COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: INITIAL STUDY

Environmental Assessment (CEQ / EA) Number: CEQ200014
Project Case Type (s) and Number(s): PUP200001

Lead Agency Name: County of Riverside Planning Department

Address: 4080 Lemon Street 12" Floor, Riverside, CA 92501

Contact Person: Kathleen Mitchell

Telephone Number: (951) 955-6646

Applicant’s Name: Rincon Consultants for Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Applicant’s Address:11801 Pierce Street, Suite 200, Riverside California 92505

l. PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Description: The proposed project is in Riverside County, California, as shown in Figure 1. The project
components would be located primarily within the rights-of-way of CA State Route 371 (SR 371) in the unincorporated
community of Anza, California. The remainder of the project alignment would be located within existing Anza Electric
Cooperative (AEC) utility easements that are generally north of SR 371 and along existing local roadways. In addition, the
project proposes a new substation, the Bautista Substation, near the intersection of Bautista Road and SR 371.The project
location and alignment are shown in Figure 2. The project site includes Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 576-060-040 for the
proposed Bautista Substation and 96 parcels for the proposed transmission line replacement alignment, as shown in Figure 2;
and the project is within the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Cahuilla Mountain and Anza Lake, California 7.5-minute
topographic quadrangles.

AEC’s existing land-based utilities systems in the project area consist of wooden utility poles, approximately 35 to 45 feet in
height with single- or three-phase crossarm mounted distribution lines attached. The existing poles currently carry electric
power distribution lines. The project site is defined as the footprint of the existing electrical utilities system components and
the approximately 3.1-mile-long corridor along SR 371 and local roadways for the new upgrades that will be installed on
existing poles. The project area is defined as the 50-foot-wide access corridor along SR 371 and the 40-foot-wide access
corridor along local roadways, the construction laydown areas, and the access roads that would be used for construction.

The project would replace the lines with approximately 3.1 miles of realigned 34.5-kilovolt transmission lines and would
construct the Bautista Substation. The new transmission line would be strung on existing utilities poles and the proposed
Bautista Substation would consist of electrical distribution facilities. The project alignment would not be located on Cahuilla
Reservation or U.S. Forest Service lands. Construction of all project components would occur over approximately seven
months. Construction activities would occur Monday through Friday within the County’s allowed construction hours, which are
6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through September and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of
October through May. No soil import or export would be required. Once completed, operational activities would generally be
limited to maintenance and inspection. The project would operate continuously, seven days a week. The project would not
require a dedicated operations staff. Maintenance and inspection activities are anticipated to occur once a year for each project
component (i.e., once for the substation and once for the transmission line).

The new alignment starts east of the proposed Bautista Substation and proceeds along SR 371 for approximately 3.1 miles,
ending at the intersection of Kirby Road and SR 371, where it would connect to an existing transmission line. Given the scope
of the project, the project site has multiple zoning designations, including R-R-2.5, R-R-5 and R-R-20 (Rural Residential); C-
1/CP (General Commercial); C-P-S (Scenic Highway Commercial); M-M (Manufacturing — Medium); and M-SC (Manufacturing
— Service Commercial). The project site has multiple General Plan land use designations, including Rural Residential, Rural
Community — Estate Density Residential, Rural Community — Very Low Density Residential, Agriculture, Light Industrial, and
Commercial Retail.

A. Type of Project: Site Specific [X|; Countywide [ |; Community [];  Policy [].

B. Total Project Area:

Residential Acres: 0 Lots: O Units: 0 Projected No. of Residents: 0
Commercial Acres: 0 Lots: O Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: 0 Est. No. of Employees: 0
Industrial Acres: 0 Lots: O Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: 0 Est. No. of Employees: 0
Other:

C. Assessor’s Parcel No(s): 576-060-040 (Substation) See attached for Transmission Lines
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Street References: The project components would be located primarily within the rights-of-way of CA State
Route 371 (SR 371). The remainder of the project alignment would be located within existing AEC utility easements
that are generally north of SR 371 and along existing local roadways. The proposed Bautista Substation would be
located on Bautista Road, just north of its intersection with SR 371.

D. Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal Description: Section
20, Township 7 South, Range 3 East

E. Brief description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and its

surroundings: The project is located within the unincorporated community of Anza, Riverside County, California.
The Cahuilla Mountains are located to the northwest, Thomas Mountains are located to the north and northeast, and
the Cahuilla Reservation is located to the south of the project area. As stated above, the project alignment would be
located generally north of SR 371 and along existing local roadways. The project area is located in the Anza Valley
Policy Area of eastern Riverside County, which is governed by the County of Riverside Board of Supervisors.

F. Other Public Agency Involvement and Required Permits: County of Riverside — Public Use
Permit

APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING REGULATIONS
A. General Plan Elements/Policies:

1. Land Use: The Land Use Element (2021a) of the County’s General Plan includes a number of policies to
address and guide the ultimate pattern of development. The following policies apply to the project:
= Policy LU 2.1 Accommodate land use development in accordance with the patterns and distribution of use
and density depicted on the General Plan Land Use Map (Figure LU-1) and the Area Plan Land Use Maps,
in accordance with the following:

a. Provide a land use mix at the countywide and area plan levels based on projected need and
supported by evaluation of impacts to the environment, economy, infrastructure, and services.

c. Provide for a broad range of land uses, intensities, and densities, including a range of residential,
commercial, business, industry, open space, recreation, and public facilities uses.

= Policy LU 5.2 Monitor the capacities of infrastructure and services in coordination with service providers,
utilities, and outside agencies and jurisdictions to ensure that growth does not exceed acceptable levels of
service.

= Policy LU 5.4 Ensure that development and conservation land uses do not infringe upon existing essential
public facilities and public utility corridors, which include county regional landfills, fee owned rights-of-way
and permanent easements, whose true land use is that of public facilities. This policy will ensure that the
public facilities designation governs over what otherwise may be inferred by the large-scale general plan
maps.

= Policy LU 7.2 Notwithstanding the Public Facilities designation, public facilities shall also be allowed in
any other land use designation except for the Open Space-Conservation and Open Space-Conservation
Habitat land use designations. For purposes of this policy, a public facility shall include all facilities
operated by the federal government, the State of California, the County of Riverside, any special district
governed by or operating within the County of Riverside or any city, and all facilities operated by any
combination of these agencies.

= Policy LU 8.1 Accommodate the development of a balance of land uses that maintain and enhance
Riverside County’s fiscal viability, economic diversity, and environmental integrity.

= Policy LU 14.5 Require new or relocated electric or communication distribution lines, which would be
visible from Designated and Eligible State and Country Scenic Highways, to be placed underground.

= Policy LU 21.3 Ensure that development does not adversely impact the open space and rural character of
the surrounding area.

= Policy LU 31.1 Accommodate the development of public facilities in areas appropriately designated by the
General Plan and area plan land use maps.

= Policy LU 31.2 Protect major public facilities, such as landfill and solid waste processing sites and
airports, from the encroachment of incompatible uses.
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Policy LU 31.3 Require that new public facilities protect sensitive uses, such as schools and residences,
from the impacts of noise, light, fumes, odors, vehicular traffic, parking, and operational hazards.

Policy LU 31.4 Require that adequate and available circulation facilities, water resources, and sewer
facilities exist to meet the demands of the proposed land use.

Policy LU 31.5 Require that public facilities be designed to consider their surroundings and visually
enhance, not degrade, the character of the surrounding area.

Policy LU 31.6 Ensure that development and conservation land uses do not infringe upon existing
essential public facilities and public utility corridors, which include Riverside County regional landfills, fee
owned rights-of-way and permanent easements, whose true land is that of Public Facilities. This policy will
ensure that the public facilities designation governs over what otherwise may be inferred by the large-scale
General Plan maps.

Policy LU 31.7 Due to the scale of General Plan and Area Plan maps and the size of the county, utility
easements and linear rights-of-way that are narrow in width are not depicted on General Plan and Area
Plan maps. These features need to be taken into consideration in the review of applications to develop
land and proposals to preserve land for conservation.

Circulation: The Circulation Element (2020) of the County’s General Plan identifies transportation routes,
needs, and issues that impact the County’s transportation system. The document includes a number of policies
that coordinate the circulation system with the General Plan and area land use maps and provides direction and
strategies on reaching Countywide transportation goals as they apply to the performance of the circulation
system. The following policies apply to the project:

Policy C 1.4 Utilize existing infrastructure and utilities to maximum extent practicable and provide for the
logical, timely, and economically efficient extension of infrastructure and services.

Policy C 3.17 Ensure dedications are made, where necessary, for additional rights-of-way or easements
outside the road rights-of-way that are needed to establish slope stability, or drainage and related
structures. These dedications shall be made by land dividers or developers to the responsible agency
during the land division and land use review process.

Policy C 6.1 Provide dedicated and recorded public access to all parcels of land, except as provided for
under the statutes of the State of California.

Policy C 25.1 Promote and encourage efficient provisions of utilities such as water, wastewater, and
electricity that support Riverside County’s Land Use Element at buildout.

Multipurpose Open Space: The County of Riverside General Plan Multipurpose Open Space (OS)
Element (2015) contains county-wide guidance for the protection of parks and open space. The OS Element
includes the following policies that apply to the project:

Policy OS 7.3 Encourage conservation of productive agricultural lands and preservation of prime
agricultural lands.

Policy OS 7.5 Encourage the combination of agriculture with other compatible open space uses in order to
provide an economic advantage to agriculture. Allow by right, in areas designated Agriculture, activities
related to the production of food and fiber, and support uses incidental and secondary to the on-site
agricultural operation.

Policy C 16.4 Require that all development proposals located along a planned trail or trails provide access
to, dedicated trail easements or rights-of-way, and construct their fair share portion of the trails system.
Evaluate the locations of existing and proposed trails within and adjacent to each development proposal
and ensure that the appropriate easements are established to preserve planned alignments and trail
heads.

Policy C 16.6 Examine the use of public access utility easements for trail linkages to the regional trails
system and/or other open space areas, as feasible. These potential corridors include, but are not limited
to, the rights-of-way for:

Policy OS 18.1 Preserve multi-species habitat resources in the County of Riverside through the
enforcement of the provisions of applicable MSHCP's and through implementing related Riverside County
policies

Policy OS 18.3 Prohibit the planting or introduction of invasive, non-native species to watercourses, their
banks, riparian areas, or buffering setbacks.

Page 3 of 85 CEQ / EA No.




Safety: The Safety Element (2021) of the County’s General Plan includes a number of policies to address and
reduce geological hazards, such as seismic hazards and slope and soil instability hazards. The following policies
apply to the project:

Policy S 1.1 Mitigate hazard impacts through adoption and strict enforcement of current building codes,
which will be amended as necessary when local deficiencies are identified.

Policy S 1.3 Continue to enforce penalties against grading without permits and ensure the restoration of
degraded land. Continue to educate the public about the benefits of grading with permits and the penalties
for grading without them. If the penalties are later determined to be ineffective, explore whether the levying
of greater penalties would be more effective in deterring illegal grading and ensuring the proper restoration
of damaged lands.

Policy S 2.1 Minimize fault rupture hazards through enforcement of Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Act provisions and the following policies:

a. Require geologic studies or analyses for critical structures, lifelines, high-occupancy, schools, and
high-risk structures, within 0.5 miles of all Quaternary to historic faults shown on the Earthquake
Fault Studies Zones map. The County geologist shall review and make recommendations based
on the results to reduce the potential risk.

Policy S 2.2 Require geological and geotechnical investigations in areas with potential for earthquake-
induced liquefaction, landslides, or settlement, for any building proposed for human occupancy and any
structure whose damage would cause harm, except for accessory structures/buildings, as determined by
County officials. Any studies or surveys should be prepared/completed by a state-licensed professional..

Policy S 4.1 All development and construction within Fire Hazard Severity Zones shall be reviewed by the
Riverside County Fire Department and Building and Safety Department for consistency with the following
requirements before the issuance of any building permits:

a. All proposed development and construction shall meet minimum state, county, and local
standards and other legal requirements for fire safety, as defined in the Riverside County Building
or Fire Codes, or by County zoning, or as dictated by the Building Official or the Transportation
Land Management Agency, based on building type, design, occupancy, and use.

b. In addition to the standards and guidelines of the California Building Code, California Fire Code,
the Riverside County Code of Ordinances, Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, and
other appropriate fire safety provisions, developments shall incorporate additional standards for
high-risk, high-occupancy, and dependent facilities where appropriate under the Riverside County
Fire Code (Ordinance No. 787) Ordinance. These shall include assurance that structural and
nonstructural architectural elements of the building will not impede emergency egress for fire
safety staffing/personnel, equipment, and apparatus; nor hinder evacuation from fire, including
potential blockage of stairways or fire doors.

c. Proposed development and construction in Fire Hazard Severity Zones shall provide secondary
public access, in accordance with Riverside County ordinances, where required. There shall be
multiple points of ingress and egress that allow for emergency response vehicle access. Points of
access shall also include visible street addresses and signs and sufficient water supplies,
infrastructure for structural fire suppression, and other applicable local and state requirements.

e. Proposed development and construction in Fire Hazard Severity Zones shall provide a defensible
space or fuel modification zones to be located, designed, constructed, and maintained to provide
adequate defensibility from wildfires.

f.  Prior to the approval of all parcel maps and tentative maps, the County shall require, as a
condition of approval and as feasible and appropriate, the developer meet or exceed the State
Responsibility Area Fire Safe Regulations and the Fire Hazard Reduction Around Buildings and
Structures Regulations, particularly those regarding road standards for ingress, egress, and fire
equipment access (see Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.)

Policy S 4.5 Require proposed development in High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones be located
where fire and emergency services are available or will be constructed as part of the proposed
development activities, to the extent such locations are available. These services should meet the
minimum response times as established by the Riverside County Fire Department.

Policy S 6.16 Promote strengthening of planned and existing utilities and lifelines, the retrofit and
rehabilitation of existing weak structures, and the relocation of certain critical facilities.
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5. Noise: The Riverside County General Plan Noise Element (2015) contains policies to protect sensitive land
uses to noise impacts and incorporates land use compatibility standards for noise exposure. The following
policies apply to the project:

Policy 1.5 Prevent and mitigate the adverse impacts of excessive noise exposure on the residents,
employees, visitors, and noise-sensitive uses of Riverside County.

Policy 9.1 Enforce all noise sections of the State Motor Vehicle Code.
Policy 13.1 Minimize the impacts of construction noise on adjacent uses within acceptable practices.

Policy 13.2 Ensure that construction activities are regulated to establish house of operation in order to
prevent and/or mitigate the generation of excessive or adverse noise impacts on surrounding areas

Policy 13.4 Require that all construction equipment utilizes noise reduction features (e.g. mufflers and
engine shrouds) that are no less effective than those originally installed by the manufacturer.

6. Housing: There are no policies in the Riverside County General Plan Housing Element (2017) that apply to
the project.

7. Air Quality: The Riverside County General Plan Air Quality Element (2018) contains policies to protect
sensitive land uses from air quality impacts. The following policies apply to the project:

Policy AQ 2.2 Require site plan designs to protect people and land uses sensitive to air pollution through
the use of barriers and/or distance from emissions sources when possible.

AQ 2.3 Encourage the use of pollution control measures such as landscaping, vegetation and other
materials, which trap particulate matter or control pollution.

AQ 4.1 Require the use of all feasible building materials/methods which reduce emissions.
AQ 4.5 Require stationary pollution sources to minimize the release of toxic pollutants through:
a. Design features;
b. Operating procedures;
c. Preventive maintenance;
d. Operator training; and
e. Emergency response planning.

AQ 4.6 Require stationary air pollution sources to comply with applicable air district rules and control
measures. AQ 4.7 To the greatest extent possible, require every project to mitigate any of its anticipated
emissions which exceed allowable emissions as established by the SCAQMD, MDAQMD, SCAB, the
Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air Resources Board.

AQ 4.9 Require compliance with SCAQMD Rules 403 and 403.1, and support appropriate future measures
to reduce fugitive dust emanating from construction sites.

AQ 17.1 Reduce particulate matter from agriculture, construction, demolition, debris hauling, street
cleaning, utility maintenance, railroad rights-of-way, and off-road vehicles to the extent possible.

AQ 20.11 Increase energy efficiency of the new developments through efficient use of utilities (water,
electricity, natural gas) and infrastructure design. Also, increase energy efficiency through use of energy
efficient mechanical systems and equipment.

8. Healthy Communities: There are no policies in the Riverside County General Plan Healthy Communities
Element (2015) that apply to the project.

a) Environmental Justice Summary: There are no policies in the Riverside County General Plan

Environmental Justice Element that apply to the project.

B. General Plan Area Plan(s): Riverside Extended Mountain Area Plan (REMAP)

C. Foundation Component(s): Not Applicable
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Land Use Designation(s): Rural Residential (RR), Rural Community — Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR),
Rural Community — Very Low Density Residential (RC-VLDR), Agriculture (AG), Light Industrial (LI), and Commercial
Retail (CR)

Overlay(s), if any: Anza Valley Policy Area

Policy Area(s), if any: None

. Adjacent and Surrounding:

1. General Plan Area Plan(s): Riverside Extended Mountain Area Plan (REMAP)
2. Foundation Component(s): None

3. Land Use Designation(s): Rural Residential (RR), Rural Community — Estate Density Residential (RC-
EDR), Rural Community — Very Low Density Residential (RC-VLDR), Very Low Density Residential (VLDR),
Agriculture (AG), Light Industrial (LI), and Commercial Retail (CR)

4. Overlay(s), if any: Anza Valley Policy Area

5. Policy Area(s), if any: None

. Adopted Specific Plan Information

1. Name and Number of Specific Plan, if any: None

2. Specific Plan Planning Area, and Policies, if any: None
Existing Zoning: R-R-2 1/2, R-R-5, R-R-20, C-1/C-P, C-P-S, M-M, M-SC
Proposed Zoning, if any: None

. Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning: R-R-1, R-R-2 1/2, R-R-5, R-R-20, R-A-5, C-1/C-P, C-P-S, A-1-10,
A-1-2.5, A-2, M-SC, M-M
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Figure 1 — Regional Location
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M. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below ( x ) would be potentially affected by this project, 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.

[] Aesthetics X] Hazards & Hazardous Materials [_] Recreation

[] Agriculture & Forest Resources [ Hydrology / Water Quality [] Transportation

% ﬁlrrcgallftlalltggical [] Land Use / Planning X Tribal Cultural Resources
X Biological Resources [[] Mineral Resources [] Utilities / Service Systems
[ ] Cultural Resources [ ] Noise X wildfire

[ ] Energy X Paleontological Resources [] Mandatory Findings of

X Geology / Soils ] Population / Housing Significance

[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Public Services

V. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS NOT
PREPARED

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

DX 1 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 revisions in the project, described in this document,
have been made or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

[ ] 1 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

[ ] 1find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, NO
NEW ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED because (a) all potentially significant
effects of the proposed project have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration
pursuant to applicable legal standards, (b) all potentially significant effects of the proposed project have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (c) the proposed project
will not result in any new significant environmental effects not identified in the earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration, (d) the proposed project will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental
effects identified in the earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (e) no considerably different mitigation
measures have been identified and (f) no mitigation measures found infeasible have become feasible.

(] 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.

[ ] Ifind that at least one of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162
exist, but | further find that only minor additions or changes are necessary to make the previous EIR
adequately apply to the project in the changed 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.
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[ ] 1find 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 involvement 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 the 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 measures or
alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR or negative
declaration would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project on the environment,
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.

5/17/23
Date
. For:
KWM MWM{L John Hildebrand Planning Director

Signature

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 No
Significant Significant Than Impact
Impact with Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

AESTHETICS Would the project:

1.  Scenic Resources ] ] ] X

a) Have a substantial effect upon a scenic highway
corridor within which it is located?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, u u X u
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?

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the u ] X ]
existing visual character or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage points.) If the
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure C-8 “Scenic Highways”, Riverside Extended
Mountain Area Plan (REMAP)

Findings of Fact:

a) No Impact: The project is located along State Route (SR) 371 within the central portion of the
Riverside Extended Mountain Area Plan (REMAP). According to Figure C-8, “Scenic Highways”
of the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element (2020), SR 371 is not eligible for nor
designated as a State or County Scenic Highway. The closest designated State Scenic Highway
is SR 74, which is located approximately 3.3 miles east of the easternmost extent of the project
alignment and proposed Bautista Substation. The project site is not visible from SR 74, as
potential views are blocked by the San Jacinto Mountains and intervening structures. Therefore,
the project would have no impact upon scenic highway corridors.

b) Less than Significant Impact: The project entails replacement of electrical transmission lines on
existing, wooden electric utility poles and the construction of a new electrical substation near the
intersection of Bautista Road and Cave Rock Road. Impacts to scenic resources would be
minimal for the proposed replacement since the project alignment is located on existing
roadways and utilities corridors currently in use for similar purposes and the electrical
transmission lines would be strung along existing utility poles. The proposed Bautista Substation
would be located in a rural area, with nearby land uses primarily consisting of undeveloped land,
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scattered residences, a taco shop, and two churches. Views from the project site include distant,
background views of the San Jacinto Mountains to the east and Iron Spring Mountain to the
south. The proposed Bautista Substation would not substantially block these distant,
background views of mountains from the project area. These views would still be available from
SR 371 and the existing residences and businesses in the vicinity of the project site. Therefore,
the project would not damage scenic resources, including trees, rock outcroppings or unique
landmark features, or obstruct a prominent scenic vista or view open to the public. Project
impacts would be less than significant.

¢) Less than Significant Impact: The project is located in a rural area of Riverside County. Public
viewpoints in the vicinity of the project site are primarily from nearby public rights-of-way, such
as Bautista Road, Cave Rock Road, and SR 371. As discussed above in response ‘b,” the
proposed project would be located in existing roadways and utilities corridors currently in use
for similar purposes, and new electricity transmission lines would be placed on existing utility
poles; therefore, the proposed project would not change the existing visual character of the area.
The proposed Bautista Substation would be located near the intersection of Bautista Road and
Cave Rock Road and would include a 50-foot vegetation buffer around the facility in order to
minimize visual impacts. Land uses immediately surrounding the proposed Bautista Substation
site include undeveloped land to the north, undeveloped land and a single-family home to the
east, a taco shop and single-family residence to the south, and Bautista Road and undeveloped
land to the west. While the proposed Bautista Substation would present a visual change on the
site and vicinity given that the site is currently undeveloped, the proposed use would be visually
consistent with other uses along SR 371 in the vicinity, which include manufacturing and
agricultural facilities. As mentioned above in response ‘b, the proposed Bautista Substation
would not interfere with distant, background views of the San Jacinto Mountains from public
viewpoints. Therefore, project impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
2. Mt. Palomar Observatory u u X u

a) Interfere with the nighttime use of the Mt. Palomar
Observatory, as protected through Riverside County
Ordinance No. 655?

Source(s): GIS database, Ord. No. 655 (Regulating Light Pollution)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: The project site is located approximately 16 miles northeast of the
Mt. Palomar Observatory. The proposed project would be mounted on existing utility poles and
would not require installation of new lighting that could interfere with nighttime use of the Mt.
Palomar Observatory. The proposed Bautista Substation is located approximately 16.5 miles
northeast of the Mt. Palomar Observatory, within the Zone B classification pursuant to Riverside
County Ordinance No. 655. Ordinance No. 655 applies to outdoor lighting. Sites within Zone B
are required to use low-pressure sodium lights not exceeding 4,050 lumens and lights must be
fully shielded. Additionally, Class | and Il lighting within Zone B are required to be turned off
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after 11:00 PM, whereas Class Il lighting is permitted for use at all times. New outdoor lighting
associated with the proposed Bautista Substation would be for operational safety and security
purposes and would therefore be considered Class Il lighting pursuant to Ordinance No. 655.
All new lighting associated with the project would conform with the Class Il standards for
walkway and outdoor security lighting located in Zone B pursuant to Riverside County Ordinance
No. 655. With conformance with the lighting standards, project impacts to the nighttime use of
the Mt. Palomar Observatory would be less than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
3. Other Lighting Issues
a) Create a new source of substantial light or glare L] L] > L]
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?
b) Expose residential property to unacceptable light
levels? L] L] > L]
Source(s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Description

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact: New lighting associated with the project would primarily be used
for operational safety and security of the proposed Bautista Substation. While the proposed
Bautista Substation would incrementally increase lighting levels in the area, there are existing
sources of light in the vicinity including roadway lighting and lighting associated with the adjacent
business and single-family homes. As discussed above in Section 2 (Mt. Palomar Observatory),
project lighting would conform with the standards established in Riverside County Ordinance
No. 655, as well as those specified in the Riverside County Municipal Code (RCMC) Chapter
8.80, Outdoor Lighting. Lighting shall be constructed in a manner that prohibits excessive glare
and light spillover by utilizing shields or hoods that direct the light in a downward manner.
Additionally, a 50-foot vegetation buffer would be maintained around the perimeter of the
Bautista Substation site, which would help minimize light intrusion on adjacent properties.
Therefore, project compliance with the RCMC and Ordinance No. 655 would minimize potential
impacts of new lighting associated with the project, and impacts would be less than significant.
Less than Significant Impact: The closest residential structure to the proposed Bautista
Substation is located approximately 90 feet south. The next closest residence is separated by
undeveloped land and is approximately 490 feet east of the proposed Bautista Substation site.
The nearby residential properties would be shielded by a 50-foot vegetation buffer area on the
substation site. As discussed above in response ‘a,’” project lighting would comply with all
applicable RCMC requirements and would be constructed in a manner that prohibits excessive
glare and light spillover by utilizing shields or hoods that direct the light in a downward manner
away from the direction of existing residents. Therefore, project lighting would have less than
significant impacts to residential properties.
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Mitigation:
Monitoring:

No mitigation is required.

No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less No
Significant Significant Than Impact
Impact with Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES Would the project:
4.  Agriculture
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or u u u =
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural ] ] u =
use or with land subject to a Williamson Act contract or land
within a Riverside County Agricultural Preserve?
c) Cause development of non-agricultural uses within u u u =

300 feet of agriculturally zoned property (Ordinance No. 625

“Right-to-Farm”)?

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

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-2 “Agricultural Resources,” California
Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), Riverside County
Map My County Parcel Report

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

No Impact: One portion of the proposed transmission line replacement alignment is adjacent to
parcels designated as agriculture - the east end of the project alignment along SR 371 between
McDonald Lane and Kirby Road. The east end of the project site is adjacent to areas designated
as Prime Farmland (California Department of Conservation 2017). As seen on these maps and
maps within the County’s General Plan, there are lands designated as Farmland of Local
Importance and Unique Farmland along the project alignment. However, the project site is
located along existing roadways and utility corridors and does not entail converting any land to
non-agricultural uses. Therefore, the project would have no impact on important farmlands.

No Impact: As stated above, certain portions of the project alignment are adjacent to Prime
Farmland, Farmland of Local Importance, and Unique Farmland. The east end of the project
alignment along SR 371 between McDonald Land and Kirby Road is located adjacent to a
Riverside County Agricultural Preserve. The lands adjacent to the project alignment and the
proposed Bautista Substation site are subject to the Williamson Act. Furthermore, the project
site is located along existing roadways and utility corridors and does not entail converting any
land to non-agricultural uses. Therefore, the project would not conflict with existing agricultural
zoning or agricultural use, and the project would have no impact.

No Impact: Portions of the project alignment (as identified above in discussion ‘a’) are located
within 300 feet of agriculturally zoned properties. However, the project site is located along
existing roadways and utility corridors, the proposed Bautista Substation site is zoned for
commercial uses (non-agricultural), and the project does not entail converting any land to non-
agricultural uses. All project activities (construction and staging, and operation) would occur in
areas currently in use for the same operational uses (electrical utility conveyance, and
infrastructure maintenance). The project would not entail development of any agricultural land
for new non-agricultural uses. Therefore, the project would have no impact on the development
of agriculturally zoned properties.
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d) NolImpact: As stated above in discussions ‘a’ through ‘c,’” the project site is located along existing
roadways and utilities corridors, the project would not entail development of any agricultural land
for new non-agricultural uses, and the project does not involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or nature, would result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
5. Forest ] ] ] X
a) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Govt. Code section 51104(g))?
b) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of [] [] [] X

forest land to non-forest use?

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment [] [] [] X
which, due to their location or nature, could result in con-
version of forest land to non-forest use?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-3a “Forestry Resources Western Riverside
County Parks, Forests, and Recreation Areas,” Figure OS-3b “Forestry Resources Eastern Riverside
County Parks, Forests, and Recreation Areas,” Riverside County Map My County, Project Application
Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) through c) No Impact: The project site is not located in areas classified as forest land,
according to Riverside County General Plan figures nor as shown on the County’s Map My
County (GIS viewer; 2021b). The project would not result in the loss or conversion of forest
land because the project alignment and proposed Bautista Substation site are located within
an existing utility corridor and would utilize existing infrastructure. Therefore, project activities
(construction, staging, operation) would be limited to previously disturbed areas. The project
does not entail the removal of trees, nor the conversion or loss of forest land due to non-forest
use. Therefore, the project would have no impact on existing forest land zoning nor result in
the loss or conversion of forest land.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

AIR QUALITY Would the project:

6.  Air Quality Impacts ] ] X []

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

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of u u = (]
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors, which are located within u u = u
one (1) mile of the project site, to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to u u u =

odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

Source(s): Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Study (Appendix A), SCAQMD 2016 AQMP,
SCAQMD Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (2008), SCAG 2020 RTP/SCS

Findings of Fact:

a) Less Than Significant Impact: A project may be inconsistent with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District’'s (SCAQMD’s) Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) if it would generate
population, housing, or employment growth exceeding forecasts used in the development of
the AQMP. With regard to air quality planning, the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) has prepared the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), a long-range transportation plan that uses growth forecasts
to project trends for regional population, housing and employment growth to identify regional
transportation strategies to address mobility needs. These growth forecasts form the basis for
the land use and transportation control portions of the 2016 AQMP.1 The project would not
result in new long-term employees and would not increase housing. Therefore, the project
would not result in an exceedance of the population and employment projections uses in the
2016 AQMP.

In addition, the AQMP provides strategies and measures to reach attainment with the thresholds
for 8-hour and 1-hour ozone and PM2s. As shown in Table 1 and Table 2 below under response
‘b, the project would not generate criteria pollutant emissions that would exceed SCAQMD
thresholds for ozone precursors (volatile organic compounds [VOC] and nitrogen oxides[NOx])
and particulate matter measuring 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM.s). Therefore, the project
would be consistent with the AQMP and would have a less than significant impact.

b) Less Than Significant Impact: Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h)(3), the
SCAQMD’s approach for assessing cumulative impacts is based on the AQMP forecasts of
attainment of ambient air quality standards in accordance with the requirements of the federal
and state Clean Air Acts. If the project’s mass regional emissions do not exceed the applicable
SCAQMD, then the project’s criteria pollutant emissions would not be cumulatively considerable.

1on September 3, 2020, SCAG’s Regional Council formally adopted the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS (titled Connect SoCal). However, the 2016
AQMP was adopted prior to this date and relies on the demographic and growth forecasts of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS; therefore, these
forecasts are utilized in the analysis of the project’s consistency with the AQMP.
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Construction. Table 1 summarizes the estimated maximum daily emissions of criteria
pollutants associated with project construction. As shown below, criteria pollutant emissions
would not exceed SCAQMD regional thresholds or LSTs. Because the project would not exceed
SCAQMD’s regional construction thresholds or LSTs, project construction would not result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of a criteria pollutant and impacts would be less than
significant.

Table 1 Project Construction Emissions

Maximum Emissions (Ibs/day)

Construction Activities® 2 3.3 31.2 26.5 <0.1 1.4 1.2
SCAQMD Regional Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Maximum On-site Emissions? 3.3 31.2 26.5 <0.1 1.4 1.2

SCAQMD Localized

Significance Thresholds (LSTs) NIA 162 750 N/A 4 3

Threshold Exceeded? N/A No No N/A No No

! The modeling assumes project construction would commence as early as 2022, which is conservative because
commencing construction at a later date would result in lower emissions than those estimated herein due to the fact that
construction equipment and vehicles become more efficient and generate less pollutant emissions over time as more
stringent federal and state regulations phase in.

2 Estimated construction emissions were not adjusted to account for the effects of the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient
Vehicles Rule because this rule only affects passenger car and light-duty truck emissions. These vehicle types would only
be utilized during project construction for worker commutes, which comprise a small fraction of the project’s construction
emissions. Therefore, the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles Rule would have a de minimis impact on the
project’s construction emissions and would not have the potential to cause total construction emissions to exceed the
SCAQMD regional thresholds.

3 Maximum on-site emissions are conservatively assumed to be equivalent to total maximum daily emissions. In actuality,
on-site emissions would be lower because they only include those emissions that would occur from on-site sources on the
project site, such as heavy construction equipment, and exclude off-site emissions from sources, such as construction
worker vehicle trips and material delivery trips.

Notes: See Appendix A for modeling results. Some numbers may not add up precisely to the numbers indicated due to
rounding.

Operational. Table 2 summarizes the project’s operational emissions, which are limited to
vehicles associated with inspection and maintenance. As shown below, the emissions
generated by operation of the project would not exceed SCAQMD regional thresholds for criteria
pollutants. Therefore, the project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
criteria pollutants, and impacts would be less than significant.
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Table 2 Project Operational Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs/day)

Emission Source

Mobile? <0.1 <0.1 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Project Emissions <0.1 <0.1 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
SCAQMD Regional Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

1 Estimated mobile emissions were not adjusted to account for the effects of the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient
Vehicles Rule because it would have a de minimis impact on the project’s mobile emissions and would not have the potential
to cause total operational emissions to exceed the SCAQMD regional thresholds.

Notes: See Appendix A for modeling results. Some numbers may not add up precisely to the numbers indicated due to
rounding.

¢) Less Than Significant Impact:

Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. As discussed in Appendix A, criteria air pollutant emissions
can decrease local air quality and result in adverse effects on human health when air pollutant
emissions exceed significance thresholds, which are based on federal and state ambient air
guality standards. For instance, exposure to elevated concentrations of ozone can result in
respiratory and eye irritation and possible changes in lung functions. At high concentrations,
carbon monoxide reduces the amount of oxygen in the blood, causing heart difficulty in people
with chronic diseases, reduced lung capacity, and impaired mental abilities. Nitrogen dioxide
can worsen respiratory diseases, such as asthma, over short periods of exposure, which causes
respiratory symptoms including coughing, wheezing, or difficulty breathing. Lastly, when inhaled
into the deepest part of the lungs, particulate matter can cause permanent lung damage and
further damage health by interfering with the body’s mechanisms for clearing the respiratory
tract or by acting as carriers of an absorbed toxic substance.

While these pollutants can cause potentially adverse health effects when they are emitted in
substantial amounts, emissions generated during project construction would not exceed the
SCAQMD regional or localized significance thresholds, as discussed earlier under item (b). The
localized significance thresholds were specifically developed in response to concern regarding
exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in local communities and are designed to be
protective of local public health (SCAQMD 2008b). Furthermore, construction activities would
be moving along the transmission line alignment and therefore would only expose any given
sensitive receptor to elevated criteria air pollutant emissions for several days or weeks at a time
rather than the entire seven-month duration of construction activities. Moreover, after
construction is complete, two annual maintenance and inspection events would occur per year
and would involve approximately four annual roundtrip vehicle trips, which would result in de
minimis criteria air pollutant emissions. Therefore, the project would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial concentrations of criteria air pollutants or the associated adverse health
effects. Impacts would be less than significant.

Toxic Air Contaminants. Construction-related activities would result in temporary project-
generated emissions of diesel particulate matter (DPM) exhaust emissions from off-road, heavy-
duty diesel equipment for site preparation, grading, structural steel work, pole installation,
collector line installation, and other construction activities. DPM was identified as a toxic air
contaminant (TAC) by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) in 1998. The potential cancer
risk from the inhalation of DPM (discussed in the following paragraphs) outweighs the potential
non-cancer health impacts (CARB 2017).
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Generation of DPM from construction projects typically occurs in a single area for a short period.
Project construction would occur over approximately seven months. The dose to which the
receptors are exposed is the primary factor used to determine health risk. Dose is a function of
the concentration of a substance or substances in the environment and the extent of exposure
that person has with the substance. Dose is positively correlated with time, meaning that a longer
exposure period would result in a higher exposure level for the Maximally Exposed Individual.
The risks estimated for a Maximally Exposed Individual are higher if a fixed exposure occurs
over a longer period of time. According to the OEHHA, health risk assessments, which determine
the exposure of sensitive receptors to toxic emissions, should be based on a 70-year exposure
period; however, such assessments should be limited to the period/duration of activities
associated with the project. Thus, the duration of proposed construction activities (i.e.,
seven months) is approximately two percent of the total exposure period used for 30-year health
risk calculations. Current models and methodologies for conducting health-risk assessments are
associated with longer-term exposure periods of 9, 30, and 70 years, which do not correlate well
with the temporary and highly variable nature of construction activities, resulting in difficulties in
producing accurate estimates of health risk (Bay Area Air Quality Management District 2017).
In addition, construction activities would be moving along the transmission line alignment and
therefore would only occur near any given sensitive receptor for several days or weeks at a time
rather than the entire seven-month duration of construction activities.

The maximum particulate matter emissions would occur during site preparation and grading
activities. These activities would last for approximately three months. PM emissions would
decrease for the remaining construction period because construction activities such as building
construction and architectural coating would require less construction equipment. While the
maximum DPM emissions associated with site preparation and grading activities would only
occur for a portion of the overall construction period, these activities represent the worst-case
condition for the total construction period. This would represent less than one percent of the total
exposure period for health risk calculation, and, as mentioned earlier, these activities would only
occur near any given sensitive receptor along the transmission line alignment for a fraction of
this three-month duration as construction activities progress along the alignment. Therefore,
given the aforementioned discussion, DPM generated by project construction would not create
conditions where the probability is greater than one in one million of contracting cancer for the
Maximally Exposed Individual or to generate ground-level concentrations of non-carcinogenic
TACs that exceed a Hazard Index greater than one for the Maximally Exposed Individual.
Furthermore, the project does not include components that would generate substantial TAC
emissions during operation. This project impact would be less than significant.

CO Hotspots. A carbon monoxide (CO) hotspot is a localized concentration of CO that is above
a CO ambient air quality standard. Localized CO hotspots can occur at intersections with heavy
peak hour traffic. Specifically, hotspots can be created at intersections where traffic levels are
sufficiently high such that the local CO concentration exceeds the federal one-hour standard of
35.0 ppm or the federal and state eight-hour standard of 9.0 ppm (CARB 2016). The SCAB is in
conformance with state and federal CO standards. In 2020, the Palm Springs-Fire Station
monitoring station detected an 8-hour maximum CO concentration of 0.5 ppm, which is
substantially below the state and federal standards (United States Environmental Protection
Agency [U.S. EPA] 2021a). The project would result in CO emissions of approximately 26.5
pounds per day during construction and 0.2 pounds per day during operation, both of which
would be well below the 550 pounds-per-day threshold. Based on the low background level of
CO in the project area, improving vehicle emissions standards for new cars in accordance with
state and federal regulations, and the project’s low level of operational CO emissions, the project
would not create new hotspots or contribute substantially to existing hotspots, and impacts
would be less than significant.
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d) No Impact: Other air emissions generated by project construction and operation that were not
previously discussed under items (b) and (c) would be limited to odorous emissions. For
construction activities, odors would be temporary in nature and are subject to SCAQMD Rule
402, Nuisance. Construction activities would be temporary and transitory and associated odors
would cease upon construction completion. Accordingly, the project would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people during construction, and short-term
impacts would be less than significant. Common sources of operational odor complaints include
sewage treatment plants, landfills, recycling facilities, and agricultural uses. The project would
not include any of these uses or other odor-generating components. The project does not include
any residential or commercial uses that would generate solid waste, and the project would not
generate solid waste during project operation (further discussed below in Section 42, Solid
Waste). Therefore, the project would have no impact from operational odors.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project:

7. Wildlife & Vegetation

a) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat L] L] L] >
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan,
or other approved local, regional, or state conservation plan?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or u = ] ]
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)?

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

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

e) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian u X (] (]
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

f) Have a substantial adverse effect on State or u X u u
federally protected wetlands (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 ordinances u u u X
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

Source(s): GIS database, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
(MSHCP), Rincon Consultants Biological Resources Assessment Report (Rincon 2021a; Appendix B),
Rincon Consultants MSHCP Consistency Analysis and Habitat Assessment Report (Rincon 2021b;
Appendix B)

In October 2021, Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) prepared two technical reports for the project to
document existing conditions along the transmission line corridor, evaluate the potential for project-
related impacts to biological resources during implementation of the project, and evaluate project
consistency with the Western Riverside County MSHCP. As part of these assessments, a field
reconnaissance survey of the project area was conducted on October 10 and 11, 2019 to document
existing site conditions and the potential presence of sensitive biological resources, including sensitive
plant and wildlife species, sensitive plant communities, jurisdictional waters and wetlands, and habitat
for nesting birds. The study area consisted of the linear alignment of the existing poles plus a
100-foot-wide swath (50 feet to either side of the exiting pole alignment). The survey was performed by
walking and driving along the study area to characterize the existing biological resources present (e.g.,
vegetative communities, potential presence of sensitive species and/or habitats, and presence of
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potentially jurisdictional waters). Where portions of the study area were inaccessible on foot (e.g.,
private property and fenced areas), the biologists visually inspected these areas with binoculars. In
addition, a live-trapping program for LAPM was conducted by Cereus Environmental biologist Mr. Jason
Berkley (SCP: SC-00187) and Rincon biologist Ms. Sarah Toback from August 30 to September 3, 2021
within the parcel proposed for development of the Bautista Substation (APN 576-060-040).2 Surveys
were conducted in accordance with the protocols set forth by the Western Riverside County Regional
Conservation Authority. The findings of fact below rely on the results of these studies and associated
field surveys. The full studies are available in Appendix B of this document.

Findings of Fact:

a) No Impact: The project site is located within the Western Riverside County MSHCP. The project
site is not located within a survey area for amphibians, burrowing owl, Narrow Endemic Plant
Species, or Criteria Area Plant Species. Additionally, no vernal pool or fairy shrimp habitat was
documented within the project site and no direct impacts to riparian/riverine areas are
anticipated to occur with project implementation. However, two parcels are located within the
survey area for Los Angeles pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris brevinasus; LAPM).
Both of the project parcels within the LAPM survey area contain varying levels of suitable habitat.
However, the project would not result in direct impacts to APN 576-060-009 (located
immediately north of SR 371 approximately 970 feet west of the Bautista Substation parcel) and
would not remove suitable habitat at this location. Pole sites at these this parcel would be
accessed temporarily on foot and in vehicles. Potential temporary impacts from project
construction activities include crushing of vegetation to access poles. No permanent direct
impacts from these activities would occur at this parcel; therefore, no further actions are required
pursuant to the MSHCP. The project would result in grading and clearing at the parcel proposed
for development of the Bautista Substation (APN 576-060-040). Due to the proximity to a recent
2015 California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) occurrence and suitable habitat conditions
on site, a live-trapping study was completed at this parcel for MSHCP compliance. The LAPM
trapping study was negative at this parcel; therefore, no further actions related to LAPM are
required pursuant to the MSHCP.

The project would be primarily restricted to the existing 3.1-mile transmission line corridor in
addition to the Bautista Substation parcel. The project relies heavily on existing infrastructure,
and as such would involve minimal ground disturbance (e.g., temporary crushing of vegetation
to access pole sites). Development of the Bautista Substation parcel would require the removal
of approximately 1.0 acre of redshank chaparral, resulting in the only direct impacts of the
project. This portion of redshank chaparral represents 9.17 percent of the redshank chaparral
found in the project site. Additionally, this vegetation community is locally abundant in the
adjacent area outside of the project site, and the removal of approximately 9.17 percent of this
community within the project site would not result in the removal of a substantial amount of
habitat regionally. Furthermore, the species that this vegetation community may support would
not be substantially impacted due to the abundance of this vegetation community both within
the immediate vicinity (i.e., within the project site) and regionally. Lastly, the Bautista Substation
parcel is located within the Western Riverside County MSHCP and is not within a criteria cell,
thus indicating that this vegetation community has not been targeted for conservation in this
portion of the plan area.

No vernal pool or fairy shrimp habitat was documented within the project site, and no direct
impacts to riparian/riverine areas would occur. Furthermore, the project would not result in
impacts to the urban/wildlands interface nor wildlife corridors and linkages. As such, no further

2 Two parcels within the project area (APN 576-060-040 and 576-060-009) require LAPM habitat assessment surveys. (See Figure E-4 in Appendix E).
However, the project would not result in direct impacts or remove suitable habitat at APN 576-060-009; therefore, this parcel was not included in the
LAPM survey.
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actions are required pursuant to the MSHCP for these resources. Therefore, there is no conflict
with or impact to the MSHCP and the project is consistent with its provisions. No impact would
occur.

b), c) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: As discussed in the Biological

Resources Assessment and MSHCP Consistency Analysis and Habitat Assessment Reports,
several special status plants and animals are known to exist in the project vicinity. Full details
are provided in these reports, which are summarized below (see Appendix B for full reports).

Special Status Plants

Fifty special status plants have been previously documented within five miles of the project area,
but none were observed during the reconnaissance survey. While many of the existing poles
are located along roads (paved and unpaved), there is potential for temporary impacts during
project construction while working at existing pole locations that occur where special status plant
species may be supported. Construction activities, such as vehicles driving and parking, and the
foot traffic of crews, could incidentally crush special status plant species. While some of these
plants may suffer some structural damage, mortality would not necessarily occur. The project
includes grading of the parcel proposed for development of the Bautista Substation and removal
of redshank chaparral vegetation on site. This parcel does not contain vegetation and soils
suitable for supporting Mojave tarplant. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in
potentially significant impacts to federally and/or state listed plants. However, if special status
plants are encountered, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, which require
pre-construction surveys and avoidance of individuals if detected, would reduce project impacts
to less-than-significant levels because project effects within suitable habitat would be limited
and not likely to substantially reduce local populations or their ability to persist once the project
is complete. Therefore, the project would have less-than-significant impacts to special status
plants with mitigation incorporated.

Special Status Wildlife

Thirteen special status wildlife species have been previously documented within five miles of
the project area. Direct impacts at the Bautista Substation parcel would include grading of the
site and removal of vegetation, including redshank chaparral. Redshank chaparral is not the
preferred habitat for the three listed special status wildlife species with a moderate or high
potential to occur (quino checkerspot butterfly [Euphydryas editha quino], southwestern willow
flycatcher [Empidonax traillii extimus], and Stephen’s kangaroo rat [Dipodomys stephensi]).
Therefore, it is unlikely that construction of the proposed Bautista Substation would affect these
species. Throughout the remainder of the project site, potential indirect impacts would include
temporary crushing of vegetation and increased sound levels during project construction. These
activities could temporarily displace terrestrial and avian special status species if vegetation
crushing occurs within the species’ preferred habitats. Quino checkerspot butterfly and
Stephen’s kangaroo rat may occur in the big sagebrush scrub habitat present within the project
site, while the southwestern willow flycatcher may occur in the Goodding’s willow — red willow
habitat. Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1, BIO-2, BIO-3, BIO-4, and BIO-5, which
require pre-construction surveys and avoidance of individuals if detected as well as standard
construction best management practices (BMPs), would reduce potential temporary impacts to
special status wildlife species to less-than significant-levels because project effects within
suitable habitat would be limited and not likely to substantially reduce local populations or their
ability to persist once the project is complete.

Several common bird species protected by California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) 3503 and
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) may nest in trees and shrubs within the project site and
immediate vicinity. Construction may result in direct or indirect impacts to nesting bird species,
should they be present within and/or in the immediate vicinity of areas of disturbance at the time
of construction. Impacts to nesting birds could occur if nests with eggs or young are present
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d)

f)

9)

within the proposed disturbance area during project implementation, which may cause direct
impacts to the nest, and/or failure or abandonment of the nest. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures BIO-1 and BIO-4 would address compliance with CFGC 3503 and the MBTA.
Therefore, the project would have a less-than-significant impact to special status wildlife species
with mitigation incorporated.

Less than Significant Impact: The project site is surrounded by undeveloped land and open land
areas providing a multitude of wildlife movement options throughout the project site and adjacent
areas regionally. Implementation of the project would not significantly alter existing wildlife
movement patterns because the project site is located in existing roadways and utilities corridors
that are currently used for similar purposes (i.e., electrical transmission lines). Therefore, project
impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Riparian habitat (Goodding’s willow —
red willow) (Rank S3) and redshank chaparral (Rank S3) have been identified within the project
site. Rank S3 vegetation communities are considered vulnerable to extirpation or extinction by
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). As discussed under item (a), redshank
chaparral would be permanently impacted at the Bautista Substation project site. This impact
would be limited to 1.0 acre, which represents approximately 9.17 percent of the redshank
chaparral found at the project site. Additionally, this vegetation community is locally abundant in
the adjacent region outside of the project area and the removal of 9.17 percent of it within the
project site would not result in the removal of a substantial amount of habitat regionally.
Furthermore, species that this vegetation community may support would not be substantially
impacted due to the abundance of this vegetation community both within the immediate vicinity
of the project site and regionally. Lastly, the Bautista Substation parcel is located within the
western Riverside County MSHCP and is not within a criteria cell, thus indicating that this
vegetation community has not been targeted for conservation in this portion of the plan area.
Therefore, removal of approximately 1.0 acre of redshank chaparral (i.e., 9.17 percent of the
redshank chaparral within the project site) would not be a substantial adverse impact on the
natural community or on the species it may support.

For the remainder of the project site, any surface ground disturbance would be temporary in
nature due to equipment trucks accessing the project site along existing roadways and utilities
corridors of the project alignment. The project does not propose any permanent structures in
areas that could support riparian habitats; therefore, direct impacts to riparian habitat (including
Goodding’s willow-red willow) would not occur. Temporary impacts may include the crushing of
vegetation to gain access to the existing pole sites, which would not be considered a significant
impact. However, construction activities could result in indirect impacts (e.g., oil leaks from
vehicles) that could cause potentially significant impacts to riparian habitats. Therefore,
implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-6 would be required to minimize indirect
impacts to riparian communities. Impacts to riparian communities would be less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Jurisdictional waters and wetlands
(e.g., Cahuilla Creek and Hamilton Creek) are present on or adjacent to the project site. The
erosional feature located at the Bautista Substation parcel is non-jurisdictional because it only
carries water during precipitation events along Bautista Road and onto the parcel for
approximately 100 feet before it dissipates with no connection to other waters. The project is not
expected to directly impact jurisdictional waters because no permanent structures are proposed
in these areas. However, construction activities could result in indirect impacts (e.g., oil leaks
from vehicles, soil erosion) that could affect downstream waters and be potentially significant.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-5, which require a Workers
Environmental Awareness Program and construction BMPs, would reduce potential indirect
impacts to less-than-significant levels.

No Impact: No trees are proposed for removal during project activities. Construction of the
project would not remove native trees that occur on parcels or properties greater than 0.5 acre
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in size, located in areas above 5,000 feet in elevation and within unincorporated areas. All
portions of the project area are located below 5,000 feet in elevation. Therefore, the County of
Riverside Ordinance No. 559 does nhot apply to the project, and no impact would occur.

Mitigation:

BIO-1 Workers Environmental Awareness Program

A pre-construction training shall be conducted for all construction employees, prior to the start of
construction activities. A workers environmental awareness program shall be produced by a qualified
biologist containing information to inform construction supervisors, workers, and inspectors of
sensitive resources that have a moderate to high potential of occurrence along the project route, to
explain their importance and sensitivity to disturbance, to review regulatory protections afforded to
these resources, and to describe the project design features and mitigation measures adopted for the
project. Training shall identify individual responsibilities regarding these resources, and
communication procedures should sensitive resources exist or be found in the project area vicinity.

BIO-2 Pre-construction Focused Plant Surveys

Focused surveys for sensitive plant species shall be conducted during the appropriate blooming
period prior to the start of construction at pole sites, access points, and the proposed Bautista
substation. Surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist using CDFW protocol survey
standards.3 Any individual of a sensitive status species shall be clearly flagged for avoidance by
construction activities. If a listed special status plant species, such as Mojave tarplant, cannot be
avoided by proposed construction, a CDFW incidental take permit would be required for plant
removal. Any permitted removal of a sensitive plant species shall require mitigation per CDFW
requirements.

BIO-3 Pre-construction Special Status Wildlife Species Survey

A biological monitor shall oversee implementation of avoidance and minimization measures prior and
during project activities. The biological monitor shall be knowledgeable and experienced in the biology
and natural history of special status terrestrial species potentially present at the project area. The
biological monitor shall monitor project activities that involve the potential disturbance of sensitive
species habitat. The biological monitor shall conduct pre-construction clearance surveys no more than
three days prior to the initiation of ground disturbance and vegetation removal. If any terrestrial
species are identified on site, they shall be captured and relocated offsite beyond the construction
zone. The biological monitor shall have authority to immediately stop any project activity that does not
comply with project permits and/or to order any reasonable measure to avoid the unauthorized take of
an individual species.

B1O-4 Nesting Bird Surveys

If feasible, removal of vegetation shall be scheduled to occur in the fall and winter (between
September 1 and January 31), after fledging and before the initiation of the nesting season. For
construction activities occurring during the nesting season (generally February 1 to August 31),
surveys for nesting birds covered by the CFGC and the MBTA shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist no more than seven days prior to vegetation removal. The surveys shall include the
disturbance area plus a 100-foot buffer around the site, as feasible without trespassing on private
lands. If active nests are located, construction work shall be conducted outside a buffer zone from the
nest to be determined by the qualified biologist. The buffer shall be a minimum of 50 feet for non-
raptor bird species and at least 100 feet for raptor species, or as determined by a qualified biologist.
Larger buffers may be required depending upon the status of the nest and the construction activities
occurring in the vicinity of the nest. The buffer area(s) shall be closed to all construction personnel

3 CDFW. 2022. Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural
Communities. Available at: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols.
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and equipment until the adults and young are no longer reliant on the nest site. A qualified biologist
shall confirm that breeding/nesting is completed, and young have fledged the nest prior to removal of
the buffer. If buffer zones are determined to be infeasible, a full-time qualified biological monitor shall
be on site to monitor construction within the buffer zones to ensure active nests and nesting birds are
not impacted.

BIO-5 Construction Best Management Practices
The following BMPs shall be followed by construction personnel during all construction activities:

o All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps generated during
proposed project construction shall be cleaned up daily and disposed of in closed containers
only.

e If vehicle or equipment maintenance is necessary, it shall be performed in the designated
staging areas.

o During construction, heavy equipment shall be operated in accordance with BMPs.

e Any observation of a dead, injured, or entrapped listed species shall immediately be reported
to the biological monitor.

¢ A biological monitor must delineate all environmentally sensitive area locations with flagging or
staking. All personnel on the project site must avoid all established environmentally sensitive
areas.

e Vehicles and equipment must remain on approved work and staging areas.

BIO-6 Erosion Controls and Hazardous Materials Spill Prevention and Contingency Plan

Erosion controls shall be used where necessary along the project route. The most likely situations for
use of these controls would be when construction activities occur near storm drains, streams, steep
slopes, and other sensitive habitat areas. Control measures that may be used include silt fences,
sandbags, certified weed-free straw wattles and straw bales, and other control measures as needed.
Construction vehicles would also be equipped with a vacuum pump for all ground disturbing activities
to assist in the removal of wet soill.

In addition, a Hazardous Materials Spill Prevention and Contingency Plan (SPCP) shall be
implemented. The plan shall evaluate potential spill scenarios, identify avoidance and prevention
measures, and outline appropriate response actions. To avoid and/or minimize potential impacts to
water quality and other sensitive habitats, the following Best Management Practices shall also be
implemented:

e Materials shall be stored on impervious surfaces or plastic ground covers to prevent any spills
or leakage. Construction materials and spoils shall be protected from stormwater runoff using
temporary perimeter sediment barriers such as berms, silt fences, fiber rolls, covers,
sand/gravel bags, and straw bale barriers, as appropriate.

e All vehicles and equipment shall be in good working condition and free of leaks. The contractor
shall prevent oil, petroleum products, or any other pollutants from contaminating the soil or
entering a watercourse (dry or otherwise).

e All re-fueling, cleaning, and maintenance of equipment shall occur at least 100-feet from
potentially jurisdictional waters.

o Adequate spill prevention and response equipment shall be maintained on site and readily
available to implement to ensure minimal impacts to aquatic environments.
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Monitoring: The project applicant under supervision of the qualified Biologist as applicable, shall be
responsible for ensuring implementation of the above mitigation measures.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:
8. Historic Resources
a) Alter or destroy a historic site? L] L] L] >
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the u u u X

significance of a historical resource, pursuant to California
Code of Regulations, Section 15064.57?

Source(s): On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials, Rincon Consultants Cultural Resources
Assessment (Rincon 2022; Appendix C)

Rincon completed a Phase | cultural resources assessment, which included a cultural resources records
search, Sacred Lands File search, a combined pedestrian and windshield survey of the project
alignment conducted in January 2020, and preparation of a report according to the Archaeological
Resources Management Report guidelines and in compliance with the requirements of CEQA
(Appendix C). The project alignment was surveyed using transects oriented from the western end of the
alignment to the eastern end of the alignment and spaced 10 meters apart. Rincon’s archaeologists
examined all exposed ground surface for artifacts (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone
milling tools, ceramics, fire-affected rock), ecofacts (marine shell and bone), soil discoloration that might
indicate the presence of a cultural midden, soil depressions, and features indicative of the former
presence of structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, postholes, foundations) or historic
debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics). Ground disturbances such as burrows and drainages were visually
inspected. Photographs documenting the project site are maintained at Rincon’s Redlands office. The
complete report can be found in Appendix C of this document.

Findings of Fact:

a) and b) Less than significant impact: The cultural resource records search and combined pedestrian
and windshield survey identified no previously recorded historic sites or historical resources within the
proposed project. Therefore, no impacts to historic sites and historical resources would occur.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
9. Archaeological Resources
a) Alter or destroy an archaeological site? L] > L] L]
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the u X u u

significance of an archaeological resource, pursuant to
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5?

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

Source(s): On-Site Inspection, Project Application Materials, Rincon Consultants Cultural Resources
Assessment (Rincon 2022; Appendix C)

As discussed in Section 8, Historic Resources, Rincon completed a Phase | cultural resources
assessment, which included a cultural resources records search, Sacred Lands File search, a combined
pedestrian and windshield survey of the project alignment conducted in January 2020, and preparation
of a report according to the Archaeological Resources Management Report guidelines and in
compliance with the requirements of CEQA (Appendix C). The project alignment was surveyed using
transects oriented from the western end of the alignment to the eastern end of the alignment and spaced
10 meters apart.

Rincon’s archaeologists examined all exposed ground surface for artifacts (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-
making debris, stone milling tools, ceramics, fire-affected rock), ecofacts (marine shell and bone), soll
discoloration that might indicate the presence of a cultural midden, soil depressions, and features
indicative of the former presence of structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, postholes,
foundations) or historic debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics). Ground disturbances such as burrows and
drainages were visually inspected. Locational data was collected using a Geo7X Trimble. Photographs
documenting the project site are maintained at Rincon’s Redlands office. The complete report can be
found in Appendix C of this document.

Findings of Fact:

a) and b) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: The cultural resources assessment
identified one previously recorded archeological site within the project alignment. No resources were
identified at the proposed Bautista Substation parcel. The one identified resource is further described
below:

o P-33- 020869 (CA-RIV-10793). Site P-33-020869 is a previously recorded multicomponent
site revisited by Rincon as part of this project. Rincon observed mortars, slicks, and an
accompanying benchmark survey marker. This site is located south of SR 371 and appears to
be in the same condition as documented in 2011. No new features, artifacts or significant
degradation of the site or its components was identified. No new features, artifacts, or
significant degradation of the site or its components were identified during the course of
fieldwork.

Site P-33-020869 (CA-RIV-10793) is within the project alignment but would be avoided because no
construction or ground-disturbing activities would occur within the boundaries of the site. Nevertheless,
based on the known resource within the project alignment and the sensitivity of the area, implementation
of Mitigation Measures ARC-1 through ARC-6 would be required to reduce potential impacts to
archaeological resources during ground disturbing activities to less-than-significant levels.
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¢) The cultural resources assessment did not find evidence of any potential human remains in the
vicinity of the proposed project or Bautista Substation. In the event than unanticipated human remains
are discovered during project construction, implementation of Mitigation Measure ARC-7 would be
required to reduce potential impacts to less-than-significant levels.

Mitigation:

ARC-1 Environmental Constraints Sheet

Prior to final map approval, the developer/applicant shall provide evidence to the Riverside County
Planning Department that an Environmental Constraints Sheet has been included in the Grading
Plans. This sheet shall indicate the presence of environment (s) and the requirements for avoidance
of P-33-020869 (CA-RIV-10793).

ARC-2 Retain a Project Archaeologist

The project applicant shall retain a project archaeologist, defined as an archaeologist who meets the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology, to carry out all
mitigation measures related to archaeological and historic resources. A fully executed copy of the
contract shall be submitted to the County Archaeologist to ensure compliance.

ARC-3 Cultural Resources Monitoring Program

A Cultural Resource Monitoring Plan shall be developed in coordination with the consulting tribe(s)
that addresses the details of all activities and provides procedures that must be followed in order to
reduce the impacts to cultural, tribal cultural, and historic resources to a level that is less than
significant as well as address potential impacts to undiscovered buried archaeological resources
associated with this project. The plan shall also outline treatment of artifacts in the event cultural
resources are identified. The treatment shall be consistent with the County of Riverside’s guidance for
the disposition of artifacts. A digitally-signed copy of the Monitoring Plan shall be provided to the
County Archaeologist to ensure compliance.

Working directly under the Project Archaeologist, an adequate number of qualified Archaeological
Monitors shall be present to ensure that all earth moving activities are observed and shall be on-site
during all grading activities for areas to be monitored, including off-site improvements. Inspections will
vary based on the rate of excavation, the materials excavated, and the presence and abundance of
artifacts and features.

The Professional Archaeologist may submit a detailed letter to the County of Riverside during grading
requesting a modification to the monitoring program if circumstances are encountered that reduce the
need for monitoring.

At the completion of the monitoring program, a Phase IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report shall
be submitted that complies with the Riverside County Planning Department’s requirements for such
reports for all ground disturbing activities associated with this grading permit. The report shall follow
the County of Riverside Planning Department Cultural Resources (Archaeological) Investigations
Standard Scopes of Work posted on the TLMA website. The report shall include results of any feature
relocation or residue analysis required as well as evidence of the required cultural sensitivity training
for the construction staff held during the required pre-grade meeting and evidence that any artifacts
have been treated in accordance with procedures stipulated in the Cultural Resources Management
Plan.

ARC-4 Native American Monitoring

Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the developer/permit applicant shall enter into agreement(s)
with the consulting tribe(s) for Native American Monitor(s). In conjunction with the Archaeological
Monitor(s), the Native American Monitor(s) shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the contractors
to provide Cultural Sensitivity Training for all construction personnel. In addition, an adequate number
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of Native American Monitor(s) shall be on-site during all initial ground disturbing activities and
excavation of each portion of the project site including clearing, grubbing, tree removals, grading, and
trenching. In conjunction with the Archaeological Monitor(s), the Native American Monitor(s) shall
have the authority to temporarily divert, redirect or halt the ground disturbance activities to allow
identification, evaluation, and potential recovery of cultural resources. The developer/permit applicant
shall submit a fully executed copy of the agreement(s) to the County Archaeologist to ensure
compliance with this mitigation measure. Upon verification, the Archaeologist shall clear this mitigation
measure. This agreement shall not modify any condition of approval or mitigation measure.

ARC-5 Avoidance and Temporary Fencing

Project-related activities shall avoid cultural resources when feasible. Cultural site P-33-020869 (CA-
RIV-10793) is located within the project alignment but will be avoided by the project. Temporary
fencing shall be required for the protection of cultural site P-33-020869 (CA-RIV-10793) during
grading activities. Prior to commencement of grading or brushing, the Project Archaeologist shall
confirm the site boundaries and determine an adequate buffer for protection of the site. The applicant
shall direct the installation of fencing under the supervision of the project archaeologist and Native
American Monitor. The fencing can be removed only after grading operations have been completed.

ARC-6 Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources

If previously unrecorded cultural resources consisting of a feature and or three or more artifacts in
close association with each other are encountered during ground disturbing activities, work within 100
feet of the discovered cultural resource shall halt. A meeting shall be convened between the
developer, the Project Archaeologist, the Native American tribal representative (or other appropriate
ethnic/cultural group representative), and the County Archaeologist to discuss the significance of the
find. At the meeting with the aforementioned parties, a decision is to be made, with the concurrence of
the County Archaeologist, as to the appropriate treatment (documentation, recovery, avoidance, etc.)
for the cultural resource. Resource evaluations shall be limited to nondestructive analysis. Further
ground disturbance shall not resume within the area of the discovery until the appropriate treatment
has been accomplished.

ARC-7 Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains

The discovery of human remains is always a possibility during ground disturbing activities. If human
remains are found, the State of California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no
further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner has made a determination of origin and
disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. In the event of an unanticipated
discovery of human remains, the county coroner must be notified immediately. If the human remains
are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission,
which will determine and notify a most likely descendant. The most likely descendant shall complete
the inspection of the site within 48 hours of being granted access to the site and provide
recommendations for treatment.

Monitoring: The applicant, under supervision of the qualified archaeologist, will be responsible for
monitoring for compliance with the mitigation measures above.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
ENERGY Would the project:
10. Energy Impacts
a) Result in potentially significant environmental L] L] > L]
impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a State or Local plan for u u u X

renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Source(s): Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Study (Appendix A); Energy Calculations

(Appendix D)

Findings of Fact:
a) Less than Significant Impact.

Construction Energy Demand. During project construction, energy would be consumed in the
form of petroleum-based fuels used to power off-road construction vehicles and equipment on
the project site, construction worker travel to and from the project site, and vehicles used to
deliver materials to the site. The project would require grubbing, grading, drainage and utilities
work, and paving.

The total consumption of gasoline and diesel fuel during project construction was estimated
using the assumptions and factors from modeling used to estimate construction air emissions
(Appendix A). Table 3 presents the estimated construction phase energy consumption,
indicating construction equipment, vendor trips, and worker trips would consume approximately
165,167 gallons of fuel over the project construction period.

Table 3 Estimated Fuel Consumption during Construction
Fuel Type ‘ Gasoline (gallons) Diesel (gallons)
Diesel Fuel (Construction Equipment)?! -- 37,447.31
Diesel Fuel (Hauling & Vendor Trips)? -- 3,715
Other Petroleum Fuel (Worker Trips)3 124,005 --
Total 124,005 41,162

See Appendix D for energy calculations.

The construction energy estimates represent a conservative estimate as the construction
equipment used in each phase of construction was assumed to be operating every day of
construction. Construction equipment would be maintained to applicable standards, and
construction activity and associated fuel consumption and energy use would be temporary and
typical for construction sites. It is also reasonable to assume contractors would avoid wasteful,
inefficient, and unnecessary fuel consumption to reduce construction costs. Therefore, the
project would not involve the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary use of energy during
construction, and the construction-phase impact related to energy consumption would be less
than significant.
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Operational Energy Demand. The project would be upgrading and replacing existing energy
infrastructure and would not create additional energy demand itself. The project would have a
minor amount of worker trips associated with maintenance; due to the limited number of trips,
the energy demand for fuel use from these trips would be negligible. Therefore, the project would
not involve the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary use of energy during construction, and the
construction-phase impact related to energy consumption would be less than significant.
In conclusion, the construction of the project would be temporary and typical of similar projects
and would not result in wasteful use energy. Project operation would require negligible energy
use for fuel used by workers. increase the use of electricity on-site. Therefore, project operation
would not result in wasteful or unnecessary energy consumption and impacts would be less than
significant.

b) No Impact. As described above, the project would not result in wasteful or unnecessary energy
consumption and therefore would not conflict with a State or Local plan for renewable energy or
energy efficiency. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project directly or indirectly:

11. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or County
Fault Hazard Zones L] L] ] L]
a) Be subject to 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?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure S-2 “Earthquake Fault Study Zones”; Cal OES
Earthquake Hazards Map; Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden
Engineering 2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact. The closest known active fault is the San Jacinto-Anza Fault,
approximately 0.6-mile north of the project area (Sladden Engineering 2019). The maximum
earthquake event on this fault is estimated to be 7.2 M. Based on site mapping, literature
research and aerial photo review, the geotechnical analysis concludes that the potential for
surface fault rupture on this site is considered low (Sladden Engineering 2019). According to
Figure S-1 in the Riverside County General Plan Safety Element (2021), the project site is not
located in the Alquist-Priolo fault zone, which runs northeast of the project site. The project would
include replacement of electricity transmission lines along approximately 3.1 miles of the existing
alignment and construction of a new substation. The project entails construction and
replacement of utility facilities and does not include building construction for residential or
business/commercial uses. Therefore, the project would not expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death.

All grading and construction will be conducted in accordance with the current California
Building Code. As CBC requirements are applicable to all development, they are not
considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes. Therefore, the project would have a
less than significant impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
12. Liquefaction Potential Zone H ] ] <

a) Be subject to seismic-related ground failure,
including liguefaction?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element (2021) Figure 2 “Liquefaction Zones”;
Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix
E)

Findings of Fact:
a) No Impact: The project site is located within an area with low liquefaction potential. According
to the geotechnical investigation completed for the project site by Sladden Engineering (2019),
the potential for liquefaction to affect this site is considered negligible due to the presence of
shallow seated bedrock underlying the site. Therefore, there is low potential for seismic-related
ground failure, including liquefaction and the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
13. Ground-shaking Zone u u X u

a) Be subject to strong seismic ground shaking?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 1-12
(“Earthquake-Induced Slope Instability Map”) and Figures 1-15 to 1-24 (“General Ground Shaking Risk”
maps); Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019;
Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: According to the geotechnical investigation completed for the
project site by Sladden Engineering (2019), the project site has been subjected to past ground
shaking by faults that traverse the region. The project site could be subject to ground shaking in
the event of an earthquake, though ground rupture potential is low (as previously discussed
under Section 11, Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or County Fault Hazard Zones).
Construction that is included as part of the project would be subject to California Building Code
(CBC) requirements pertaining to development, which would mitigate the potential impact to less
than significant. As CBC requirements are applicable to all development, they are not
considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes. Therefore, the project would have a
less than significant impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
Page 36 of 85 CEQ / EA No.




Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
14. Landslide Risk u u u =

a) 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?

Source(s): On-site Inspection, Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical
Report Figure 2-3 (“Regions Underlain by Steep Slopes”); Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed
Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:
a) No Impact: No steep slopes or slope instability in the form of landslides, rock falls, earthflows
or slumps were observed on or adjacent to the project site during a field visit completed in July
2019 (Sladden Engineering 2019). The project site is not located immediately adjacent to any
slopes or hillsides. The geotechnical investigation concludes risks associated with slope
instability are considered negligible for the project site (Sladden Engineering 2019). Therefore,
the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
15. Ground Subsidence u u = u

a) 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(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 2-6
(“Documented Subsidence Areas in Riverside County”); Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed
Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: The project site is not located in an area susceptible to subsidence.
The geotechnical investigation states that locally, no fissures or other surficial evidence of
subsidence were observed at or near the project site (Sladden Engineering 2019). The potential
for subsidence is considered negligible for the project site because the project site is underlain
by bedrock. Furthermore, construction included as part of the project would comply with CBC
requirements pertaining to development. CBC requirements are not considered unique
mitigation and therefore are not considered mitigation for CEQA implementation purposes.
Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact.
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
16. Other Geologic Hazards
a) Be subject to geologic hazards, such as L] L] L] X
seiche, mudflow, or volcanic hazard?
Source(s):  On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials, Geotechnical Investigation for the

Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) No Impact: The project site is located approximately 61 miles east of the Pacific Ocean and
approximately eight miles south of Lake Hemet, which is located in the Thomas Mountains of
the San Bernardino National Forest. The project site is not located immediately adjacent to any
impounded bodies of water. Therefore, risks associated with tsunamis and seiches are
considered negligible (Sladden Engineering 2019). Based on the relatively flat nature of the
project site and the composition of the surface soil, risks associated with debris flow are
considered negligible for the project site (Sladden Engineering 2019). Therefore, impacts
associated with a seiche, mudflow, or volcano are not anticipated. The project would have no
impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
17. Slopes
a) Change topography or ground surface relief L] L] b L]
features?
b)  Create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher
than 10 feet? L] L] = L]
C) Result in grading that affects or negates ] ] X ]

subsurface sewage disposal systems?

Source(s): Riverside County 800-Scale Slope Maps, Project Application Materials, Ord. 457 (Building
Codes & Fees), Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering
2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than_ Significant Impact: The topography of the project site consists of undulating
topography with regional gradients descending to the southeast, with an approximate elevation
of 3,975 feet above mean sea level. The elevation of the project site would not be significantly
modified as a result of the project. Minor surface grading and leveling would be required for the
proposed substation. However, no cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher than 10 feet would
be created. Compliance with the Riverside County Building and Safety Ordinance No. 457 would
assure cut or fill slopes are manufactured appropriately. Prior to the issuance of grading permits
the County of Riverside requires Building and Safety review of the grading plans to assure the
grading plans will not affect or negate subsurface sewage plans. Compliance with Ordinance
No. 457 and the CBC would reduce potential impacts due to changes in topography and cut and
fill slopes. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact.

b) Less than Significant Impact: As described above, the project site is relatively flat and
implementation of the project would not entail grading work greater than 2:1 or higher than 10
feet. A slope stability report shall be submitted and approved by the County Geologist for all
proposed cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or over 10 feet in vertical height, should such
earthwork be required. Based on cut and fill and overall project design, the project would have
a less than significant impact.

c) Less than Significant Impact: Prior to the issuance of grading permits the County of Riverside
requires Building and Safety review of the grading plans to assure the grading plans will not
affect or negate subsurface sewage plans (Ord. 457). Therefore, the project would have a less
than significant impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
18. Soils
a) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of L] L] > L]
topsoil?
b)  Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in Section u u X u
1803.5.3 of the California Building Code (2022), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
C) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting use u u u =
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
Source(s):  Project Application Materials; On-site Inspection; Geotechnical Investigation for the

Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact: Topsoil may be lost during grading activities during the
construction of the proposed substation; however, this potential loss is not anticipated to be in
a manner that would result in significant amounts of soil erosion. Implementation of BMPs would
reduce the impact to below a level of significance. Therefore, the project would have a less than
significant impact.

Less than Significant Impact: According to the geotechnical investigation completed for the
project site by Sladden Engineering (2019), site soils generally consist of silty sand. Based on
laboratory testing, the materials underlying the site are considered to have a very low expansion
potential. Therefore, implementation of the project would have a less than significant impact.
No Impact: No plumbing is being proposed as part of this project; the project would install the
MONARCH Dry Chemical storage building fire suppression system for the proposed substation,
which does not rely on plumbing and overhead sprinklers. Therefore, the project does not
necessitate soils capable of adequately supporting septic tanks or alternative water disposal
systems, and the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
19. Wind Erosion and Blowsand from project either on ] ] X H

or off site.
d) Be impacted by or result in an increase in wind
erosion and blowsand, either on or off site?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 2-11
(“Wind Erosion Susceptibility Map Riverside County”); Riverside County Ord. No. 460, Article XV & Ord.
No. 484; Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019;
Appendix E)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: The project site lies within an area susceptible to high levels of
wind erosion. The proposed replacement of the electricity transmission lines would not entail the
installation of new poles or major groundwork. The proposed substation would decrease the
amount of exposed dirt on the substation parcel, which is subject to wind erosion, with the
incorporation of the concrete foundation for the control building, transformer, and other
substation components as well as crushed rock ground cover over the entire disturbance area
of the substation (200-feet x 160-feet) to a depth of four inches. No changes would be made on
adjacent properties that would increase wind erosion off-site that would impact this project. As
discussed in Section 6, Air Quality, of this document, dust control measures would be
implemented to reduce potential impacts associated with wind erosion to less than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Would the project:
20. Greenhouse Gas Emissions u u = u

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

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

Source(s): Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Study (Appendix A), CARB 2017 Scoping
Plan, SCAG 2020 RTP/SCS, County of Riverside Climate Action Plan (CAP) Update (2019)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The project’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions model assumed
that construction activity would occur over the course of approximately seven months. As
shown in Table 4, construction activity for the project would generate an estimated 401 metric
tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT of COze). When amortized over a 30-year period in
accordance with SCAQMD and County of Riverside guidance, construction of the project
would generate approximately 13 MT of COze per year.

Table 4 Estimated Construction Emissions of Greenhouse Gases
Annual Emissions
Activity (MT of COze)
Construction®: 2 400.8
Amortized over 30 years 13.4

1 The modeling assumes project construction would commence as early as 2022, which is conservative because commencing
construction at a later date would result in lower emissions than those estimated herein due to the fact that construction
equipment and vehicles become more efficient and generate less pollutant emissions over time as more stringent federal and
state regulations phase in.

2 Estimated construction emissions were not adjusted to account for the effects of the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient
Vehicles Rule because this rule only affects estimated passenger car and light-duty truck emissions. These vehicle types
would only be utilized during project construction for worker commutes, which comprise a small fraction of the project’s
emissions. Therefore, the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles Rule would have a de minimis impact on the
project’s construction emissions and would not have the potential to cause the project’s total emissions (i.e., amortized
construction emissions in combination with operational emissions) to exceed the County’s screening level threshold of 3,000
MT of CO.e per year (see Table 5).

Notes: Emissions modeling was completed using Road Construction Emissions Model. See Appendix A for modeling results.

Operational emissions would be limited to the two annual inspection and maintenance events.
Table 5 combines the construction and operational GHG emissions associated with
development of the project. As shown therein, annual project emissions would be
approximately 14 MT of CO.e per year, which would not exceed the County’s screening-level
threshold of 3,000 MT of COze per year for small projects. The Riverside County Climate
Action Plan (2019) states the County has determined that small projects that do not generate
more than 3,000 MT of COze per year would have less-than-significant GHG emissions
impacts if they include energy efficient design measures matching or exceeding the Title 24
requirements in effect as of January 2017 and the water conservation measures that match
the California Green Building Standards Code in effect as of January 2017. The energy
efficient design and water conservation measures contained in Title 24 and the California
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Green Building Standards Code would not apply to the proposed project because it is a utility
project that does not include the construction of building structures. Therefore, the Project
would be considered a small project under Riverside County Climate Action Plan (2019), and it
would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment. Pursuant to the guidance provided in the Riverside County Climate
Action Plan (2019), impacts would be less than significant.

Table 5 Combined Annual Emissions of Greenhouse Gases
Annual Emissions
Emission Source MT COze
Construction 13.4
Mobile! 0.1
Total Emissions 13.5
County of Riverside 3,000
Threshold (MT of COze per
year)?
Threshold Exceeded? No

! Estimated mobile emissions were not adjusted to account for the effects of the federal Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient
Vehicles Rule because it would have a de minimis impact on the project’s mobile emissions and would not have the potential
to cause total project emissions to exceed the County’s screening level threshold of 3,000 MT of CO.e per year.

2 County of Riverside 2019b

Note: The project does not include the installation of new facilities that would use, contain, or generate fluorinated gases or
sulfur hexafluoride; therefore, fluorinated gases and sulfur hexafluoride were not included in the analysis of project emissions.

See Appendix A for modeling results.

b) No Impact.
Several plans and policies have been adopted to reduce GHG emissions in the Project region,

including the State’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan/Senate Bill 32, the SCAG 2020-2045
RTP/SCS (2021), and the Riverside County Climate Action Plan (2019). The project’'s
consistency with these plans is discussed in the following subsections.

County of Riverside Climate Action Plan. The County of Riverside CAP, updated on
December 17, 2019, identifies many GHG emissions reduction programs and regulations to
meet the County’s GHG reduction targets of a 49 percent decrease below 2008 levels by 2030
and an 83 percent decrease below 2008 levels by 2050. The County’s targets are consistent
with the State’s targets of a 40 percent decrease below 1990 levels by 2030 (Senate Bill [SB]
32) and an 80 percent decrease below 1990 levels by 2050 (Executive Order S-3-05; County of
Riverside 2019b). As discussed earlier under item (a), the proposed project qualifies as a small
project under the Riverside County Climate Action Plan (2019). Small projects are considered
to be too small to be able to provide the level of GHG emission reductions expected from the
Screening Tables or the alternative emission analysis method in the Riverside County Climate
Action Plan, and, as a result, their GHG emissions impacts are considered to be less than
significant as long as these projects incorporate specific energy efficiency and water
conservation measures outlined in the CAP. As explained earlier, these energy efficiency and
water conservation measures would not apply to the proposed project because it is a utility
project that does not include the construction of building structures. Furthermore, none of the
local reduction measures contained in the County’s CAP would apply to the proposed project.
Therefore, because the proposed project is considered a small project screened out from the
need for further GHG emissions analysis and mitigation under the CAP, it would not conflict with
implementation of this plan. No impact would occur.

SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. SB 375, signed in August 2008, is a state-level policy directing
each of California’s 18 major Metropolitan Planning Organizations to prepare a Sustainable
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Communities Strategy (SCS) that contains a growth strategy to meet emission targets for
inclusion in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The applicable Metropolitan Planning
Organization for the project site is SCAG, and project consistency with the goals contained in
SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS is discussed below. SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS includes a
commitment to reduce emissions from transportation sources by promoting compact and infill
development to comply with SB 375. The project would not conflict with any of the SCAG’s 2020-
2045 RTP/SCS goals as outlined in Table 6, and no impact would occur.

Table 6
Strategies

Consistency with Applicable SCAG RTP/SCS GHG Emission Reduction

Strategy/Action

Focus Growth Near Destinations & Mobility

Options.

= Emphasize land use patterns that facilitate
multimodal access to work, educational and
other destinations

= Focus on a regional jobs/housing balance to
reduce commute times and distances and
expand job opportunities near transit and along
center-focused main streets

= Plan for growth near transit investments and
support implementation of first/last mile
strategies.

= Promote the redevelopment of underperforming
retail developments and other outmoded
nonresidential uses

» Prioritize infill and redevelopment of
underutilized land to accommodate new growth,
increase amenities and connectivity in existing
neighborhoods

= Encourage design and transportation options
that reduce the reliance on and number of solo
car trips (this could include mixed uses or
locating and orienting close to existing
destinations)

= |dentify ways to “right size” parking requirements
and promote alternative parking strategies (e.g.,
shared parking or smart parking)

Promote Diverse Housing Choices.

= Preserve and rehabilitate affordable housing
and prevent displacement

= Identify funding opportunities for new workforce
and affordable housing development

= Create incentives and reduce regulatory
barriers for building context-sensitive accessory
dwelling units to increase housing supply

= Provide support to local jurisdictions to
streamline and lessen barriers to housing
development that supports reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions

Leverage Technology Innovations.

= Promote low emission technologies such as
neighborhood electric vehicles, shared rides

hailing, car sharing, bike sharing and scooters by
providing supportive and safe infrastructure such

as dedicated lanes, charging and parking/drop-
off space

= Improve access to services through
technology—such as telework and telemedicine
as well as other incentives such as a “mobility
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Project Consistency

Consistent. Not applicable as the project is an energy
transmission project and would not result in a
substantial increase in employment of population.

Consistent. Not applicable as the project is an energy
transmission project and would not result in a
substantial increase in employment of population.

Consistent. Not applicable as the project is an energy
transmission project and would not use electricity.
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Strategy/Action Project Consistency

wallet,” an app-based system for storing transit
and other multi-modal payments

= |dentify ways to incorporate “micro-power grids”
in communities, for example solar energy,
hydrogen fuel cell power storage and power

generation
Support Implementation of Sustainability Consistent. Not applicable as the project is an energy
Policies. transmission project and would not use electricity.

= Pursue funding opportunities to support local
sustainable development implementation
projects that reduce GHG emissions

= Support statewide legislation that reduces
barriers to new construction and that incentivizes
development near transit corridors and stations

= Support local jurisdictions in the establishment of
Enhanced Infrastructure Financing Districts
(EIFDs), Community Revitalization and
Investment Authorities (CRIAS), or other tax
increment or value capture tools to finance
sustainable infrastructure and development
projects, including parks and open space

= Work with local jurisdictions/communities to
identify opportunities and assess batrriers to
implement sustainability strategies

» Enhance partnerships with other planning
organizations to promote resources and best
practices in the SCAG region

= Continue to support long range planning efforts
by local jurisdictions

= Provide educational opportunities to local
decision makers and staff on new tools, best
practices and policies related to implementing
the Sustainable Communities Strategy

Promote a Green Region. Consistent. Not applicable as the project is an energy

= Support development of local climate adaptation transmission project and would not use electricity.

and hazard mitigation plans, as well as project
implementation that improves community
resiliency to climate change and natural hazards

= Support local policies for renewable energy
production, reduction of urban heat islands and
carbon sequestration

= Integrate local food production into the regional
landscape

= Promote more resource efficient development
focused on conservation, recycling and
reclamation

= Preserve, enhance and restore regional wildlife
connectivity

= Reduce consumption of resource areas,
including agricultural land

= |dentify ways to improve access to public park
space.

Source: SCAG 2020

2017 Scoping Plan/SB 32. The principal state plan and policy adopted to reduce GHG
emissions is Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, and
the follow up, SB 32. The quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels
by 2020 and the goal of SB 32 is to reduce GHG emissions to 40 percent below 1990 levels by
2030. The 2017 Scoping Plan (CARB 2017), which outlines a framework to achieve SB 32’s
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2030 target, emphasizes innovation, adoption of existing technology, and strategic investment
to support its strategies. Statewide plans and regulations in support of these strategies, such as
GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, and
regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable
sources, are being implemented at the statewide level; as such, compliance at a project level
would occur as implementation continues statewide. Furthermore, as described in Appendix A,
the County’s CAP demonstrates that its adopted local reduction measures are sufficient to
achieve the GHG reduction target set by SB 32 (40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030). As
discussed earlier, the proposed project is considered a small project screened out from the need
for further GHG emissions analysis and mitigation under the County’s CAP and therefore would
not conflict with implementation of the CAP. Because the CAP is directly tied to the State’s GHG
emission reduction target under SB 32 (and the associated 2017 Scoping Plan), the project
would also not conflict with implementation of SB 32 and the 2017 Scoping Plan. No impact
would occur.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project:

21.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the L] > L] L]

environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal
of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the u X u u

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

Impair implementation of or physically interfere u u = u

with an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency
evacuation plan?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or u X u u

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter (1/4) mile of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of u u (] X

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(s):  Project Application Materials; County of Riverside Ord. 348; CA DTSC EnviroStor
database; CA SWRCB GeoTracker database; U.S. EPA Superfund Enterprise Management System
(SEMS) database

Findings of Fact:

a—b) Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: Although use and disposal of

c)

construction materials and substances such as cleaning products, pesticides, etc. are expected
during the construction phase of the project, there is limited potential for accidental release of
construction-related products in sufficient quantity to pose a significant hazard to people and the
environment. Potential impacts could result from vehicle collisions, damage, and general risks
associated with the replacement of electricity transmission lines and poles (e.qg. fall protection,
electric shock). Improper handling or operation of equipment could also create result in spills,
which could expose workers and the public to hazardous materials. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure HAZ-1 as part of the project design would reduce risks of accidental hazardous
materials spill to a less than significant level by providing proper training on risks and cleanup
procedures during project construction and operation. Therefore, the project would have a less
than significant impact with Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 incorporated.

Less than Significant Impact: The project would not physically alter or interfere with existing
roadways and rights-of-ways along the proposed transmission line replacement alignment or
the proposed substation site. The project proponent would be required to design, construct and
maintain structures, roadways, and facilities that comply with applicable local, regional, state
and/or federal requirements related to emergency access and evacuation plans. Construction
activities which may temporarily restrict vehicular traffic would be required to implement
adequate and appropriate measures to facilitate the passage of persons and vehicles to ensure
the project does not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or an emergency evacuation plan. Adherence to applicable emergency access
and evacuation plans during project construction and operation would ensure the project has a
less than significant impact.
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d) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: The project is located within one-
guarter mile of the Anza Valley Christian School (private school; 39200 Foothill Road in Anza),
approximately 0.25-mile east from the east end of the project area. The Hamilton School (57550
Mitchell Road in Anza) and Hamilton High School (57430 Mitchell Road in Anza) are located
approximately 1.5 miles north of the project alignment along SR 371. No schools are proposed
at this time in the vicinity of the project site. The project, which entails replacement of electricity
transmission lines and the construction and operation of a substation, would not emit hazardous
materials, substances, or waste. Potential impacts would be less than significant with
incorporation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1.
e) No Impact: There are no hazardous waste cleanup sites or facilities located within a one-mile
radius of the project area, according to the U.S. EPA’s SEMS database (2022) and the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control's (DTSC) EnviroStor database (2022). There are three
sites listed on the California State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) GeoTracker
database (2022) within a one-mile radius of the project area. The following three sites are listed
in the GeoTracker database:
= Valley Auto (58581 Highway 371, Anza): LUST Cleanup Site, cleanup status complete and
case closed as of 2002

= Circle K (56621 Highway 371, Anza): LUST Cleanup Site, cleanup status complete and case
closed as of 1998

= General Telephone (39110 Contreras Road, Anza): LUST Cleanup Site, cleanup status
complete and case closed as of 1998

All three of the sites listed in GeoTracker are closed cases. There are no sources of health
hazards known to exist on or within one-mile of the project site. In addition, the project site is not
listed as a hazardous materials site. Therefore, no potential exists to expose people to such
sources. The project would have no impact.

Mitigation:

HAZ-1 Tasks to Minimize Potential Hazardous Materials Contamination: The applicant shall
perform the following tasks to minimize the potential for hazardous materials contamination through the
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials:

1.

Prepare and implement a hazardous material Spill Prevention and Contingency Plan (SPCP) for
construction activities. This plan would evaluate potential spill scenarios, identify avoidance and
prevention measures, and outline appropriate response actions. Construction workers will be
trained to recognize and respond to potential hazardous spill in accordance with the SPCP.
Construction equipment will be maintained and kept in standard operating conditions to reduce the
likelihood of hazardous spills. Any vehicles with continuous leaks will be removed from the
construction site and repaired before being returned to the project operation.

Absorbent material or drip pans shall be placed underneath vehicles during maintenance or
refueling that occurs on the project site.

Hazardous materials will not be stored at the construction site. They will be taken back and stored
appropriately at the AEC staging area(s).

Hazardous waste generated if a spill occurs will be disposed of according to appropriate state and
federal regulation. The appropriate disposal method will depend on the type of hazardous waste.
Waste considered hazardous in California will be transported by a Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act-certified treatment, storage, and disposal facility and disposed at a Class | hazardous
waste landfill.

Monitoring: Monitoring shall be conducted by Building and Safety Department and the Planning
Department.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
22. Airports
a) Result in an inconsistency with an Airport L] L] L] >
Master Plan?
b) Require review by the Airport Land Use
Commission? L] L] L] ]
C) For a project located within an airport land use plan u (] (] <
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two (2)
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, u u u =

or heliport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 1-22
(“Inventory of Airport Locations in Relation to Ground Shaking Risk”), GIS database, Riverside County

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Policy

Findings of Fact:

a—d) No Impact: The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area, within two miles
of a public airport, nor in the vicinity of a private airstrip or heliport. The nearest public airport is
the French Valley Airport, located at 37600 Sky Canyon Drive in Murrieta, California,
approximately 27 miles west of the project area. The nearest private airstrip is the Ward Ranch
Airport located at 38790 Highway 79 in Warner Springs, California, approximately 12 miles
southwest of the project area. Therefore, the project would have no impact on the airport
activities or airport-related safety of people residing or working in the project area.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project:
23. Water Quality Impacts
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste L] L] X L]
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?
b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or u u u X
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that
the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?
C) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of u u = u
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course
of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces?
d)  Result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or
off-site? L] L] = L]
e) Substantially increase the rate or amount of u u < (]
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-
site or off-site?
f) Create or contribute runoff water which would u u 2 ]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources
of polluted runoff?
Q) Impede or redirect flood flows? u u = u
h) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk the u u u X
release of pollutants due to project inundation?
i) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water u ] ] X

quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management
plan?

Source(s): Riverside County Flood Control District Flood Hazard Report/Condition, Master Drainage
Plan for the Anza & Wilson Creek Areas, Anza Area Drainage Plan; Santa Margarita River Watershed
Management Area: Water Quality Improvement Plan; Anza Area Groundwater Management Report;
Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019), Anza
Electric Bautista Sub-Station Water Quality Management Plan (Blaine A. Womer Civil Engineering

2020; Appendix F)

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: Construction of the proposed project would be limited to existing
utility rights-of way and would not involve significant soil disturbance; therefore, there would be
minimal impacts to erosion and water quality associated with the proposed project. However,
excavation, grading, and construction activities associated with the proposed Bautista
Substation would result in soil disturbance. As stormwater flows over a construction site, it can
pick up sediment, debris, and chemicals, and transport them to receiving water bodies.
According to the project’'s Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), receiving water bodies
include Cahuilla Creek, Wilson Creek, Vail Lake, Temecula Creek, Santa Margarita River, and

Santa Margarita Lagoon.
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b)

c)

d)

To minimize impacts to receiving water bodies, the proposed project would implement the
WQMP and would be required to comply with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Construction General Permit and submit a stormwater pollution prevention
plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP would minimize the amount of sediment and other pollutants
associated with the construction site discharged in stormwater runoff. The Construction
General Permit requires operators to implement pollution prevention controls to minimize the
discharge of pollutants from stormwater and spilled or leaked materials. Inspections would be
conducted on the project site once every seven calendar days, or once every 14 calendar
days and within 24 hours of a 0.25-inch storm event. As such, the proposed project would be
consistent with water quality standards and waste discharge requirements. In addition,
consistent with Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, identified above in Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, accidental leaks or accidental spills of hazardous materials that may occur during
project construction would be cleaned up and disposed of in accordance with applicable
regulations. Therefore, project construction would not violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water
guality during use of the recycled water.

The proposed Bautista Substation would include oil containment pits below the transformer
equipment to ensure that any leaks or spills would be contained and would not impact
receiving bodies of water. In addition, the majority of the proposed Bautista Substation site
would be covered in pervious surface, such as crushed rock and natural vegetation. These
aspects would minimize the runoff of water on the site to receiving water bodies. In
accordance with the project’'s WQMP, containment pits, crushed rock surface, and drainage
infrastructure would be regularly inspected and maintained in order to ensure proper
functioning. Therefore, project operation would not violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water
guality. The project would have a less than significant impact.

No Impact: The project does not include plumbing along the proposed transmission line
replacement alignment or at the proposed Bautista Substation site. The project does not
include residential or commercial uses that would require groundwater supplies. Therefore, the
project would have no impact on groundwater supplies or recharge in the project area.

Less than Significant Impact. All project construction and operational activities (construction
and staging, and operation) for the proposed project would occur in areas currently in use for
the same operational uses (electrical utility conveyance and infrastructure maintenance).
Construction activities along the project alignment would be limited to the removal or
placement of utilities poles, would not include the addition of impervious surfaces, and would
not entail changes to existing drainage patterns. Minimal impervious surface would be added
to the proposed Bautista Substation site and would be limited to the driveway approaches.
Project site plans indicate the use of four inches of pervious, crushed rock surface cover on
32,000 square feet of the proposed Bautista Substation, with the remainder of the 2.28-acre
parcel consisting of vegetated, natural areas. This would allow for water infiltration and would
not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area. Therefore, the project
would have a less than significant impact.

Less than Significant Impact: Implementation of the project would involve minimal grading and
various construction activities on relatively flat terrain. The geotechnical investigation
concludes that no signs of flooding or erosion were observed on the project site during field
observations, and further risks associated with flooding and erosion would be evaluated and
mitigated by the project design Civil Engineer (Sladden Engineering 2019). Standard
construction procedures, and federal, state and local regulations implemented in conjunction
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with the site’s SWPPP and its BMPs required under the NPDES general construction permit,
would minimize potential for erosion during construction. These practices would keep
substantial amounts of soil material from eroding from the project site and prevent deposition
within receiving waters located downstream. The potential for on-site erosion may increase
due to grading and excavating activities during the construction phase for the proposed
substation. However, BMPs would be implemented for maintaining water quality and reducing
erosion (COA 10.BS GRADE.004, 10.BS GRADE.005). Additionally, the WQMP for the
proposed Bautista Substation parcel requires that natural areas outside the project footprint
remain undisturbed during construction and operation, which will limit the area of disturbance
during construction to 0.9-acre of the 2.28-acre site. The WQMP also requires inspections
prior to storm events and regular maintenance and of the crushed rock surface and drainage
infrastructure during operation of the substation to ensure that they are operating as designed
(Blaine A. Womer Civil Engineering 2020). Off-site erosion would not be substantially affected
by the project due to the existing paved streets and relatively flat topography that surround the
project site. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on increases in
water-induced erosion on- or off-site.

e) through g) Less than Significant Impact. As discussed above in responses ‘c’ and ‘d’, all
project construction and operational activities for the proposed project (construction and
staging, and operation) would occur in areas currently in use for the same operational uses
(electrical utility conveyance, and infrastructure maintenance). Construction activities along the
proposed transmission line replacement alignment would be limited to stringing replacement
transmission lines on existing utilities poles, would not include the addition of impervious
surfaces, and would not entail changes to existing drainage patterns. Construction activities at
the proposed Bautista Substation would only add minimal impervious surface to the site
entrances, with the remainder of the site covered in crushed rock or left in its natural condition.
The proposed transmission line replacement and Bautista Substation would not substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff that would result in flooding on or off site, would
not create or contribute to runoff that would exceed the existing capacity of stormwater
drainage systems nor substantially contribute to polluted runoff, and would not impede or
redirect flood flows. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact.

h) No Impact: The project site is located approximately 61 miles east of the Pacific Ocean and
approximately eight miles south of Lake Hemet, which is located in the Thomas Mountains of
the San Bernardino National Forest. The project site is not located immediately adjacent to
any impounded bodies of water. Therefore, risks associated with tsunamis and seiches are
considered negligible (Sladden Engineering 2019). Based on the relatively flat nature of the
project site and the composition of the surface soil, risks associated with debris flow are
considered negligible for the project site (Sladden Engineering 2019). Therefore, impacts
associated with a seiche, mudflow, and volcano are not anticipated. The project would have no
impact.

i) No Impact. The project site is located in the Santa Margarita River watershed within the Anza
drainage area (Riverside County 1988a and 2019a). The project would not generate water
pollutants or water quality stressors during project construction or operation; therefore,
implementation of the project would not conflict with the water quality improvement goals and
strategies outlined in the Santa Margarita River Watershed Water Quality Improvement Plan
(County of Riverside 2019a). As stated above in response ‘b,’ the project does not include
residential or commercial uses that would require groundwater supplies; therefore, the project
would not conflict with nor obstruct implementation of sustainable groundwater management
plans. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
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Monitoring:

No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
LAND USE/PLANNING Would the project:
24. Land Use
a) Physically divide an established community? L] L] > L]
b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due to a u u u =

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, GIS database, Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact. As discussed throughout this IS-MND, the proposed project would
occur within existing roadways and utilities corridors. No new fences or barriers that could divide
an established community would be placed in the project site due to the proposed project. The
proposed Bautista Substation site is located on undeveloped land that is surrounded by
undeveloped land to the north, undeveloped land and a church to the east, a taco shop and
single-family residence to the south, and Bautista Road and undeveloped land to the west. For
safety purposes, a fence will be installed around the perimeter of the proposed Bautista
Substation. However, as the proposed Bautista Substation site is primarily surrounded by
undeveloped land and the fencing around the site would not interfere with access to nearby
existing uses, project impacts to the physical arrangement of the community would be less than
significant.

a) No Impact. The proposed transmission line replacement alignment crosses multiple Riverside
County zoning designations which include Rural Residential (R-R-2 1/2, R-R-5 and R-R-20);
General Commercial (C-1/CP); C-P-S (Scenic Highway Commercial); M-M (Manufacturing —
Medium); and M-SC (Manufacturing — Service Commercial) and multiple Riverside County
General Plan land use designations, such as Rural Residential, Rural Community — Estate
Density Residential, Rural Community — Very Low Density Residential, Agriculture, Light
Industrial, and Commercial Retail. The proposed project would utilize existing utility poles and
would not result in any changes to land use. The zoning designation for the proposed Bautista
Substation site (APN: 576-060-040) is R-R-2 1/2 (Rural Residential), and the General Plan land
use designation is Rural Community - Estate Density Residential. According to the Riverside
County Code of Ordinances Section 17.16.010, structures and facilities necessary and
incidental to the development and transmission of electrical power are a permitted use in the R-
R zone. Therefore, the project would not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
and there would be no impacts.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:

25. Mineral Resources

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral L] L] L] X
resource that would be of value to the region or the residents
of the State?

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

C) Potentially expose people or property to hazards u u u =
from proposed, existing, or abandoned quarries or mines?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-6 (“Mineral Resource Zones”), California
Geological Survey (CGS) Mineral Land Classification

Findings of Fact:

a) No Impact: According to Figure OS-6 of the Riverside County General Plan, the project site lies
in an area that is unstudied. As a result, mineral resources in the project area have yet to be
identified. However, the project site is located along existing roadways and utility corridors and
does not entail development of new lands. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of
known mineral resources of value to the region or residents of the State, and the project would
have no impact.

b) No Impact: As stated above under response ‘a,” the project site does not contain any identified
mineral resources. Implementation of the project entails replacement of approximately 3.1 miles
of existing electricity transmissions lines and construction of the proposed Bautista Substation.
The project does not include mining or extensive grading operations that would result in the loss
of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site identified in the Riverside
County General Plan or on the CGS mineral land classification map viewer. Therefore, the
project would have no impact.

¢) No Impact: As stated above under responses ‘a’ and ‘b,” the project does not include mining or
extensive grading operations. There are no active or existing surface mines or State classified
or designated mineral resource areas located adjacent to the project site (The Diggings 2021).
There were no mining claims on properties adjacent to the project site (The Diggings 2021). The
project would not expose people or property to mining hazards since the project site is located
along existing roadways and utility corridors. Therefore, the project would have no impacts.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

NOISE Would the project result in:

26. Airport Noise ] ] ] 2

a) For aproject located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two (2)
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?

b)  For a project located within the vicinity of a private u (] (] X
airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 1-22
(“Inventory of Airport Locations in Relation to Ground Shaking Risk”), County of Riverside Airport
Facilities Map

Findings of Fact:

a) and b). No Impact: There are no airports located in the project area or Anza vicinity. The nearest
airport is the Ward Ranch Airport, located approximately 12 miles to the south. Therefore, the
project would not expose people working on the project to excessive noise levels from airports
or airstrips.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
27. Noise Effects by the Project u u X u

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of
the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan, noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

b)  Generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or
ground-borne noise levels? L] L] = L]

Source(s): Noise and Vibration Study (Rincon 2021d; Appendix G), FTA Transit Noise and Vibration
Assessment Manual, Riverside County Code

Findings of Fact:
a) Less Than Significant Impact:
Construction. Construction of the project would involve the use of noise-generating equipment
during various phases, including transport of personnel and materials to the site, heavy
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machinery used in grading and clearing the site, pneumatic post drivers to install foundation
supports for solar array modules, as well as equipment used during construction of the proposed
solar arrays, infrastructure improvements, and related structures. Emergency diesel generators
may be used during construction activities. The project would include the use of up to four pieces
of heavy equipment during the construction of the substation and transmission line replacement.
Grading and clearing activities are anticipated to require three pieces of heavy equipment. The
project would not replace the transmission lines simultaneously with construction of the
substation. Construction activities would be subject to Riverside County policies and regulations.
Heavy construction activities would normally occur on-site between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. during the months of June through September and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the
months of October through May, which is during the allowed hours for construction listed in
Section 9.52.020(1) of the Riverside County Code. Riverside County does not specify a
construction noise threshold. Therefore, the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA’s) threshold
of 80 A-weighted decibels (dBA) equivalent continuous noise level (Leg) for residential land uses
is used in the analysis.

Replacement of electricity transmission lines may occur as close as 50 feet from residences to
the north and south of the project alignment. Noise levels from maximum construction activities
would attenuate to approximately 79 dBA Leq Or less at 50 feet. This noise level would be less
than the FTA’s threshold of 80 dBA Leq for residential land uses. Additionally, noise levels
associated with transmission line replacement would be short in duration, as it typically takes
one to two days to string new lines at each existing utility pole. Based on the estimated noise
levels, these land uses would not be significantly impacted during transmission line replacement.
While construction noise would be noticeable, the noise levels identified in this analysis are
considered acceptable for construction activities during daytime hours and would not result in
adverse impacts to local residents. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

The nearest residence to the proposed Bautista Substation would be approximately 75 feet to
the east of the substation pad. Construction of the proposed Bautista Substation would
potentially involve the use a backhoe, crane, tractor, and a trencher. Based on the construction
activity and a noise attenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance for point sources of noise,
the construction noise levels would attenuate to 79 dBA Leq at 75 feet. This noise level would be
less than the FTA’s threshold of 80 dBA Leq for residential land uses. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur.

Construction of the project would increase traffic noise off site from commuting construction
workers and from haul trucks bringing materials to and from the project site. Project components
would be constructed over a seven-month period. This could expose nearby residences to
cumulative noise from construction traffic. This analysis of cumulative effects focuses on the
effects of concurrent construction traffic for the worst-case scenario (i.e., traffic generated by the
peak construction period). The project would potentially result in 12 daily trips by workers and
up to 10 round trips for deliveries. Using a worst-case scenario where worker trips and all vendor
deliveries occurred on the same day, the project would increase the average daily traffic (ADT)
volume on SR 371 in the vicinity of the project site from 7,100 to 7,122 (Caltrans 2021). Based
on these traffic volumes and the relative energy increase associated with the increase ADT,
traffic noise levels would increase by less than 1 dBA. This increase is well below the threshold
of perception (typically considered 3 dBA) and would not result in a change in traffic noise in the
project area. Therefore, the short-term increase in traffic noise from project construction would
be less than significant.

Operational. The project would operate continuously, seven days a week. Stationary noise

sources during operation would be the proposed transformer at the substation, potential noise
from collector lines, and facility maintenance traffic.
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b)

Substation. Electrical equipment produces a discrete low-frequency humming noise. The noise
from transformers is produced by alternating current flux in the core, which causes it to vibrate.
The transformers would be located centrally within the substation. Based on performance
specifications for oil-immersed power transformers, the proposed transformer would produce
an audible noise level of 74 dBA at 3 feet. At 130 feet (the distance from the proposed
transformer to the nearest sensitive receivers), this would attenuate to 41.3 dBA Leq. This noise
level would not exceed the County’s lowest noise level limit of 45 dBA Leq at the nearest
residential property line.

Transmission Line. The proposed project includes the replacement of existing electricity
transmission lines with 34.5 kV transmission lines. When a transmission line is in operation, an
electric field is generated in the air surrounding the conductors forming a “corona.” The corona
results from the partial breakdown of the electrical insulating properties of the air surrounding
the conductors. When the intensity of the electric field at the surface of the conductor exceeds
the insulating strength of the surrounding air, a corona discharge occurs at the conductor
surface, representing a small dissipation of heat and energy. Some of the energy may dissipate
in the form of small local pressure changes that result in audible noise or in radio or television
interference. Audible noise generated by corona discharge is characterized as a hissing or
crackling sound that may be accompanied by a 120 Hertz hum.

Slight irregularities or water droplets on the conductor and/or insulator surface accentuate the
electric field strength near the conductor surface, thereby making corona discharge and the
associated audible noise more likely. Therefore, audible noise from transmission lines is
generally a foul weather (wet conductor) phenomenon. However, during fair weather, insects
and dust on the conductors can also serve as sources of corona discharge.

The typical noise levels for transmission lines with wet conductors are 33.5 dBA with a 138-kV
line, 40.4 dBA with a 240 kV line, and 51.0 dBA with a 356 kV line. The proposed project includes
34.5-kV transmission lines, which would have much lower voltage than those for which wet-
weather noise level data is available. Therefore, this analysis conservatively assumes that the
proposed transmission lines would produce a noise level consistent with that of a 138-kV
transmission line, which would be approximately 33.5 dBA directly below the conductor. A noise
level of this magnitude would typically be indistinguishable from background noise in the existing
environment and would only occur during infrequent wet weather conditions. Furthermore, this
noise level would not exceed the County’s lowest noise level limit of 45 dBA Leg, even at
residential properties over which the transmission line may pass. Therefore, this impact would
be less than significant.

Traffic Noise. Once the project is complete, vehicle trips to the project site would be associated
with inspections and maintenance of the substation and transmission line. A significant noise
impact would occur if roadway noise would increase by more than 3 dBA. With the relatively
minor increase in traffic volumes from project operation (four annual roundtrips), project
operation would increase traffic noise levels by less than 1 dBA. As a barely perceptible noise
increase is typically considered an increase of 3 dBA, this increase would be imperceptible to
the nearest residents. Therefore, the project’s noise increases from operational traffic would
have a less than significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact.

Construction. Installation of underground (below grade) facilities would be anticipated to
generate the highest vibration levels. Below grade activities would require the use of a
trencher/backhoe to dig and backfill trenches for installing the ground grid, cables, foundations,
footings, and duct banks. Other activities such as grading and facility construction would also
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generate vibrations however, these vibrations levels would be less intense and would occur for
a shorter duration.

The nearest sensitive receivers to construction activities at the proposed substation site would
be residences located approximately 75 feet to the east of the substation pad. Using California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) recommended procedure for applying propagation
adjustments (Caltrans 2020), predicted worst-case vibration levels of approximately 0.026
inches per second (in/sec) peak particle velocity (ppv) at the nearest sensitive receiver could
occur from excavation and related below grade activities. These vibration levels would not
exceed Caltrans’ recommended standards with respect to the prevention of structural building
damage (0.4 in/sec ppv for residential buildings) or exceed maximum-acceptable-vibration
standard with respect to human response (0.24 in./sec. ppv for residences and buildings where
people normally sleep) at nearby existing vibration-sensitive land uses (Caltrans 2020).

Table 7 Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Levels
Equipment ‘ ppv at 25 feet (in/sec)
Haul Trucks 0.076
Large Bulldozer 0.089

Source: Caltrans 2020

The nearest sensitive receivers that may be subjected to groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels from pole installation, wire stringing, and installation of the telecommunication
equipment would be residences located along the proposed transmission line route. Residences
are situated as close as 50 feet from potential pole installation locations. The use of equipment,
such as an auger/drill or backhoe, has the potential to generate groundborne vibrations.
Predicted worst-case vibration levels of approximately 0.042 in/sec ppv at the nearest sensitive
receiver could occur from drilling. These vibration levels would not exceed Caltrans’
recommended standards or the maximum-acceptable-vibration standard with respect to human
response (Caltrans 2020). Therefore, construction of the project would result in a less than
significant impact related to the generation of groundborne vibration and noise levels.

Operation. Operation of the project would consist of routine maintenance activities and
emergency repairs. These activities would be unlikely to produce groundborne vibration.
Operation of transformers at the proposed substation could produce groundborne vibration;
however, groundborne vibrations would be perceptible only in the immediate vicinity (i.e., less
than 25 feet) of the transformer pad, if at all. No other component of the project would
generate vibrations during operation. Thus, impacts resulting from the generation of excessive
groundborne vibration during operation of the project would be less than significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

28. Paleontological Resources
a) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto- L] > L] L]
logical resource, site, or unigue geologic feature?

Source(s): Rincon Consultants Paleontological Resources Assessment Report (Rincon 2021e;
Appendix H)

Rincon completed a paleontological resources assessment, which included a geologic map review,
description of geologic units or formations underlying the project area, a literature and database review
of recorded fossil occurrences, and a museum records search at the Natural History Museum of Los
Angeles County. Following the paleontological inventory and assessment, the paleontological
sensitivity rating of the geologic units underlying the project area were assigned based on the findings,
and the potential impacts to nonrenewable paleontological resources from the project development was
determined in accordance with the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). The
results of the paleontological resources assessment and impact analysis were summarized in a
Paleontological Resources Assessment Report (Rincon 2020), which is included in Appendix H of this
document.

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than significant impact with mitigation. The museum records search conducted for the
paleontological resources assessment did not identify any known paleontological resources
localities within the bounds of the project area. Additionally, Quaternary alluvial sediments
mapped at ground surface in the project area have low paleontological sensitivity. Ground
disturbance in these areas would not impact scientifically significant paleontological resources
unless it impacts older buried Pleistocene sediments at depth that have high paleontological
sensitivity. Quaternary alluvium may be 25 feet thick or more above crystalline bedrock.
Therefore, because the proposed project design would rely heavily on existing infrastructure
and would involve only minimal surficial ground disturbance, sensitive Pleistocene deposits that
may be present in the subsurface are unlikely to be impacted by project ground disturbance
activity. Impacts to paleontological resources would not occur during ground disturbance within
Mesozoic-Cenozoic igneous and metamorphic bedrock because there is not potential for fossil
preservation within those geologic units.

Based on the analysis described in this assessment, impacts to paleontological resources are
not anticipated as a result of the project due to the negligible paleontological resource potential
of the geologic units underlying the project area and minimal ground-disturbance proposed. As
a result, further paleontological resource management is not recommended. If an unanticipated
fossil discovery is made during the course of project development, Mitigation Measure PALEO-
1 would require that a Qualified Professional Paleontologist be retained in accordance with the
SVP (2010) guidelines to examine the find and to determine if further paleontological resources
mitigation is warranted under CEQA.

Mitigation:

PALEO-1 Unanticipated Discovery of Paleontological Resources

In the event a fossil is discovered during construction of the project, excavations within 50 feet of the
find shall be temporarily halted or delayed until the discovery is examined by a qualified paleontologist
in accordance with SVP standards. The project applicant shall include a standard inadvertent discovery
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clause in every construction contract to inform contractors of this requirement. If the find is determined
to be significant, the applicant shall retain a project paleontologist, defined as a paleontologist who
meets the SVP standards for Qualified Professional Paleontologist, to direct all mitigation measures
related to paleontological resources. The Qualified Paleontologist shall design and carry out a data
recovery plan consistent with the SVP standards (2010).

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Page 61 of 85 CEQ / EA No.




Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project:
29. Housing
a) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or L] L] L] >

housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

b) Create a demand for additional housing, u u u X
particularly housing affordable to households earning 80% or
less of the County’s median income?

C) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in u u u 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(s): Project Application Materials, Riverside County General Plan Housing Element

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

No Impact: Construction and operation of the project would not displace any existing housing or
people in the project site. Some disturbance may occur to homes or residents adjacent to the
proposed transmission line replacement alignment during construction activities; however,
temporary or permanent displacement of residents would not occur due to project construction
or operation. Therefore, the project would have no impact on housing.

and c¢) No Impact: As stated in the project description, the project entails replacement
approximately 3.1 miles of electricity transmission lines and construction of the new Bautista
Substation. The project does not include any residential or commercial uses that would generate
housing or additional infrastructure needs. Project construction would be completed with local
and regional contractors licensed for such work, and operation and maintenance of project
infrastructure and facilities would be the responsibility of the project proponent, AEC. Therefore,
project construction and operation would not generate a substantial demand for additional
housing beyond the existing residential stock available in locally in Anza or regionally throughout
Eastern Riverside County, nor induce substantial unplanned population growth in the area that
would require additional supporting infrastructure. The project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

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
following public services:

30. Fire Services L[] L] [] X

Source(s):  Riverside County General Plan Safety Element, CAL FIRE, Riverside County Fire
Department

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The County of Riverside contracts with the State of California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection (also known as “CAL FIRE”) for fire protection. Under CAL FIRE management, the
Riverside County Fire Department (RCFD) operates 95 fire stations and 17 battalions. In addition to
serving all areas of Riverside County, the RCFD also serves portions of San Diego and Orange
Counties. Fire suppression, emergency medical, rescue, and fire prevention services for urban and
wildland fires are all provided by RCFD. The fire station nearest to the project site is Station 29 (56560
SR 371), located on the proposed transmission line replacement alignment at the northeast corner of
SR 371 and Contreras Road.

The project does not include any residential or commercial uses that would increase demand for fire
services. The proposed transmission line replacement alignment is located in existing roadways and
utilities corridors, and the proposed Bautista Substation is located adjacent to existing commercial uses.
Access for emergency vehicles may potentially be obstructed by construction activities in the project
area. Construction traffic would occur on a temporary basis and may require traffic control and
temporary lane closures in certain locations along the project alignment. However, full-lane or shoulder
closures would be short-term, would only occur during allowed construction hours, and public
notification procedures would be in place to minimize disruption to flow of traffic and to prevent delays
for emergency access. Traffic control measures would follow County of Riverside standards and
Caltrans requirements lists in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (Caltrans 2014).
Compliance with applicable County of Riverside and Caltrans standards would ensure the project
results in no impacts to fire service-related emergency access along the project alignment during
temporary construction activities.

Furthermore, the implementation of fire suppression measures in compliance with the Riverside County
Fire Department Fire Protection and Emergency Medical Services Strategic Master Plan. As such, the
proposed Bautista Substation would be equipped with the MONARCH Dry Chemical storage building
fire suppression system, which would be automatically activated in the event of a fire at the proposed
substation. Therefore, the project would result in no impact to fire services.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
31. Sheriff Services L] ] L] X

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, Riverside County Sheriff Department

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The County of Riverside provides community police operations and maintains correctional
facilities in its jurisdiction. There are nine Sheriff Department stations and five adult correction or
detention centers located throughout the County. The Sheriff station nearest to the project site is the
Hemet Station (43950 Acacia Avenue, Suite B, Hemet), located approximately 17 miles northwest of
the project site.

As stated in Section 30, Fire Services, the project does not include any residential or commercial uses
that would increase demand for fire services. The project alignment is located in existing roadways and
utilities corridors, and the proposed Bautista Substation is located adjacent to existing commercial uses.
Access for emergency vehicles may potentially be obstructed by construction activities in the project
area. Construction traffic would occur on a temporary basis and may require traffic control and
temporary lane closures in certain locations along the project alignment. However, full-lane or shoulder
closures would be short-term, would only occur during allowed construction hours, and public
notification procedures would be in place to minimize disruption to flow of traffic and to prevent delays
for emergency access. Traffic control measures would follow County of Riverside standards and
Caltrans requirements lists in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (Caltrans 2014).
Compliance with applicable County of Riverside and Caltrans standards would ensure the project
results in no impacts to sheriff protection service-related emergency access along the project alignment
during temporary construction activities. Furthermore, the project would include safety and lighting
features to ensure visibility of the proposed Bautista Substation. Therefore, the project would result in
no impact to sheriff services.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
32.  Schools ] L] L] X

Source(s): Hemet School District

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The public schools nearest to the project site are the Hamilton School for grades K-8 (57550
Mitchell Road in Anza) and the Hamilton High School (57480 Mitchell Road in Anza), located
approximately 1.5 miles north of the proposed transmission line replacement alignment. The project
does not include residential or commercial uses that would increase demand for schools. The project
would have no effect on the demand for schools or other public facilities and therefore would not create
a need for new or physically altered facilities. Construction activities would not be proximate to any

Page 64 of 85 CEQ / EA No.




schools and would not impact their performance objectives. Therefore, the project would have no impact
on schools.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
33. Libraries ] ] L] X

Source(s): Riverside County Library System

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The nearest Riverside County Library System library to the project site is the Anza Library
(57480 Mitchell Road in Anza) located approximately 1.5 miles north of the project alignment. As stated
in Section 32, Schools, the project does not include residential or commercial uses that would increase
demand for libraries. The project would have no effect on the demand for libraries or other public
facilities and therefore would not create a need for new or physically altered facilities. Construction
activities would not be proximate to any libraries and would not impact their performance objectives.
Therefore, the project would have no impact on libraries.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
34. Health Services [] [] [] X

Source(s): Riverside University Health System, Temecula Valley Hospital

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The nearest general hospital to the project site is the Temecula Valley Hospital located at
31700 Temecula Parkway in the city of Temecula, approximately 24 miles west of the project site. The
nearest public hospital to the project site is the Riverside University Health System Medical Center
located at 26520 Cactus Avenue in the city of Moreno Valley, approximately 38 miles northwest of the
project site. As stated in Section 32, Schools, the project does not include residential or commercial
uses that would increase demand for health services.

However, in the event of an emergency during project construction, workers may seek health services
from the Temecula Valley Hospital or other health facilities. The number of construction workers
anticipated to complete the project would not create a substantial demand for health services due to
the temporary nature of construction activities. As standard practice for such utility infrastructure
projects, construction contractors for the project would be responsible for providing and implementing
a construction management plan which would include procedures for maintaining safe work conditions.
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Therefore, the project would have no effect on the demand for health services or other public facilities
and therefore would not create a need for new or physically altered facilities. Construction activities
would not be proximate to any health service facilities and would not impact their performance
objectives. Therefore, the project would have no impact on health services.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
RECREATION Would the project:
35. Parks and Recreation
a) Include recreational facilities or require the L] L] L] >
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
b) Increase the use of existing neighborhood or u u u X
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
C) Be located within a Community Service Area (CSA) u u u X

or recreation and park district with a Community Parks and
Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)?

Source(s):

Findings of Fact:

Riverside County Parks, Anza Civic Improvement League

a) through c) No Impact: The park nearest to the project site is Minor Park, located along SR 371
just west of Contreras Road, adjacent to the project alignment. Minor Park is owned and
maintained by the Anza Civic Improvement League, a 501(c)4 non-profit corporation. The
project does not include residential and commercial uses that would result in population
growth and or attract additional visitors to the area. The project would not increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated. Construction workers for the project
and employees of AEC would likely reside locally in Anza and neighboring communities, and
they would have a negligible impact on the use of recreational facilities. People visiting the
parks along the project alignment could be impacted or disturbed by the presence of
construction activities or noise during project construction. However, construction activities
would be temporary and public noticing procedures would be carried out prior to construction
activities to reduce disturbance to park uses. The project site is located in existing roadways
and utilities corridors, and the project alignment would not traverse Minor Park. Therefore, the
project would have no impact on recreational facilities. Furthermore, the project site is not
located in a community service area or recreation and park district with a Community Parks
and Recreation Plan. Therefore, the project would have no impact on parks and recreational

facilities.
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Page 67 of 85

CEQ / EA No.




Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
36. Recreational Trails [] [] [] X
a) Include the construction or expansion of a trail
system?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure C-6 (“Riverside County Trails and Bikeway
Systems”), National Park Service

Findings of Fact:
a) No Impact: According to Figure C-6 of the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element
(2020) and trail maps provided by the National Park Service, the historic Juan Bautista de
Anza trail traverses Anza on a northwest to southeast axis (National Park Service 2020). The
historic range of the Juan Bautista de Anza trail traverses a segment of the project alignment
on SR 371 between Bautista Road and Contreras Road. However, the project does not
include the construction or expansion of a trail system, nor residential and commercial uses

that would increase demand for a trail system. Therefore, the project would have no impact on
recreational trails.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
TRANSPORTATION Would the project:

37. Transportation [] [] X []
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy

addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,

bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

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

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

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

O Ojd
O Ojd
X 0|4

e) Cause an effect upon circulation during the pro-
ject’s construction?

OO0 X XX

f) Result in inadequate emergency access or access ] ] 2
to nearby uses?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan, Riverside County Congestion Management Program,
Caltrans 2017 Traffic Volumes and Highway Design Manual, Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) Less than Significant Impact: The project would not conflict with a plan, ordinance or policy
containing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system. The
operation of the proposed transmission line replacement and Bautista Substation would be
located outside of travel lanes of SR 371 and local roadways and would not impact the
performance levels of any roadway located within the project area. Construction traffic may be
present on a temporary basis, which may require temporary traffic control and temporary closure
of one lane of traffic. Although minimal work within lanes is anticipated, it may be necessary to
close one travel lane to ensure the safety of construction workers and passing vehicles. Full-
lane or shoulder closures would be short-term and occur only during construction hours. Traffic
control would be implemented per County of Riverside standards and Caltrans requirements
presented in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (Caltrans 2014). Therefore, the
project would have a less than significant impact.

b) No Impact: To further the State’s commitment to the goals of Senate Bill 375, Assembly Bill 32,
and Assembly Bill 1358, Senate Bill 743 adds Chapter 2.7, Modernization of Transportation
Analysis for Transit-Oriented Infill Projects, to Public Resources Code Section 21099. A key
provision of Senate Bill 743 is the replacement of automobile delay with vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) as the metric for transportation impacts for all projects evaluated under CEQA. Under
Senate Bill 743, the focus of the environmental impacts of transportation shift from driver delay
to reduction of GHG emissions, creation of multimodal networks, and promotion of a mix of land
uses. As a result, level of service standards become local policy thresholds as adopted among
individual agencies rather than CEQA thresholds. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b),
adopted in response to Senate Bill 743, identifies criteria for evaluating transportation impacts.
Specifically, the guidelines state VMT exceeding an applicable threshold of significance may
indicate a significant impact. The Governor’'s Office of Planning and Research Technical
Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (2018) states, “Projects that generate
or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be assumed to cause a less-than-significant
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VMT impact.” The project would generate minimal traffic during operation (maintenance and
inspection activities once a year) and would not exceed OPR’s screening threshold of 110 trips
per day; therefore, the project would have no impact.

c) No Impact: The project site is located on existing roadways and utilities corridors that currently
support similar project infrastructure (i.e., electricity transmission lines and poles). The project
does not entail any changes to the design, routing, or operation of existing roadways that would
substantially increase hazards due to geometric design features. Therefore, the project would
have no impact.

d) No Impact: As stated above in response ‘c,’ the project site is located on existing roadways and
utilities corridors that currently support similar project infrastructure (i.e., electricity transmission
lines and poles). The project would not affect, require new maintenance roads, nor alter
maintenance roads during operation and maintenance. The current alignment is accessed for
maintenance via existing roadways, road shoulders, and rights-of-way as needed, which would
be the case for the proposed project. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

e) Lessthan Significant Impact: As stated above in response ‘a,” construction traffic may be present
on a temporary basis, which may require temporary traffic control and temporary closure of one
lane of traffic. Although minimal work within lanes is anticipated, it may be necessary to close
one travel lane to ensure the safety of construction workers and passing vehicles. Full-lane or
shoulder closures would be short-term and occur only during construction hours. Traffic control
would be implemented per County of Riverside standards and Caltrans requirements presented
in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (Caltrans 2014). Therefore, the project would
have a less than significant impact.

f) Less than Significant Impact: As stated above in responses ‘c’ and ‘d,” the project would not alter
existing roadways or access to adjacent uses. The project would not alter emergency access
along SR 371 and local roadways upon completion. However, as noted in responses ‘a’ and ‘e;’
construction traffic may be present on a temporary basis, which may require temporary traffic
control and temporary closure of one lane of traffic. Traffic control would be implemented per
County of Riverside standards and Caltrans requirements presented in the Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (Caltrans 2014). Therefore, the project would have a less than significant
impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
38. Bike Trails [] [] [] X

a) Include the construction or expansion of a bike
system or bike lanes?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure C-6 (“Riverside County Trails and Bikeway Systems”)
Findings of Fact:
a) No Impact: According to Figure C-6 of the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element
(2020), there are no bicycle trails located in the project area. The segment of SR 371 in the
project site vicinity contains a 10-foot buffer on each side of the travel lanes, demarcated by a
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solid white line, which can be used as Class Il bicycle lanes following the direction of motor
vehicles. However, the project does not include the construction or expansion of bicycle trails
or lanes, nor residential and commercial uses that would increase demand for bicycle trails or
lanes. Therefore, the project would have no impact on bicycle trails.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe, and

that is:

39. Tribal Cultural Resources

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

[ = [ [

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

Source(s): County Archaeologist, AB 52 Tribal Consultation, Rincon Consultants Cultural Resources

Assessment (Rincon 2020; Appendix C)

Findings of Fact:

a), b) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Changes in the California

Environmental Quality Act, effective July 2015, require that the County address a new category
of cultural resources — Tribal Cultural Resources — not previously included within the law’s
purview. Tribal Cultural Resources are those resources with inherent tribal values that are
difficult to identify through the same means as archaeological resources. These resources can
be identified and understood through direct consultation with the tribes who attach tribal value
to the resource. Tribal cultural resources may include Native American archaeological sites, but
they may also include other types of resources such as cultural landscapes or sacred places.
The appropriate treatment of Tribal Cultural Resources is determined through consultation with
tribes.

In compliance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB52), notices regarding this project were mailed to all
requesting tribes on July 14, 2021. No response was received from Cahuilla Band of Indians,
Soboba Band of Indians, the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians, the Ramona Band of Cahuilla
Indians, Morongo Band, Colorado River Indian Tribes, Santa Rosa, Rincon Band of Luiseno
Indians, or the Pala Band of Mission Indians.

Consultation was requested by the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians in a letter dated
August 11, 2021. In this letter, Agua Caliente Tribal Historic Preservation Officer Patricia Tuck
requested that the property be surveyed for cultural resources and a copy of the results,
including the cultural resources records search, be provided to the tribe. In addition, a
recommendation was made to have an Agua Caliente-approved monitor present during any
ground disturbing activities. The cultural report and the conditions of approval were provided to
Agua Caliente on March 01, 2022, and consultation was concluded.
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Although no specific Tribal Cultural Resources were identified, the consulting tribe expressed
concerns that the project site has the potential for as-yet-unidentified subsurface Tribal Cultural
Resources to be present. The tribe requested that an Agua Caliente-approved Native American
monitor be present during ground-disturbing activities so that any unanticipated finds would be
handled in a timely and culturally appropriate manner. Based on information provided by the
consulting tribe, a Native American Monitor will be required to be present during ground
disturbing activities for the proposed project as part of Mitigation Measure ARC-4, outlined in
Section 9, Archaeological Resources.

The project would also be required to adhere to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5
in the event that human remains are encountered by ensuring no further disturbance occurs
until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin of the remains.
Furthermore, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), remains shall be left in
place and free from disturbance until a final decision as to the treatment and their disposition
has been made. These requirements are included in Mitigation Measure ARC-7, outlined in
Section 9, Archaeological Resources.

CEQA requires the Lead Agency to address any unanticipated cultural resources discoveries
during project construction. Therefore, Mitigation Measure ARC-6 outlined in Section 9,
Archaeological Resources, which dictates the procedures to be followed should any
unanticipated cultural resources be identified during ground disturbing activities, would be
required for the proposed project.

With the inclusion of these mitigation measures, impacts to any previously unidentified Tribal
Cultural Resources would be less than significant.

Mitigation:
See Mitigation Measures ARC-3, ARC-6, and ARC-7 in Section 9, Archaeological Resources.

Monitoring: The applicant, under supervision of the qualified archaeologist and Native American

monitor, will be responsible for monitoring for compliance with the mitigation measures above as well
as those outlined in Section 9, Archaeological Resources.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project:

40. Water |:| |:| |:| |z|

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm
water drainage systems, whereby the construction or
relocation would cause significant environmental effects?

b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve u u (] <
the project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

Source(s): Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) and b) No Impact: The project entails replacement of electrical transmission lines on existing
utility poles and the construction of a new electrical substation. The project does not include any
residential or commercial uses that require the provision of water. The project would not
physically alter existing facilities nor result in the construction of new or physically altered
facilities. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
41. Sewer |:| |:| |:| |z|

a) Require or result in the construction of new
wastewater treatment facilities, including septic systems, or
expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or
relocation would cause significant environmental effects?

b) Result in a determination by the wastewater u u u <
treatment provider that 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?

Source(s): Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) and b) No Impact: The project does not include residential or commercial users that would result
in the construction or expansion of new wastewater treatment facilities or septic systems. The
project does not include uses that would generate wastewater. Therefore, the project would
have no impacts to sewer systems.
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
42. Solid Waste
a) Generate solid waste in excess of State or Local L] L] > L]
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure,
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?
b)  Comply with federal, state, and local management u u = u

and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
wastes including the CIWMP (County Integrated Waste
Management Plan)?

Source(s): Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

a) and b)_Less than Significant Impact: Construction activities may temporarily generate solid
waste, including soil spoils, pavement debris, or other construction waste, which would be
disposed of in accordance with all applicable federal, State, and local statutes and regulations.
Minimal waste would be associated with the proposed project, as this part of the project would
not require ground disturbance or erection of new facilities. All excavated soil generated during
construction of the proposed Bautista Substation would be reused on site and would not require
any disposal. All inert construction waste would be disposed of at nearby transfer stations that
accept construction waste in the area, such as the Anza Transfer Station located approximately
1.8 miles southeast of the project site. Due to the temporary nature of construction and minimal
amount of construction waste anticipated, the project would not generate quantities of solid
waste that would account for a substantial percentage of the total daily regional permitted
capacity available at the Anza Transfer Station or other landfills where project waste may be
hauled. Therefore, waste generated by project construction activities would not exceed the
available capacity at the landfills serving the project area that would accept debris generated by
the project.

As standard practice, the County complies with all applicable laws and regulations related to
solid waste generation, collection, and disposal. The project would result in a short-term and
temporary increase in solid waste generation during construction but would not substantially
affect standard solid waste operations of any landfill accepting waste. Recycling and reuse
activities during construction would comply with the California Integrated Waste Management
Act of 1989 (AB 939). Once operational, the project would include unmanned facilities and would
not generate solid waste. Therefore, solid waste impacts from the project would be less than
significant.

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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43.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Utilities

Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new facilities
or the expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant
environmental effects?

a) Electricity?

b) Natural gas?

c) Communications systems?

d) Street lighting?

e) Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?

f) Other governmental services?

IO
IO
)

DRI

Source(s): Project Application Materials, Utility Companies

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

Less than Significant Impact: The project would include the replacement of approximately 3.1
miles of electricity transmission lines and construction of a new substation. The proposed
transmission line replacement alignment and proposed Bautista Substation would not be located
on Cahuilla Reservation or U.S. Forest Service lands. As discussed in Section 10, Energy, of
this document, the project would not result in a net increase of electricity use. Furthermore, as
demonstrated in this IS-MND, overall project impacts would be less than significant or less than
significant with mitigation. Upon project completion, no further expansion or alteration of the
electrical facilities would be required as a result of this project and impacts related to electric
power would be less than significant.

No Impact: The project does not include residential or commercial uses that would require
natural gas service, and implementation of the project would not involve the relocation of existing
natural gas facilities. Therefore, no impact related to natural gas facilities would occur.

No Impact: The project would require telecommunications within the proposed Bautista
Substation. However, the project area is already served by the requisite telecommunication
infrastructure, and no expansion or relocation of telecommunications facilities would be required
as a result of the project. Therefore, no impacts related to telecommunications facilities would
occur.

No Impact: The project would not involve the creation of new roads or streets which would
require the expansion of the street lighting system. Therefore, there would be no impacts to
street lighting.

No Impact: As discussed above in response ‘d,” the project would not involve the creation of
new roads or streets that would require expanded maintenance to access the project site.
Additionally, as explained in Section 37, Transportation, of this document, the project would not
generate significant increases in traffic in the area because no residential or commercial uses
are proposed by the project. The proposed project is located on existing roadways and utilities
corridors, which currently support existing uses and are accessed for infrastructure maintenance
activities. Therefore, the project would have no impact on the maintenance of public roads and
facilities.

No Impact: The project does not involve any residential or commercial uses that would
increase the population in the area or otherwise require the provision of government services.
Therefore, the project would not require the expansion of government services and no impacts
would occur.
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Mitigation: No mitigation is required.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

WILDFIRE If located in or near a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zone, or other hazardous fire areas that may be designated by the Fire Chief, would

the project:

44, Wildfire Impacts
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

[

[

[

X

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

[

[

[

X

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

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks,
including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides,
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

e) Expose people or structures either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death

[

X

[

[

involving wildland fires?

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Background Technical Report Figure 4-3
(“Wildfire  Susceptibility Riverside County”), Riverside County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan, Cal OES Fire Risk Map

Findings of Fact:

a)

b)

No Impact: The project would not substantially impair implementation of an adopted emergency
response or evacuation plan. The project site is located on existing roadways and utilities
corridors and would not alter access and traffic patterns on existing roadways as stated in
responses under Section 37, Transportation. The project does not include residential or
commercial uses, for which people or property would be endangered in the event of a wildfire
or emergency. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

No Impact: According to the Geotechnical Investigation completed by Sladden (2019) for the
project, the project site is relatively flat, and excessive grading would not be required to
implement the project. There are no factors such as slope, prevailing winds, or otherwise that
would exacerbate wildfire risks as a result of the project. The project does not include residential
or commercial uses, for which people or property would be exposed to wildfire risks or pollutant
concentrations from wildfires. Therefore, the project would have no impact.

No Impact: The project site is located on existing roadways and utilities corridors, which would
continue to be used to maintain the realigned electricity transmission lines during project
operations. The project does not require the installation and subsequent maintenance of
additional associated infrastructures that would exacerbate fire risk or result in other
environmental impacts. The project includes the installation, maintenance, and operation of the
MONARCH Dry Chemical storage building fire suppression system for the proposed Bautista
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Substation to extinguish any fires that may occur on or encroach the site. Therefore, the project
would have no impact.

d) No Impact: The project entails replacement of electrical transmission lines in existing roadways
and utilities corridors and the construction and operation of a new substation. The project site is
relatively flat, and excessive grading would not be required to implement the project, as stated
above in response ‘b.” The project would not substantially alter drainage patterns nor result in
substantial stormwater runoff since the proposed transmission line replacement alignment and
proposed Bautista Substation would not undergo excessive grading or increases in
impermeable surfaces. As such, the proposed project would not contribute to downstream
flooding or landslides due to post-fire instability. Bautista Substation. Therefore, the project
would have no impact.

e) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: According to the Riverside County
General Plan and the CAL FIRE Hazard Severity Zones Map (2022), the project site is located
in moderate and very high fire risk areas in the State Responsibility Area. The project would not
expose people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires
because no major structures for residential or office/commercial occupancy would be
constructed as part of the project. Furthermore, as stated above in response ‘c,” the project
includes the installation, maintenance, and operation of the MONARCH Dry Chemical storage
building fire suppression system for the proposed Bautista Substation to extinguish any fires
that may occur or encroach on the site. Likely fire risks may be from improper use and disposal
of cigarettes and construction activities that generate sparks. However, implementation of
Mitigation Measure WILD-1 as part of the project design would ensure that risks of wildfires and
impacts to people and structures adjacent to the project site are less than significant.

Mitigation:

WILD-1 Wildland Fire Prevention: The applicant shall prepare a Fire Safety Plan, which will include
measures for fire hazard training, fire protection equipment, and provisions for smoking in the project
area during construction activities and operation.

Monitoring: No monitoring is required
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Does the Project:

45. Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality u X u u

of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self- sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials, Rincon Consultants Biological Resources
Assessment Report (Rincon 2021b; Appendix B), Rincon Consultants MSHCP Consistency Analysis
and Habitat Assessment Report (Rincon 2021c; Appendix B), Geotechnical Investigation for the
Proposed Bautista Substation (Sladden Engineering 2019; Appendix E), Rincon Consultants Cultural
Resources Assessments (Rincon 2022; Appendix C)

Findings of Fact:

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Implementation of the proposed project would
not substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populations to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory. As discussed in Section 7, Biological Resources, the project involves minimal disturbance
to habitat along the proposed project area and would impact less than 1-acre of habitat at the proposed
Bautista Substation site. With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5, all impacts
to biological resources would be less than significant. Additionally, as discussed in Section 8, Historic
Resources, and Section 9, Archaeological Resources, potential impacts to previously recorded and
unanticipated cultural and archaeological resources would be avoided or minimized to a less than
significant level with implementation of mitigation measures ARC-1 to ARC-6. Section 28,
Paleontological Resources, finds that the project is not likely to impact paleontological resources of
scientific significance due to low potential for these resources to occur in the sediments underlying the
project area and the minimal ground disturbance associated with the project. Mitigation Measure
PALEO-1 would be implemented in order to minimize potential impacts to previously unidentified
paleontological resources to a less than significant level. Furthermore, as discussed in Section 39, Tribal
Cultural Resources, the records search and two responses received during tribal consultation indicate
that is unlikely that significant Tribal Cultural Resources exist in the project area. While there would be
minimal ground disturbance as part of the project, Mitigation Measure TCR-1 would be implemented in
order to minimize potential impacts to previously unidentified Tribal Cultural Resources. Implementation
of the previously discussed mitigation measures during construction of the proposed Bautista
Substation and transmission line replacement would ensure that any previously undiscovered cultural,
archeological, Tribal, or paleontological resources would not be significantly impacted by ground
disturbing activities.
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Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
46. Have impacts which are individually limited, but ] ] u =

cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, other current projects and probable future
projects)?

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

No Impact: The project does not have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable. As described in the discussion of environmental checklist Sections 1 through 44, with
respect to all environmental issues, the proposed project would not result in significant and unmitigable
impacts to the environment; all anticipated impacts associated with project construction and operation
would be either less than significant or less than significant with mitigation incorporated. This is largely
due to the fact that project construction activities would be temporary and confined to the existing utility
rights-of-way and a one-acre area for the proposed substation. Furthermore, project operational
activities would not significantly alter the environmental baseline condition.

Cumulatively considerable impacts could occur if the construction of other projects occurs at the same
time as the proposed project and in the same vicinity, such that the effects of similar impacts of multiple
projects combine to expose adjacent sensitive receptors to greater levels of impact than would occur
under the proposed project. However, there are currently no ongoing, planned, or pending projects in
the vicinity of the proposed transmission line replacement or proposed Bautista Substation. As the
project would not have significant, unmitigable impacts and no other projects are planned or ongoing in
the vicinity, the project would not have impacts that would be cumulatively considerable.

Potentially Less than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
47. Have environmental effects that will cause substantial u u X u
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Source(s): Staff Review, Project Application Materials

Findings of Fact:

Less than Significant Impact: The proposed project would not result in environmental effects which
would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. In general,
impacts to human beings are associated with air quality, hazards and hazardous materials, and noise
impacts. As detailed in the preceding sections, the project would not result, either directly or indirectly,
in substantial adverse effects related to air quality or noise. As discussed in Section 21, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, project operation will not involve the routine use of extremely hazardous materials
and implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 would minimize the risk for accidental leakages or
spills and ensure that any spills would be cleaned according to regulatory requirements. Compliance
with applicable rules and regulations during project construction and operation, along with Mitigation
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Measure HAZ-1, would reduce potential impacts on human beings related to hazards and hazardous
materials to a less than significant level.

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 as per California Code of
Regulations, Section 15063 (c) (3) (D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

Earlier Analyses Used, if any: N/A
Location Where Earlier Analyses, if used, are available for review:

Location: County of Riverside Planning Department
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor
Riverside, CA 92505
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Project Description and Impact Summary

1 Project Description and Impact Summary

1.1 Intfroduction

This study analyzes the potential air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impacts of the
proposed construction and operation of the Anza Electric Cooperative Electricity Transmission Line
Project (project). Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) prepared this study under contract to Anza
Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AEC). Table 1 provides a summary of project impacts.

Table 1 Summary of Impacts

Proposed Project’s Applicable
Impact Statement Level of Significance Recommendations
Air Quality
Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air Less than significant impact  None
quality plan?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria Less than significant impact  None
pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant Less than significant impact  None
concentrations?

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) Less than significant impact  None
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, Less than significant impact  None
that may have a significant impact on the environment?

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for No impact None
the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Applicable Air Quality Regulations

The project would comply with the following existing requirements and reasonably-anticipated
standard conditions based on local, state, or federal regulations and laws required independently of
environmental review. These measures are not included as mitigation measures since the project is
required to comply with them through state and local regulations.

Fugitive Dust Control

The project would comply with all applicable standards of the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD), including the following provisions of Rule 403:

=  All unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at least twice daily during
excavation and construction, and temporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions
and meet SCAQMD Rule 403.

= The construction area shall be kept sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by grading and
hauling, and at all times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind.

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Study 1
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= All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high
winds (i.e., greater than 15 miles per hour), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

= All dirt/soil shall be secured by trimming, watering, or other appropriate means to prevent
spillage and dust.

= All dirt/soil materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered
to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

= General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions.

= Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off.

= Exposed surfaces shall be maintained at a minimum soil moisture of 12 percent and vehicle
speeds shall be limited to 15 miles per hour on unpaved roads.

Engine Idling

In accordance with Section 2485 of Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations, the idling of all
diesel-fueled commercial vehicles (weighing over 10,000 pounds) during construction shall be
limited to five minutes at any location.

Engine Emission Standards

In accordance with Section 93115 of Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, operation of any
stationary, diesel-fueled, compression-ignition engines shall meet specified fuel and fuel additive
requirements and emission standards.

1.2 Project Summary

Project Location

The proposed project is in Riverside County, California, as shown in Figure 1. The project
components would be located primarily within the rights-of-way of State Route 371 (SR 371) in the
unincorporated community of Anza. The remainder of the project alignment would be located
within existing AEC utility easements that are generally north of SR 371 and along existing local
roadways. The project location and alignment are shown in Figure 2. The project alignment begins
east of the proposed Bautista substation and proceeds along SR 371 for approximately 3.1 miles,
ending at the intersection of Kirby Road and SR 371, where it would connect to an existing
transmission line. The project site includes Assessor’s Parcel Number 576-060-040 for the proposed
Bautista Substation and 96 parcels for the proposed realighment. Given the scope of the project, the
project site has multiple zoning designations, including R-R-2 1/2, R-R-5 and R-R-20 (Rural
Residential); C-1/CP (General Commercial); C-P-S (Scenic Highway Commercial); M-M
(Manufacturing — Medium); and M-SC (Manufacturing — Service Commercial). The project site also
has multiple General Plan land use designations, including Rural Residential, Rural Community —
Estate Density Residential, Rural Community — Very Low Density Residential, Agriculture, Light
Industrial, and Commercial Retail.
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Figure 1 Regional Project Location

East Hemet

243

74

San Bernardino
National Forest

79 Pe
Cleveland
National Anza-Borrego
Forest Desert
2 State Park
0 25 5 Miles TR

Imagery provided by Esri and its licensors © 20189.

A4
Lancaster
j i \ Twentyn
Project Location A Palmdale Victorville wentynin
14
B
Angeles o4
w9 National Forest
Twentynine
tog Los Angeles Palms
6054 Ontario
iverside 50
o corg:}vaemde Cathedral Joshua
Anaheim =5 City ) Tree;’:‘aartllcna‘
Santa Ana 215 Indio O
Murrieta
Oceanside
v
SanDiego Mexicali
Tijuana

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Study



Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Anza Electric Cooperative Electricity Transmission Line Project

Figure 2 Project Site Location
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Project Description and Impact Summary

AEC’s existing land-based utilities systems in the project area consist of wooden utility poles,
approximately 35 to 45 feet in height with single- or three-phase crossarm mounted distribution
lines attached. The existing poles currently carry electric power distribution lines. The project site is
defined as the footprint of the existing electrical utilities system components and the approximately
four-mile-long corridor along SR 371 and local roadways for the new upgrades that will be installed
on existing poles. The project area is defined as the 50-foot wide access corridor along SR 371 and
the 40-foot wide access corridor along local roadways, the construction laydown areas, and the
access roads that would be used for construction.

Project Description

The project would replace the existing electricity transmission lines with approximately four miles of
realigned transmission lines and would construct the Bautista Substation. The new transmission
lines would be strung on existing utilities poles. The proposed Bautista Substation would consist of
electrical distribution facilities.

Construction Activities

Construction of all project components would occur over approximately 7 months beginning as
early as January 2022. Construction of the project would include the following types of activities:

= Site preparation

=  Grading and earthwork

= Concrete foundations

= Structural steel work

= Electrical/instrumentation work
= Pole installation

= Collector line installation

According to the project applicant, the project construction work area would encompass
approximately 2,500 square feet, or 0.06 acre, of ground distur