code.

S EA 39498 _ Plot Plan No. 14886 Revised Permit No. 2 / Tentative Parcel Map No. 32313
S Pro;ect Title 7 Case Numbaers
- VanessaNg 951.955-5133
. Caunty Contacr Person - Phane Number
L S{@ts Clearinghouse Number
- Cal Mold, Ine, 3900 Hamner Avenue, Mira Loma Cahfornla 91752
- Project Applicant Address

: So_thﬁerIv of Riverside Drive, on the easterly side of Hamner Avenuve
«*Profact Location

m'blot'plan revsied permit proposes to expand an existin warehouse distribution site, entailing the construction of two additional lilt-up buildings,

“ The proposed Building A will consist of 2,100 square feet of office space and 113,352 square feet of warehouse space. The proposed Building B

b ﬂiﬂ-consist of 2,704 square feet of office space and 38,322 square feet of wareghouse space. The project will bring 180 additional automabile
-+-pafking spaces and 3 acres of landscaping io the site. The tentative parcel map proposes to divide 22.0 acres into 3 industrial parcels.

.,P'rojs'ct Description

This:is to advise that the Riverside County Planning Department has approved the above-referenced project on February 22, 2006
and has made the following determinations regarding that project:

«... The project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment.

. % A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for the project pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quahty Act.
©($1314)

- Mitigation measures WERE made a condition of the approval of the project.

‘- +-Findings were made in accordance with Section 21081 of the California Public Resources Code.

- A staternent of Overriding Considerations WAS NOT adopted for the project.

A de minimis finding WAS NOT made for the project in accordance with Section 711.4 of the California Fish and Game Code.

r.'isn haw -~

s Thns |s lo certlfy that the Mitigated Negative Deciaratlon or Final EIR, with comments, responses, and record of project approval is available to the

e 7_genera! publlc at: Riverside County Planning Department, 4080 Lemon Street, th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501.

-
-~

Project Planner March 15, 2006

e Signature Title Date
.; YA\Planning Case Files-Riverside officeVgZP1: P1488602.PM32313.N0D.doc V1572006

...TO BE COMPLETED BY OPR | FOR COUNTY CLERK'S USE ONLY
‘Date Received for Filing and
Posting at OPR: .

Please charge deposit fee case#: ZEA39498  ZCFG2978 .




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE M* REPRINTED * R0502526
SPECIALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPRPT . =
Permit Assistance Center

4080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 82675 Highway 111
Second Floor Suite A Room 209
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 Indio, CA 92201
{951) 955-3200 (951) 694-5242 {760) 863-8271

********************************************************************************
********************************************************************************

Received from: CAL-MOLD INC $1,250.00
paid by: CK 30892
CFG FOR EA39498 / PP 14886R2 / PM 32313
paid towards: CFG028578 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE
at parcel: 12460 RIVERSIDE DR MIRA

appl type: CFG3

By Feb 08, 2005 14:54
DFOGLE posting date Feb 08, 2005

********************************************************************************
KhkhkhkhkhkhdkhhkhbrdhkhkrhhhhhhtkhhrhrhAhhhhhhdrdhhkhrbkhbrdr kbR R AR A bk bk h ke kbR hhhdkhdd

Account Code Description Amounﬁ,,* ;
658353120100208100 CF&G TRUST $1,250.00 "

Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!

CoPY 2-TLMA ADMIN * REPRINTED *




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE M* REPRINTED * RQO406995
SPECIALIZED DEPARTMENT RECEIPT . .
Permit Assistance Center

4080 Lemon Street 39493 Los Alamos Road 82675 nghway 111 |
Second Floor | Suite A Room 2089 - .
Riverside, CA 92502 Murrieta, CA 92563 Indio, CA 92201 S B
(951) 955-3200 (951) 694-5242 ' (760} 863-8271 .ol

********************************************-k*****'k*'k*'k'k*******************-ﬁ**\*;.Aj
**************************‘k**********************************************_****.***i

Received from: CAL-MOLD INC $64.00 _
paid by: CK 28733&28784 ' N
_ CFG FOR EA39498 / PP 14886R2 / PM 32313 R
paid towards: CFG02978 CALIF FISH & GAME: DOC FEE : i
at parcel: 12460 RIVERSIDE DR MIRA
appl type: CFG3

MERASWEL posting date Apr 05, 2004

************************************************************.********************
********'k************************************************'k*k'k********************

By ' Apr 05, 2004 14:49

Account Code Degcription
6583531201002081C0 CF&G TRUST: RECORD FEES

Overpayments of less than $5.00 will not be refunded!

COPY 2-TLMA ADMIN * REPRINTED *




