RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Board of Trustees — Regular Meeting -

Board of Trustees Planning and Operations Committee,
Teaching and Learning Committee, Resources Committee,
Governance Committee, Facilities Committee
December 7, 2010 — 6:00 p.m.

Student Services Room 101, Moreno Valley College

AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER

II.

Pledge of Allegiance

Anyone who wishes to make a presentation to the Board on an agenda item is requested to please fill
out a “REQUEST TO ADDRESS THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES” card, available from the Public
Affairs Officer. However, the Board Chairperson will invite comments on specific agenda items during
the meeting before final votes are taken. Please make sure that the Secretary of the Board has the
correct spelling of your name and address to maintain proper records. Comments should be limited to
five (5) minutes or less.

Anyone who requires a disability-related modification or accommodation in order to participate in any
meeting should contact the Chancellor’s Office at (951) 222-8801 as far in advance of the meeting as
possible.

Any public record relating to an open session agenda item that is distributed within 72 hours prior to
the meeting is available for public inspection at the Riverside Community College District
Chancellor’s Office, Suite 210, 1533 Spruce Street, Riverside, California, 92507.

*ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING*

- The Board will elect the President, Vice President and Secretary of the Board of
Trustees for 2011; the selection of the day, time and place of Board meetings and the
Board association and committee appointments must be determined.

Recommended Action: To Elect Officers, Consider Selection of M eeting Day,
Time and Place; and Board Association and Committee Appointments

Comments from the Public

Chancellor’s Reports

A. Communications
- Chancellor will share general information to the Board of Trustees, including
federal, state, and local interests and District information.
Information Only

B. (Open)

C. Proposed Board of Trustees Meeting Calendar for January-December 2011
- Recommend that the Board of Trustees approve the schedule of meetings for
January — December 2011, noting the start time is generally 6:00 p.m.
Recommended Action: Request for Approval



I1I.

Board Committee Reports

A. Planning and Operations Committee

1.

Phase III Student Academic Services Facility at the Moreno Valley
College — Mitigated Negative Declaration

- Committee to consider the Environmental Initial Study and proposed
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

Recommended Action: To be Determined

Norco Operations Center Project — Mitigated Negative Declaration

- Committee to consider the Environmental Initial Study and proposed
Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program.

Recommended Action: To be Determined

Riverside Community College District Report Card on the Strategic
Plan 2008-2012

- Committee to review the report card on the District Strategic Plan.
Information Only

B. Teaching and Learning Committee

1.

Agreement with Adventureland Safari Travel LLC

- Committee to review the agreement to provide orientation meetings,
faculty and student housing accommodations, transfer transportation,
academic guide, group airfare, and insurance for the summer session

study abroad program in Italy.

Recommended Action: To be Determined

Riverside Community College District Mission Statement

- Committee to consider changes to the Riverside City College
Mission Statement.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

USDA Research Sub Award Agreement

- Committee to consider a sub award agreement with the Regents of
the University of California for the Building Bridges Across Riverside
Through Nano-Water Research Project.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

C. Resources Committee

1.

Development of District Design Standards — Agreement with HMC
Architects

- Committee to review an agreement for design services using Measure
C funds.

Recommended Action: To be Determined



Market Street Properties — Culinary Arts Academy and District Office
Building

- Committee to review an environmental impact services agreement
utilizing the approved project budget and Measure C funds.
Recommended Action: To be Determined

District-wide Utility Infrastructure Upgrade — Approval of Project and
Budget

- Committee to consider a project budget using Centrally Controlled
Allocated Funds, District Measure C funds.

Recommended Action: To be Determined

Cooperative Agreement with the Child Care Amenity Group, the
National Pediatric Support Services, Inc. and Alvord Unified School
District for Early Childhood Services at the Innovative Learning
Center at Stokoe Elementary

- Committee to review a facilities use and lease agreement.
Recommended Action: To be Determined

2009-2010 Independent Audit Report for the Riverside Community
College District

- Committee to review an independent audit report for the year ended
June 30, 2010 for the permanent file of the District.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

2009-2010 Independent Audit Report for the Riverside Community
College District Foundation

- Committee to review an independent audit report for the year ended
June 30, 2010 for the permanent file of the District.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

Riverside Community College District’s 2010 General Obligation
Bonds

- The Committee to review an informational report on the issuance of
Riverside Community College District’s 2010 General Obligation
Bonds.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

FY 2010-11 Budget Update

- Committee to review and receive information on the state budget,
particularly, for California Community Colleges.

Information Only

Governance Committee

1.

Revised and New Board Policies — First Reading

- Commiittee to review Board Policies 2725, 4000, 5405, 5550, 6700,
6870 that are being presented to the Board for first reading.
Recommended Action: To be Deter mined



IV.

E. Facilities Committee

1. Citrus Belt Savings and Loan Gallery — Amendment No. 2 to
Agreement with LPA
- Committee to consider an amendment with LPA architects for
lighting design, fire suppression, and design changes to the project.
Recommended Action: To be Determined

2. Learning Gateway Building at the Moreno Valley College — Design
Presentation and Lion’s Lot Amendment No. 4 to Agreement with
DUDEK
- Committee presented with a project update presentation and consider
an amendment with DUDEK for a separate California Environmental
Quality Act analysis for the project’s Lion’s Lot.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

Closed Session

- Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8, conference with real
property negotiator; properties known as APN 297-200-003; Agency
Negotiator: Chancellor Gray.

Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

- Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957, public employee

discipline/dismissal/release.
Recommended Action: To be Deter mined

Adjournment



RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
CHANCELLOR’S REPORTS

Report No.:  1I-C Date: December 7, 2010
Subject: Proposed Board of Trustees Meeting Calendar for January-December 2011
Date Type of Meeting Campus/Location

January 18, 2011*

January 25, 2011*

February 8, 2011***

February 22, 2011***

March 1, 2011

March 15, 2011

April 5, 2011

April 19, 2011

May 3, 2011

May 17, 2011

June 7, 2011

June 21, 2011

August 2, 2011

August 16, 2011

September 6, 2011

September 20, 2011

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Board Committee Meeting(s)

Regular Board Meeting

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

Student Services 101
Moreno Valley Campus

Student Services 101
Moreno Valley Campus

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

Student Services 101
Moreno Valley Campus

Student Services 101
Moreno Valley Campus

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

Board Room AD122
Riverside City College



RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
CHANCELLOR’S OFFICE

Report No.: 1I-C Date: December 7, 2011
Subject: Proposed Board of Trustees Meeting Calendar for January-December 2011 (continued)
Date Type of Meeting Campus/Location

October 4, 2011 Board Committee Meeting(s) Student Services 101

Moreno Valley Campus

October 18, 2011 Regular Board Meeting Student Services 101
Moreno Valley Campus

November 1, 2011 Board Committee Meeting(s) Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

November 15, 2011 Regular Board Meeting Center for Student Success
Room 217, Norco College

December 6, 2011 Board Committee Meeting(s) Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

December 13, 2011** Regular Board Meeting Board Room AD122
Riverside City College

*Meeting(s) moved to last two weeks of the month.
**Meeting moved up a week to comply with organizational meeting guidelines.
***Meetings to accommodate travel schedules.

Recommended Action: It is recommended that the Board of Trustees approve the schedule of
meetings for January — December 2011, noting the start time if generally 6:00 p.m.

Gregory W. Gray
Chancellor

Prepared by: Heidi Wills
Executive Administrative Assistant
Office of the Chancellor/Board of Trustees



RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Report No.:  1lI-A-1 Date: December 14, 2010
Subject: Phase 11 Student Academic Services Facility at the Moreno Valley College —

Mitigated Negative Declaration

Background: An Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared by
DUDEK, completed in October 2010, for the Phase 111 Student Academic Services Facility
project located at the Moreno Valley College. Based upon staff’s analysis and independent
judgment the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is in accordance with the
District’s Guidelines implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
Initial Study was undertaken for the purpose of deciding whether the project would have a
significant adverse effect on the environment. With no substantial evidence for such an effect, or
if the potential effect can be reduced to a level of insignificance through project revisions, a
Negative Declaration can be adopted.

On the basis of the Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration staff has
concluded that the project, with mitigation measures incorporated, will have no significant
adverse effect on the environment and has therefore prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration
based on the following:

1. The proposed project is in conformance with the Riverside Community
College District — Moreno Valley College Educational Master Plan (January
2008).

2. The proposed project is designed to protect public health, safety and general
welfare.

3. The proposed project is compatible with present and future logical
development of the area.

4. The Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has been
prepared for the proposed project to document reasons to support the finding.

5. The Environmental Initial Study finds that the project with proposed
mitigation will not have a significant effect on the environment and a Notice
of Public Hearing and Notice to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
should be posted.

The Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (Exhibit B) are attached for the Board’s review and
consideration. The documents and any comments received constitute the record of proceedings
on which these findings have been based and are located at the Riverside Community College
District, 3845 Market Street, Riverside, California 92501. The custodian for these records is the
Associate Vice Chancellor, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction.



Report No.:

Subject:

RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

11-A-1 Date: December 14, 2010

Phase 11 Student Academic Services Facility at the Moreno Valley College —
Mitigated Negative Declaration (continued)

Recommended Action: It is recommended that the Board of Trustees:

Prepared by:

1. Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration based on the findings incorporated in
the Initial Study and the conclusion that with the proposed mitigations, the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. Approve the Phase 11l Student Academic Services Facility Project, subject to
the mitigation measures and conditions of approval based upon the findings
and conclusions incorporated in the Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) and the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (Exhibit B).

3. Approve the Associate Vice Chancellor of Facilities Planning, Design and
Construction to sign the Notice of Determination.

4. Direct staff to post the Notice of Determination and Mitigated Negative
Declaration with the Riverside County Clerk’s Office.

5. Direct staff to post the Notice of Determination in the Riverside Community
College District Facilities Planning, Design and Construction office.

Gregory W. Gray
Chancellor

Monte Perez
President, Moreno Valley College

Claude Martinez, Interim Vice President
Business Services, Moreno Valley College

Orin L. Williams, Associate Vice Chancellor
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction

Bart L. Doering, Capital Program Administrator
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
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Exhibit A

FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY
and
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
for the
MORENO VALLEY COLLEGE - STUDENT ACADEMIC
SERVICES PHASE IIl BUILDING

Prepared for:

3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501
Contact: Bart Doering, Capital Program Administrator
951-222-8962
Bart.Doering@rcc.ecu

Prepared by:

1650 Spruce Street, Suite 240
Riverside, California 92507
Contact: Aaron Gettis, Esq.
951-300-2100 ext. 3714
agettis@dudek.com

NOVEMBER 2010
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

This document serves as the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the
Moreno Valley College Student Academic Services Phase III Building proposed by the
Riverside Community College District (RCCD) located within the City of Moreno Valley (City).
This IS/MND has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), California Public Resources Code (Pub. Res. Code) Section 21000 et seq., and Title 14
of the California Code of Regulations (hereinafter, "State CEQA Guidelines"), Section 15000 et
seq.

An initial study is prepared by a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a
significant impact on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063(a)) and thereby
to identify the appropriate environmental document to be prepared by the lead agency. The
RCCD is the lead agency responsible for the review and approval of the proposed project. Based
on the environmental evaluation contained in this Environmental IS, the RCCD has made the
determination that an MND is the appropriate environmental document to be prepared in
compliance with CEQA. Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code, Section 21064.5, an MND may be prepared
for a project subject to CEQA when an "initial study has identified potentially significant effects
on the environment, but (1) revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by,
the applicant before the proposed negative declaration and initial study are released for public
review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant
effect on the environment would occur, and (2) there is no substantial evidence in light of the
whole record before the public agency that the project, as revised, may have a significant effect
on the environment."

This IS/MND has been prepared by the RCCD and is in conformance with State CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15070(a). The purpose of the IS/MND is to determine any potentially
significant impacts associated with the proposed project and incorporate mitigation measures
into the project design as necessary to reduce or eliminate the potentially significant effects of
the project.

1.2 Public Review Process

In reviewing the IS/MND, affected public agencies and the interested public should focus on the
sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the
environment, as well as ways in which the significant effects of the project are proposed to be
avoided, reduced, or mitigated.

Comments can be made on the IS/MND in writing before the end of the comment period. The
district has established a 30-day review and comment period in accordance with Section

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

15105(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines. Following the close of the public comment period, the
RCCD will consider the IS/MND and comments thereto in determining whether to approve the
proposed project. Written comments on the IS/MND should be sent to the following address by
the close of the comment period.

Bart Doering, Capital Program Administrator
Facilities Planning, Design, & Construction
Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501
Bart.Doering@rcc.edu

1.3 Results of Public Review
X] No comments were received during the public input period.

[ ] Comments were received during the public input period, but they do not address the Draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration findings or the accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study.
No response is necessary. The letters are attached.

[ ] Comments addressing the findings of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and/or
accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the public input period.
The letters and responses are presented in this Final MND.

Copies of the Draft MND and any IS materials were made available to the general public at the
Riverside Community College District Headquarters at 3845 Market Street, Riverside, California
92501 for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction.

November 18, 2010
Bart Doering, Capital Program Administrator Date of Final Report
Facilities Planning, Design, & Construction
Riverside Community College District

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 1-2
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2.0 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The RCCD finds that the project would not have a significant adverse effect on the environment.
Potentially significant effects have been identified, and mitigation measures have been
incorporated to ensure that these effects remain below a level of significance. An MND is
therefore proposed to satisfy the requirements of CEQA pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15000 et seq. and Pub. Res. Code, Section 21000 et seq.

2.1 No Impact or Less than Significant Impact

Based on the environmental discussion contained in Section 4.3 of this IS/MND, the RCCD has
determined that the proposed project would have no impact, or a less than significant impact, in
the following environmental issue areas:

e Aesthetics (Sec 4.3.1)

Mineral Resources (Sec 4.3.11)

e Agricultural Resources (Sec 4.3.2) Population and Housing (Sec 4.3.13)

e Air Quality (Sec 4.3.3) e Public Services (Sec 4.3.14)

¢ Biological Resources (Sec 4.3.4) Recreation (Sec 4.3.15)

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Sec 4.3.7) Transportation and Traffic (Sec 4.3.16)

e Land Use and Planning (Sec 4.3.10)

Utilities and Service Systems (Sec 4.3.17).
2.2 Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

Based on the environmental discussion contained in Section 4.3 of this IS/MND, the RCCD has
determined that impacts of the proposed project would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated in the following environmental issue areas:

e (Cultural Resources (Sec 4.3.5)

e Geology and Soils (Sec 4.3.6)

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Sec 4.3.8)

e Hydrology and Water Quality (Sec 4.3.9)

e Noise (Sec 4.3.12)

e Mandatory Findings of Significance (Sec 4.3.18)

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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2.0 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
3.1 Background

The RCCD proposes to construct a new academic building within the boundaries of the existing
RCCD Moreno Valley College located at 16130 Lasselle Street in the City of Moreno Valley,
California.

Currently, the site is paved with asphalt and has turf, some piles of earthen fill, and flat graded
dirt. The new building is needed in order to provide additional office and student space to
support the continued growth and existing needs of the college and the RCCD has determined
that a new building to support such needs is required at this location.

3.2 Project Location and Environmental Setting

The proposed building site is located in the northeast corner of the campus next to the existing
humanities building to the southeast and the main library and plaza to the west of the site. To the
north and east of the site, the land is vacant.

The project site includes the campus Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 308-030-001 and APN
308-030-002. Interstate 215, located west of the project site, and State Route 60, located north of
the project site, provide regional access to the project site (Figure 1). The project site is located
towards the east from College Drive, off Lasselle Street that runs along the western edge of the
college campus in the City of Moreno Valley, California (Figure 2). A service road currently
runs along the northern and eastern boundaries of the proposed project site.

The project site is located towards the northeastern corner of the existing Moreno Valley College
operated by the RCCD (Figure 3).The college has roughly 7,000 students and is nationally
recognized for its academic programs in health science and public safety. The RCCD and
associated Moreno Valley College confer associate degrees and act as a major feeder of students
to traditional four-year colleges and universities. In this capacity, given the reduced enrollment at
four-year colleges and universities and the increasing tuition at such institutions, the RCCD
fulfills a critical role in providing students with needed education and skills. The college is
relatively new, approximately 20 years old, and recently became accredited by the Accrediting
Commission for Community and Junior Colleges of the Western Association of Schools and
Colleges in October of 2009.

The existing site contains predominantly non-native turf and asphalt. The site is relatively flat
and sits approximately 1,565 feet above mean sea level (amsl). A slight slope exists along the
eastern and northeastern boundary of the site, which separates the site from the surrounding
access road. The site has previously been graded and paved for existing campus uses likely when
the campus was first graded and constructed in 1990. The site is predominantly underlain by
undocumented artificial fill materials and alluvial soils consisting of reddish-brown silty to
clayey sand with varying amounts of gravel, and granitic bedrock.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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The site has existing on site drainage from a depression towards the northwest corner of the site.
The area drains towards the northwest of the site to a depression with a 4-foot drain that removes
any water accumulated at the site via an open concrete channel towards the lower portion of the
campus and that currently drains to an existing drainage basin. The water is then allowed to
percolate into the ground. Open concrete channels exist to the north and east of the site beyond
the access road that runs along the eastern and northeastern boundaries of the site. These
drainages collect water coming from the open space beyond the college limits. An existing drain
is also located towards the bottom of the access road to capture runoff from the access road.
These open channels also drain to a small existing drainage basin, and any overflow from the
basin is directed to the eastside of the lower parking lot, where it would eventually empty to the
municipal drain at the western boundary of the parking lot. With the implementation of the
Learning Gateway Building and Parking Garage project, the drainage basin will be further
improved to allow for greater percolation, as well as stormwater chambers to clean any runoff
prior to entering the municipal water system. As part of the updated drainage plans for the site,
aside from the completion of a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) for the site and the use
of best management practices (BMPs) during construction, the proposed project will ensure
appropriate drainage exists to channel that water to the appropriate drainage basin.

The majority of the surrounding area to the north, west, and south of the college boundaries are
developed primarily for residential purposes. The area to the east of the college is comprised of
land designated as Open Space by the City. The land beyond that area designated as Open Space
is part of the Lake Perris State Recreational Area. Immediately north of the project site, there
exists vacant land, parts of which has been graded and stubbed for utilities in preparation of
future residential development. Additionally, the College Park Fire Station is located just
northwest of the college. The humanities building is located immediately south and east of the
proposed building site and the main library and plaza are west of the site. The Lasselle
Elementary School exists south of the southernmost border of the college.

The project site is designated under the City's General Plan as Public Facilities. Aside from the
land designated as Open Space east of the college, the surrounding area north, west, and south of
the site are designated as Residential, ranging from various densities from RS (maximum of 5
units per acre) to R20 (maximum of 20 units per acre).

3.3 Project Purpose and Main Features

Due to high demand, the Moreno Valley College has an existing need to increase its existing
student and office space throughout the college campus. The RCCD has determined that based
upon this current need, the proposed building is a necessary project to enhance existing student
and staff needs as well as planning for the future in order to continue to provide the City and
region with superior college opportunities for all students.
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The key features of the project include the following details:

e The proposed project will include the development of a three-story building of
approximately 38,000 square feet of usable space. The footprint of the building will be
approximately 15,000 square feet, located approximately 16 feet from the existing
humanities building, which will be connected via a pedestrian skyway. The entire site
will be constructed within the existing college boundaries.

e The first floor of the building will be predominantly comprised of a dining hall, food
services, a large auditorium, and audio/visual technology space. The second floor will be
comprised of office space and student classrooms. The third floor will include additional
office space and audio/visual technology storage space.

The proposed project will have numerous access points from the college and sufficient parking
will be provideed throughout the college grounds. While an existing access road exists around
the boundary of the site, a new proposed access roadway will be constructed along the
northeastern portion of the building. All pathways of the building are currently lighted in order to
provide sufficient safety for use of the project site at night. However, the RCCD will ensure
appropriate use of shielding to reduce any potential impacts related to nighttime glow as well as
glare. The anticipated hours of operation for the structure would follow typical college hours,
running from approximately 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. The structure will be designed in order to
provide a consistent design and aesthetic balance with the other existing campus structures.

The building will be structural steel building clad with metal panel, plaster, and glass.
Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to take place in roughly five phases over 16
months. The first phase will last approximately 3 weeks and will consist of the demolition of the
existing surface lot. Expected materials would include asphalt, concrete, gravel, and turf. The
RCCD will make a good faith effort to recycle as much of the demolition material as feasible.
The second phase will consist of mass grading of the project site, lasting approximately 4 weeks
in duration. The third phase will consist of trenching and will take approximately 8 weeks. The
construction phase will last approximately 25 weeks to complete with 36 weeks for finishes to
the final structure.

Typical equipment utilized during construction will include bulldozers, haul trucks, graders,
backhoes, forklifts, cranes, welders, concrete trucks, ditch witches, air compressors, boom lifts,
and water trucks. The site will be mass graded and it is anticipated that upwards of 1,600 cubic
yards (cy) of cut will be removed from the site and approximately 960 cy of fill will be needed
on site. Typical haul trucks carry on average roughly 20 cy per truck. Therefore, roughly 80 haul
trucks would be required to remove this volume of cut. Further, much of the needed fill would be
captured from the cut, greatly reducing this already low number. This represents a relatively
small number of trucks spread over a number of weeks for such a project.

The overall benefits of the project include the following:

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 3-9



Backup I11-A-1

December 14, 2010

Page 20 of 106
3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

e The Moreno Valley College has a current need for additional classroom and office space
in order to service the existing students. By adding the new student academic services
building at this location, the college is able to increase the amount of office and
classroom space on campus in order to meet this existing need, as well as supporting the
need for additional resources for future student enrollment. This constitutes an efficient
use of the existing site.

e The project will include additional space for food services and a student dining hall,
replacing the existing and inefficient food service portable structures.

e The project site will include much needed auditorium space as well as high tech
audio/visual space in order to service an existing need for such services on campus.

Due to the previous use of the project site by the college and the presence of existing
infrastructure within the site, including stubs for electrical use and a small on site transformer, as
well as existing sewer and stormwater drainage services, sufficient capacity for both domestic
water, electricity, and sewer is reasonably expected. The project is not anticipated to create a
large amount of waste, nor will it consume large amounts of water during either construction or
operations. Based on the site engineering and design plans, the RCCD will construct all
necessary infrastructure extensions of existing lines to the site in order to meet any water,
electrical, and sewer demands for the project. Any potential impacts related to such infrastructure
are anticipated to be minimal. The RCCD will also install any necessary fire service with
backflow device lines and fire hydrants to ensure a reliable and appropriate water source exists
on site for firefighting purposes. Existing fire department connections already exist along the
access roadway that runs along the north and northeast portion of the project site. In addition, the
RCCD will pay any applicable connection fees and monthly usage charges that may be required
for the use of such utilities. The RCCD will also determine whether additional electrical
connections, meters, or infrastructure is required to meet the electrical demand of the project.
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=

Project Title:
Student Academic Services Phase III Building
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Bart Doering, Project Manager
951.222.8680
Bart.Doering@rcc.edu

4. Project Location:

The project site is located at 16130 Lasselle Street, at the northeasterly corner of the college,
in the City of Moreno Valley, California.

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

6. General Plan Designation:
Public Facilities (P)

7. Zoning:
Public District (P)

8. Description of Project:

The RCCD is proposing to construct a three-story building of approximately 38,000 square
feet of usable space. The footprint of the building will be approximately 15,000 square feet,
located approximately 16 feet from the existing humanities building, which will be connected
via a pedestrian skyway. The entire site will be constructed within the existing college
boundaries. The first floor of the building will be predominantly comprised of a dining hall,
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food services, a large auditorium, and audio/visual technology space. The second floor will
be comprised of office space and student classrooms. The third floor will include additional
office space and audio/visual technology storage space.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
The Moreno Valley College site is surrounded on three sides by predominantly residential
uses. The entire eastern boundary of the college is dedicated as open space. Land use
designations around the site include R5 (Residential: Maximum 5 units per acre), R10

(Residential: Maximum 10 units per acre), R20 (Residential: Maximum 20 units per acre),
and OS (Open Space). The college itself is designated as P (Public Facilities).

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required:

None.
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4.1 Environmental Factors That Could Result in a Potentially
Significant Impact

The environmental factors listed below are not checked because the proposed project would not
result in a "potentially significant impact" after mitigation has been included as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages and supported by substantial evidence provided in this
document.

[ ] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture and Forestry [ ] Air Quality
Resources

[_] Biological Resources [] Cultural Resources [ ] Geology/Soils

[ ] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [_] Hazards and Hazardous [] Hydrology/Water Quality
Materials

[] Land Use/Planning [ ] Mineral Resources [ ] Noise

[_] Population/Housing [] Public Services [] Recreation

[_] Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/Services Systems ~ [_] Mandatory Findings of

Significance

DX None with Mitigation

4.2 Environmental Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

< 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 the mitigation measures described in
Sections 4.3 and summarized in Section 5.0 have been incorporated into the project. A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ ]I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[ ] 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
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adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

[ ]I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further
is required.

Z e 11/18/2010
Bart Doering, Project Manage Date
Riverside Community Collegd District

4.3 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
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Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

5. 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.
State CEQA Guidelines, section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,”" describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources. A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question.

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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431 Aesthetics

: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

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

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

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day- or night-time views in the
area?

[

[]
[]
[]

[

[]
[]
[]

X

[]
X
X

[

X
[]
[]

Discussion

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less than Significant Impact. The Scenic Resources section of the City of Moreno
Valley General Plan (2006) recognizes the importance of certain vista points within the
City. The major aesthetic resources within the study area include views of the mountain
as well as southerly views to the valley. The City of Moreno Valley General Plan states
the major scenic resources within Moreno Valley are visible along State Route 60.
According to the City's General Plan, as well as specific site visits of the college, there
are no scenic vistas in the immediate area, and the proposed project will not significantly
impact any local views of the area. Given the existing elevations and structures located
on site, the addition of this 3-story structure on site at the current location will not create
a significant impact to any scenic vistas. The proposed building is located towards the
back of the existing campus in an area that has already been developed for such uses and
which already includes existing structures of similar size and height located to the south
and west of the site, including the existing main library and humanities building.

Current views of the project site are of an existing flat paved area with grass and some
miscellaneous piles of earthen fill, as well as the existing area where a food service
portable had been previously located. There are no unique visual resources in this specific
area that would be impacted by the proposed project. Development of the new building
would not be a substantial increase in scale compared to the surrounding college
structures and would not block any scenic views of surrounding hillsides or ridgelines.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would result in a less than significant
impact on a scenic vista.
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b)

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. According to the California Department of Transportation (2009), there are
no officially designated or eligible state scenic highways located adjacent to or near the
project site. The closest segments of state scenic highway are CA-74, located a
significant distance south of the project site. Implementation of the proposed project
would not impact scenic resources within a state scenic highway.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project site consists of an existing flat paved
area with grass and some miscellaneous piles of earthen fill, as well as the existing area
where a food service portable had been previously located. The proposed development
would substantially alter the visual character of the project site, thereby affecting views of
the site from some residential homes to the north of the college, as well as form visitors to
the college campus. The proposed project, while different from the current site conditions,
is not expected to degrade the visual character or quality of the site. The proposed building
will be constructed to be similar to the existing humanities and main library that already
exist to the west and south of the proposed project site and by incorporating standards for
architectural style and organization for development of the site, the visual character and
quality of the site will be improved. The proposed project's design elements (architecture,
site planning, and landscaping) will be coordinated and result in an organized visual effect
that will blend in with the surrounding environment and existing college buildings. Overall,
the visual contrast will be minimal and impacts would be less than significant.

Currently, most motorists or surrounding residential homes already have any views
beyond the college obstructed by the existing library and student services buildings. The
inclusion of the proposed building will not substantially add to this obstruction and will
not remove any current unblocked views looking beyond the college. The design of the
structure will blend with the existing college design and structures and will not detract
from existing views of the college. Any impacts are deemed to be less than significant.
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Construction activities would cause short-term visual quality impacts to nearby residents,
motorists, and college users. Due to the temporary nature of changes in visual character
and quality resulting from construction, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would result in the addition of
lighting for the structure, walkways, and landscaped areas. However, the existing surface
area, walkways, plaza, and existing structures in the immediate area, which include the
main library and humanities building, are currently lighted for nighttime use. While the
proposed structure will increase the intensity of the existing land use, as well as
additional sources of lighting, the project will comply with the City's Municipal Code
(2009), Sections 19.10.110 (Light and Glare) and 19.08.100 (Lighting), which require
that all lights be directed, oriented, and shielded to prevent light from shining onto
adjacent residential properties. Additionally, as directed by the City's Municipal Code, on
site lighting will not exceed .5 foot-candle beyond the property line and shall not blink,
flash, oscillate, or be of unusually high intensity or brightness. Lighting will conform to
the City's requirements regarding coverage, intensity, and adherence to the City's
Municipal Code. Given the project's conformance to the City's Municipal Code, and use
of shielding and intensity controls, light and glare resulting from the project would not
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and impacts would be less than
significant. Further, there are no residential homes located in the near vicinity, and given
the new building’s location, predominant views of the new structure will be primarily
from viewpoints within the existing college campus. Therefore, no significant nighttime
impacts area anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
4.3.2 Agricultural and Forest Resources

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
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information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the
state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the
Forest Legacy Assessment project. Forest carbon measurement methodology is provided in the
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board (CARB).

: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and [] [] [] X
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,
to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? D D D &
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland D D D &
Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?
d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use? D D D |Z
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion
of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of D D D &
forest land to non-forest use?

Discussion

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

No Impact. The proposed project does not contain Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance, and the property is not designated for agricultural
resources as shown on Figure 2-2 or Figure 4-1 of the City of Moreno Valley General
Plan (2006). According to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resource Agency, the project and its vicinity are classified as "Urban and
Built-up Land" (California Department of Conservation 2008). This classification applies
to land occupied by structures and is used for residential, industrial, commercial,
construction, institutional, and other developed purposes, and is not applied to Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of State or Local Importance. Therefore, no
impacts would result.
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b)

d)

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The project site is currently designated as Public Facilities (P) under the
City's General Plan and zoned as Public District, which is not an agricultural zoning
designation. The Public Facilities and District designations purpose and intent is to
provide for the conduct of public and institutional activities, including providing
protected designated areas for public and institutional facilities (City of Moreno Valley
2009). In addition, the project site is not subject to any Williamson Act contracts.
Therefore, no impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

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

No Impact. As described in responses (a) and (b) above, no portion of the project is
located within or adjacent to existing agricultural areas, nor would facilities necessary for
project implementation or operation result in any impacts to ongoing agricultural
operations or the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use. According to Figure 2-2
and Figure 4-1 of the City of Moreno Valley General Plan, open space areas exist to the
east of the eastern border of the college. While the General Plan discusses the use of open
space for some agricultural or forest resource purposes (Section 4.2.3, Open Space for the
Production of Resources), open space devoted to such purposes only encompasses today
a small amount of land within the City and does not exist in or around the college area.
Moreover, the proposed project site is not located within a zoning area for forest land or
timberland, and the project will not have any impact on any forest land or timber
production. The site is zoned for public facilities, and no agricultural land or timberland
will be physically impacted in any way. Therefore, conversion of existing farmland or
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4.3.3

forest land to non-agricultural or non-forest uses would not occur due to the proposed
project; the project will not result in the loss of any forest land; and the proposed project
will not conflict with any zoning provisions for either agriculture or forest land and
timberland. There will be no impact on such resources.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Air Quality

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

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? D D |X| D
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality |:| |:| |X| |:|

violation?
c) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing D D |X| D
emissions, which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?

d) E;(rﬁ)g:ﬁt:,aetir;srig\ée receptors to substantial pollutant I:I I:I |X| I:I
e) Slzt;]attxe; ro:gzgg)pr;ggle odors affecting a substantial I:I I:I |X| I:I
Discussion
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Less than Significant Impact. An Air Quality Technical Report was prepared for the
project site in order to identify air quality impacts that have the potential to result from
development of the proposed project (Dudek 2010). For reference purposes, the Air
Quality Technical Report is included as Appendix A.

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the regional agency
responsible for the regulation and enforcement of federal, state, and local air pollution
control regulations in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), where the proposed project is
located. The SCAQMD sets forth quantitative emission significance thresholds below
which a project would not have a significant impact on ambient air quality. The

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 4-11



Backup I11-A-1

December 14, 2010

Page 32 of 106
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

SCAQMD also recommends the evaluation of localized air quality impacts to sensitive
receptors in the immediate vicinity of the project because of construction activities,
utilizing the SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold Methodology. Refer to
Appendix A for more information regarding significance thresholds and analysis
methodologies.

Construction of the proposed project would result in a temporary addition of pollutants to
the local airshed caused by soil disturbance, dust emissions, and combustion pollutants
from on-site construction equipment, as well as from off-site trucks hauling construction
materials. Fugitive dust emissions (respirable particulate matter (PM;o)) would be
minimized with the incorporation of standard construction measures and adherence with
the SCAQMD rules and requirements. The analysis concludes that daily construction
emissions would not exceed the thresholds for VOC, NOy, CO, SOy, PM;o, or PM; 5. As
such, the construction of the proposed project would result in a less than significant
mmpact.

Estimated daily maximum construction emissions for the proposed project are presented
in Table 4.3.3-1.

Table 4.3.3-1
Estimated Daily Maximum Construction Emissions
(Ibs/day unmitigated)
| voc | No. [ co | sox | Pmo PMa2s
Year 2011
Proposed Project 2.80 19.83 11.23 0.00 2.25 1.33
Pollutant
Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold
Exceeded? No No No No No No
Year 2012
Proposed Project 10.45* 16.49 13.15 0.00 1.28 117
Pollutant
Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold
Exceeded? No No No No No No

The SCAQMD recommends the evaluation of localized NO,, CO, PM;y, and PM;;
impacts as a result of construction activities to sensitive receptors in the immediate
vicinity of the project site. The SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold
Methodology specifies the maximum allowable daily emissions that would satisfy the
localized significance criteria. As shown, construction activities would not generate
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emissions in excess of site-specific localized significance thresholds, and impacts at

sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site would be less than significant.

Table 4.3.3-2
Localized Significance Thresholds Analysis for Maximum Construction Emissions
Construction
Emissions LST Criteria
Pollutant (pound/day)? (pounds/day)® Exceeds LST?
NO. 19.83 419 No
Cco 13.15 4,415 No
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM1o) 2.25 67 No
Fine Particulate Matter (PMz2.5) 1.33 20 No

Operations of the project would produce VOC, NOy, CO, SOy, PM | and PM; s emissions
from area sources, which include space heating and cooling, and motor vehicle trips.
Vehicular traffic would be primarily generated by community college students, staff, and
faculty of the RCCD Moreno Valley Campus.

To estimate the emissions associated with operation of the proposed 38,000-square-foot
Student Academic Services Building, project-generated daily traffic was modeled
utilizing the college land use trips per 1,000 square feet gross floor area, based on the
Traffic Impact Report prepared for the proposed project. The URBEMIS 2007 model was
utilized to estimate daily emissions from proposed vehicular sources. URBEMIS 2007
default data, including temperature, trip characteristics, variable start information,
emission factors, and trip distances, were used for the model inputs in order to provide
conservative estimations of potential operational emissions. Project-related traffic was
assumed to be comprised of a mixture of vehicles in accordance with the model outputs
for traffic. Emission factors representing the vehicle mix for initial operation in 2013
were used to estimate emissions.

In addition to estimating mobile source emissions, the URBEMIS 2007 model was also
used to estimate emissions from the project area sources, which include natural gas
appliances and space and water heating, gasoline-powered landscape maintenance
equipment, and architectural coatings. The estimation of proposed operational emissions
is based upon typical junior/community college use.

The analysis concludes that daily operational emissions would not exceed the thresholds
for criteria pollutants, and as a result, operation of the proposed project would result in a
less than significant impact to air quality. Estimated daily maximum operational
emissions related to the proposed project are provided in Table 4.3.3-3.
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Table 4.3.3-3
Estimated Daily Maximum Operational Emissions
(Ibs/day unmitigated)
| voc | Nox | co | sO. | PMp PM2s
Summer
Area Source 0.37 0.39 186 0.00 0.01 0.01
Emissions
Vehicular Source 5.85 8.66 75.95 0.10 16.39 3.91
Emissions
c°mbé"e.d Total 6.22 9.05 77.81 0.10 16.40 3.20
missions
Pollutant Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold
Exceeded? No No No No No No
Winter
’ére.a Source 0.25 0.37 0.31 0.00 0.00 0.00
missions
\E’eh""?'ar Source 6.52 10.41 72,08 0.08 16.39 319
missions
°°"‘bé“°.d Total | ¢ 10.78 73.00 0.08 16.39 3.19
missions
Pollutant Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold
Exceeded? No No No No No No

The analysis illustrates that the proposed project will not cause substantial emissions to
be released either during project construction or during operation of the proposed
building. Impacts are therefore less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?
Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (a) above. The proposed project would
not violate or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.
This potential impact would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
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Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)?

Less than Significant Impact. In analyzing cumulative impacts from the proposed
project, the analysis must specifically evaluate a project’s contribution to the cumulative
increase in pollutants for which the SCAB is listed as nonattainment for the NAAQS or
CAAQS. If the proposed project does not exceed thresholds and is determined to have
less than significant project-specific impacts, it may still have a cumulatively
considerable impact on air quality if the emissions from the project, in combination with
the emissions from other proposed or reasonably foreseeable future projects, are in excess
of established thresholds. However, the project would only be considered to have a
cumulative impact if the project’s contribution accounts for a significant proportion of the
cumulative total emissions.

PM;y and PM,s emissions associated with construction generally result in near-field
impacts. As discussed above under response (a), the emissions of all criteria pollutants,
including PM;y and PM, s, would be well below the significance levels. Construction
would be short-term and consistent with the size and scale of the proposed project.
Construction activities required for the implementation of the proposed project would be
considered minor and not intensive. It is unlikely that construction would be conducted
for the proposed project at the same time and in the same general vicinity as other major
construction projects given the surrounding nature of the already built environment as
well as the dedicated open space tied to the Lake Perris State Recreational Area.
Therefore, project construction is not anticipated to result in a cumulatively significant
impact on air quality.

With regard to cumulative impacts associated with O3 precursors, in general, if a project
is consistent with the community and general plans, it has been accounted for in the O;
attainment demonstration contained within the State Implementation Plan. As such, it
would not cause a cumulatively significant impact on the ambient air quality for Os. The
proposed project does not represent a significant increase in projected traffic over the
current conditions. Emissions of O3 precursors (VOCs and NOy) would be well below the
screening-level thresholds during construction, and would not result in any significant
increase of O3 precursors during operation. Thus the proposed project would not result in
a cumulatively significant impact on O3 concentrations.

As a result, implementation of the proposed project would not result in any cumulatively
considerable impacts to air quality.
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d)

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Air quality problems arise when the rate of pollutant
emissions exceeds the rate of dispersion. Reduced visibility, eye irritation, and adverse
health impacts upon those persons termed sensitive receptors are the most serious hazards
of existing air quality conditions in the area. Some land uses are considered more
sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on the population groups and
the activities involved. People most likely to be affected by air pollution, as identified by
the CARB, include children, the elderly, athletes, and people with cardiovascular and
chronic respiratory diseases. Sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds,
childcare centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers,
convalescent centers, and retirement homes.

The greatest potential for TAC emissions during construction would be diesel particulate
emissions from heavy equipment operations and heavy-duty trucks and the associated
health impacts to sensitive receptors. The nearest sensitive receptors are single-family
residences to the north and west of the project site. Health effects from carcinogenic air
toxics are usually described in terms of cancer risk. The SCAQMD recommends an
incremental cancer risk threshold of 10 in 1 million. Incremental Cancer Risk” is the
likelihood that a person continuously exposed to concentrations of TACs resulting from a
project over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer based on the use of standard risk-
assessment methodology. The project would not require the extensive use of heavy-duty
construction equipment, which is subject to a CARB Airborne Toxics Control Measure
for in-use diesel construction equipment to reduce diesel particulate emissions, and would
not involve extensive use of diesel trucks. The construction period for proposed project
would total up to 16 months, after which project-related TAC emissions would cease.
Thus, the proposed project would not result in a long-term (i.e., 70 years) source of TAC
emissions. No residual TAC emissions and corresponding cancer risk are anticipated after
construction. As such, the exposure of project-related TAC emission impacts to sensitive
receptors during construction would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 4-16



Backup I11-A-1
December 14, 2010
Page 37 of 106

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. Odors are a form of air pollution that is most obvious to
the public. Odors can present significant problems for both the source and surrounding
community. Although offensive odors seldom cause physical harm, they can be annoying
and cause concern.

Construction Odor Impacts. Potential sources that may emit odors during construction
activities include diesel equipment and gasoline fumes and solvents from the application
of paint. Odors from these sources would be localized and generally confined to the
project site. The release of potential odor-causing compounds would tend to be during the
work day, when many residents would not be at home. Furthermore, the SCAQMD rules
restrict the VOC content (the source of odor-causing compounds) in paints. The proposed
project would utilize typical construction techniques in compliance with SCAQMD rules.
Additionally, the odors would be temporary. As such, proposed project construction
would not cause an odor nuisance, and odor impacts would be less than significant.

Operational Odor Impacts. Land uses and industrial operations that are associated with
odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food-processing
plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies and fiberglass molding.
The proposed project entails the operation of student academic services building that
would include a dining hall and food services, which have the potential to produce odor
emissions; however, these potential odor emissions would likely be minor. Furthermore,
food service is not considered a land use associated with odor complaints per the
SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook. As such, project operations would result in a less-than-
significant odor impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.4 Biological Resources
. Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or

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

[

[

[

X

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the [] [] [] X
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, [] [] [] X
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, D D D |Z
or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites?
e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy [] [] X
or ordinance?
f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation I:I I:I I:I &
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
Discussion
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
No Impact. The proposed project site is not known to contain habitat for any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service. The majority of onsite vegetation is comprised of turf and asphalt.
The site is located in an urban environment and has already been scraped and paved. The
area around the site has been primarily developed for residential and college uses. The
area that has not been paved or covered with turf is highly disturbed and has been scraped
with zero vegetation. No burrows were located on site, and no habitat typical for
burrowing owls (Athene cunicularia) were evident. While large open space habitat does
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b)

exist to the east of the college boundary, the proposed project will not interfere with any
open space or potential species in that area given the location of the proposed structure
within the boundaries of the existing college. Therefore, no impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. Refer to response (a) above. No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communities exist on the project site. While there are open cement channels that drain to
a small detention basin and then overflow to the surface parking lot and community storm
drain, the channels do not support riparian habitat and do not provide downstream
support to other areas where riparian habitat exists. Moreover, as discussed previously,
the site does not support any other sensitive natural communities and will not interfere
with any such communities. Therefore, no impacts on riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community would occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. Refer to response (a) above. No federally protected wetlands as defined from
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act exist on the project site. Implementation of the
proposed project would not result in impacts to any wetlands within the project vicinity.
While an existing detention basin does exist below the site to capture and temporarily
hold stormwater runoff that includes runoff from the proposed building site, this is not
deemed to be a federally protected wetland. Moreover, the construction or operation of
the proposed project will have no off-site or downstream impacts to protected wetlands.
No impacts to federally protected wetlands are anticipated to occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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d)

f)

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

No Impact. There is no onsite vegetation aside from existing turf which does not provide
nesting or roost sites for any raptors, nor does it provide significant movement corridors
for mammalian or bird migration. While implementation of the project would result in
removal of portions of the existing on-site turf, impacts to migratory wildlife are not
anticipated to be impacted. The addition of any future landscaping will remain consistent
with the City of Moreno Valley's landscaping requirements as defined in the City's
Municipal Code (2009) and General Plan (2006a). Additionally, most of the existing site
has already been paved with asphalt as part of the existing college campus. As a result, no
impacts would occur, and the proposed project will not interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species and will not
interfere with established wildlife corridors or nursery sites.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. Title 9, Planning and Zoning, of the City's Municipal Code contains policies
regarding street trees and vegetation (City of Moreno Valley 2009, Chapters 9.14 and
9.17). Currently, as designed, the proposed project will only be removing existing turf;
regardless, any removal of the existing ornamental landscaping located to the northeast of
the site would not violate any of these provisions. Additionally, all future landscape
planting will conform to the City's Municipal Code. No additional local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources would apply. No impact would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Impact. The proposed project does not conflict with an adopted habitat conservation
plan, natural community conservation plan, or any other locally approved regional or
state habitat conservation plans. The Western Riverside Multiple Species Habitat
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Conservation Plan (MSHCP) (County of Riverside 2003) is the adopted local habitat
conservation plan for this area of western Riverside County. The area falls within the
Reche Canyon/Badlands Area Plan; however, the proposed project is not located within
an existing cell, cell group, proposed habitat core, or wildlife linkage (City of Moreno
Valley 2006b, Figure 5.9-4). While the Lake Perris State Recreational Area exists east of
the college boundary, in no way would this proposed project impact that recreational area
or the open space identified on Figure 2-2, Land Use, or Figure 4-1, Open Space, of the
City of Moreno Valley General Plan. Additionally, while the area located east of the
college boundary has been identified as public/quasi-public (PQP) lands pursuant to the
MSHCP, the proposed project will not negatively impact that land, and no part of the
college has been identified a PQP lands. The RCCD will pay any required MSHCP and
Stephens' kangaroo rat (Dipodomys stephensi) fees applicable to the proposed project. No
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans would apply to the
project area. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.5 Cultural Resources
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance |:| |:| |:| &

of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

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

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

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

O OO
X X X
O OO
O OO

Discussion

a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in 815064.5?

No Impact. The City of Moreno Valley General Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
(2006b) provides a listing of historic resource inventory structure on Table 5.10-1, along
with Figure 5.10-1 that illustrates their exact location on a map. The closest structure to
the proposed project is in the Moreno Community, located northeast of the project site on
Alessandro Boulevard. According to the Conservation Element of the City's General Plan
(2006a), there are no historic sites located at or around the project area. Section 7.2.2 of
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b)

the General Plan states there are no sites within the Moreno Valley study area listed as a
state landmark or any sites listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The project
will also not interfere with any of the City designated landmarks such as The Old Moreno
Valley Schoolhouse located on the northwest corner of Alessandro Boulevard and
Wilmot Street or the First Congregational Church of Moreno, built in 1891.

As discussed in the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, a historic resource need not
only include such resources already identified as being listed on the California Register
of Historic Resources, but it may include such resources deemed by the lead agency to be
eligible of such a listing. It can be a structure, building, place, or area that may have been
associated with an event or person, or it may represent distinctive characteristics of a
type, period, region, or method of construction; or it may reveal additional information
important to our understanding of history. Thus, there are any number of potential
qualities that would identify an area as a potential historic resource. Regardless, the
proposed project is not located within any identified historic districts and will not impact
any identified or potentially eligible historic resources in the area or areas of potential
historic value. No historic structures will be removed from the proposed project site, and
the proposed project will not damage any area of particular historic value. Due to the lack
of historic resources in and around the project site, no impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. According to the
Conservation Element of the City's General Plan, in 1987 the Archaeological Research
Unit of the University of California conducted an inventory of archaeological sites within
the City of Moreno Valley. It found a total of 168 recorded sites, the majority of which
were located in surrounding hillsides. Most of the identified artifacts related to milling
and food processing by native peoples, likely ancestors of the Luiseno and Cahuilla
Indian tribes that were the first inhabitants of the greater area. The inventory also found
rock art and the remains of an adobe structure. According to the General Plan EIR, over
190 potential sites exist within the City. As stated in the EIR, in order to organize the
sites into a meaningful and useful patter, the City created "complexes" that typically
contained one or more habitation areas and scattered milling stations. Figure 5.10-2 of the
General Plan EIR illustrates these complexes and their location throughout the City. The
two closest "complexes" to the proposed project appear to be the Wolfskill Ranch North
and the Wolfskill Ranch West complexes, the latter being the closest to the college.
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The General Plan EIR states that the Wolfskill Ranch North complex appears to have
four habitation areas will a number of milling features and stations, midden (typically a
domestic refuse heap), and rock paintings and pictographs. The closer of the two
complexes (Wolfskill Ranch West) is comprised of a habitation area and 19 additional
milling stations. These complexes have been primarily preserved by the City's decision to
designate these areas as Open Space.

According to the Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation prepared for the proposed project,
artificial fill materials as well as alluvial soil locally underlie the project site (Leighton
Consulting, Inc. 2010). The undocumented fills are likely associated with previous
grading across the project site when the site was originally graded as part of the overall
campus development in 1990. Although unlikely given the existing grading of the site
that has already taken place, since the geotechnical report suggests grading of the upper
portion of the artificial fill up to a depth of 7 feet below the existing ground surface (bgs),
grading at the site could potentially affect unknown archaeological resources.

The proposed site, as previously discussed has been graded, scraped, and asphalted.
Undocumented artificial fill materials predominantly underlie the site, as well as alluvial
soil consisting of reddish-brown sand with varying amounts of gravel, and granitic
bedrock. The area is highly disturbed, and no archaeological resources are anticipated to
be located on site. In addition, the proposed project will not impact the existing Wolfskill
Ranch complexes. However, despite the anticipated less than significant impact finding,
given the site's proximity to the complexes and the unknown potential for buried
resources to be located typically during grading activities, Mitigation Measure CR-1 will
be implemented. Implementation of this measure will be consistent with the mitigation
provided in the General Plan EIR and will minimize or eliminate potential impacts to
unknown archaeological resources that may be buried underneath the project site.
Impacts would therefore be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

CR-1: In the event that archaeological resources or sites containing human remains
or artifacts are inadvertently discovered during construction activities
(including grading), all construction work shall be halted in the vicinity of the
discovery until the Riverside Community College District can contact a
registered professional archaeologist to visit the site of discovery and assess
the significance and origin of the archaeological resource. If the resource is
determined to be of Native American origin, the appropriate Native American
tribe shall be consulted. Treatment of encountered archeological resources and
sites may include monitoring, resource recovery, and documentation. For any
human remains discovered, the county coroner will be contacted, and all
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procedures shall comply with California Health and Safety Code, Section
7050.5, and Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As indicated on Figure
5.10-3 of the General Plan EIR, the project site is located in an area determined to be of
low potential for paleontological resources. Yet, a search of the County of Riverside's
land information system identified the area as having a High B, which corresponds to a
high potential or sensitivity for such resources (County of Riverside 2010). The City's
General Plan EIR states that the Moreno Valley area contains sedimentary rock with the
potential to contain such resources and which may be subject to significant impacts
during ground disturbance. However, it also found that much of the area is covered by
recent alluvium that overlies such sedimentary rock of the Mt. Eden and San Timoteo
Formations and that typical excavation depths for most developments would not likely
penetrate such depths to reach these resources. Additionally, according to the General
Plan EIR, the areas of the highest potential for paleontological resources are located
within the hills in the Badlands planning area.

As discussed under b) above, due to the potential to encounter unknown resources during
grading activities associated with the removal of the top 7 feet of artificial fill over the
site, implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-2 is required. By retaining a qualified
paleontologist to monitor for these resources if inadvertently discovered, the RCCD will
ensure that a proper inspection of exposed surfaces is conducted to determine if fossils
are present and that appropriate treatment of any paleontological resources is
implemented. Impacts would therefore be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

CR-2: In the event that paleontological resources are inadvertently discovered during
construction activities (including grading), all construction work shall be
halted in the vicinity of the discovery until a qualified paleontologist retained
by the Riverside Community College District can visit the site and assess the
significance of the potential paleontological resource. Specifically, the
qualified paleontologist shall conduct on-site paleontological monitoring for
the project site to include inspection of exposed surfaces to determine if
fossils are present. The monitor shall have authority to divert grading away
from exposed fossils temporarily in order to recover the fossil specimens.
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d)

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Refer to the response to b)
above. There is no indication that development on the project site would disturb any
human remains; however, the potential exists to uncover human remains during grading.
Although unlikely, the discovery of human remains would be a potentially significant
impact without mitigation.

Due to the potential to uncover human remains during grading activities, implementation
of Mitigation Measure CR-1 is required. By ceasing all construction work in the vicinity
of any potential discovery of human remains until a registered professional archaeologist
can visit the site of discovery and assess the significance and origin of the archaeological
resource, as well as contacting the county coroner and complying with required state law
regarding the discovery of human remains, any potential impacts related to human
remains will be substantively reduced. Impacts would therefore be less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implement Mitigation Measure CR-1.
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4.3.6 Geology and Soils

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant With Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

[
[
X
[

i)  Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

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

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

O O 0O gaon
O O 0O Xxgoo
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Discussion

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

) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Less than Significant Impact. According to the City of Moreno Valley General
Plan EIR (2006a), the City lies primarily on bedrock known as the Perris Block.
This structural unit is located within the Peninsular Range Geomorphic Province,
one of the major geologic provinces of Southern California. The Perris Block is a
large mass of granitic rock generally bounded by the San Jacinto Fault, the
Elsinore Fault, the Santa Ana River, and a non-defined southeast boundary. The
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nearest fault zone is the San Jacinto Fault, which is located approximately 5 miles
northeast of the project site. This fault zone has experienced significant activity in
the recent geologic past. Additionally, the San Andreas Fault is located
approximately 16 miles northeast of the site. According to the City's General Plan
and the General Plan EIR, the site is not located within an existing fault zone, and
no faults appear to run under the project area (City of Moreno Valley 2006b,
Figure 6-3, Geologic Faults & Liquefaction; City of Moreno Valley 2006a, Figure
5.6-2, Seismic Hazards). No active or potentially active fault is known to exist at
the project site, nor is the site situated within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zone, a State of California Special Studies Zone, or a County of Riverside
designated fault zone.

According to the geotechnical investigation prepared for the proposed project by
Leighton Consulting, Inc., the site is not located over any known faults and is not
located near a pressure ridge or within a current State of California designated
Earthquake Fault Zone, and the potential for future surface rupture of active faults
on site is considered to be very low (Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010). Therefore,
damage resulting from surface rupture or fault displacement is not expected at the
project site. Impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact. Because the project site is located in seismically
active Southern California, it is subject to moderate to severe ground shaking in
the event of a major earthquake along any of the active faults in the region. The
known regional active faults that could produce the most significant ground
shaking at the site include the San Jacinto, San Andreas, and the Elsinore-Glen
Ivy faults. The closest fault to the site appears to be the San Jacinto fault roughly
8 kilometers (5 miles) away from the site. The site, however, does not possess any
greater seismic risk than that of the surrounding developments. According to the
USGS 2008 Interactive Deaggregations utility, the predominant modal earthquake
for the site has a PHGA of 0.80g with a magnitude of approximately 7.6 Mw at a
distance of 9 kilometers for the Maximum Considered Earthquake (MCE) which
refers to a 2% probability of exceedance in 50 years, and a PHGA for the design
earthquake (2/3rds of the MCE) of 0.54g (cited in Leighton Consulting, Inc.
2010). Site-specific ground motion hazard analysis was completed for the site in
order to develop a design response spectrum in accordance with the 2007
California Building Code and American Society of Civil Engineers Standards, a
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summary of which is included in Appendix B (the project's geotechnical report),
as well as all recommended seismic design acceleration parameters (Leighton
Consulting, Inc. 2010). All seismic design of the structures would be performed in
accordance with the Uniform Building Code guidelines, and as a result structural
damage resulting from ground shaking would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact. Liquefaction is the loss of soils strength or
stiffness due to a buildup of pore-water pressure during strong ground shaking
activity and is typically associated with loose, granular, and saturated soils.
According to both the City's General Plan and the Riverside County Land
Information System, the site is designated as having a low to moderate
liquefaction potential, and it is not shown on an area requiring liquefaction
hazards needing to be studied on the Riverside County Geologic Hazards Map
(Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010). The geotechnical report found that regional
groundwater maps and data indicate that groundwater levels have not risen above
a historic depth of 200 feet below ground surface and that the earth units
encountered were dense in consistency. Additionally, based upon borings sampled
at the site and the proposed recompaction recommendations, the on-site soils do
not have any significant potential for seismically induced settlement and only has
the potential for less than 2 inch of seismic settlement during a design earthquake
(Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010). Therefore, the potential for liquefaction, or
other effects of liquefaction including lateral spreading or induced settlement, is
very low and any potential impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
iv) Landslides?

Less than Significant Impact. The site is located west of a granitic bedrock hill
which peaks approximately 200 feet above the elevation of the site and is inclined
at a slope of roughly 2.5/1 horizontal to vertical (Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010).
The slope was therefore analyzed with a seismic stability screening analysis.
Since the proposed project site does not lie within or in close proximity to a
historic landslide, contains colluvium-filled gullies, cliffs, or other failure-
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susceptible features, holds groundwater at relatively shallow depths, or has the
potential of being subjected to artificially heightened groundwater levels due to
future upslope development, the slope in question above the site does not meet
any of the initial seismic screening analysis criteria. A retaining wall is planned to
replace the existing slope located along the northeastern boundary of the project
site. According to the geotechnical report from Leighton Consulting, the slope
was evaluated for seismic stability and it was determined that the site is not
susceptible to seismically induced landslides (Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010).
Landslides may result from heavy rain, erosion, removal of vegetation, seismic
activity, or combinations of these factors. The project site has not been identified
as a slide-prone area, as it is relatively flat. As a result, impacts resulting from
landslides would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Construction activities such
as grading may have the potential to cause soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. As required
in Mitigation Measure HYD-2 in Section 4.3.8 the grading and erosion control plan will
include erosion control measures such as silt fencing and sand bagging to prevent on- and
off-site erosion. Additional erosion control measures may be used as appropriate
depending on field conditions to prevent erosion and/or the introduction of dirt, mud, or
debris into existing public streets and/or onto adjacent properties during construction. As
part of the plan, topsoil will be stockpiled and covered on the project site for reuse.

A project-specific WQMP is in the process of being prepared for the project, which
identifies BMPs that would be employed to prevent discharge of other project-related
pollutants that could contaminate nearby water resources. An implementation inspection
and maintenance program is proposed as part of the WQMP to ensure that BMPs are
implemented according to design and are effective in controlling discharges of
stormwater-related pollutants.

Short-term erosion effects during the construction phase of the project would be
prevented through implementation of a grading and erosion control plan as provided in
Mitigation Measure HYD-2, which would incorporate BMPs to reduce project-related
hydrology and water quality impacts. The BMPs provided in the WQMP prepared for the
project would prevent the discharge of pollutants that could contaminate nearby water
resources and cause erosion, thereby addressing both short- and long-term erosion
impacts. In addition, a system of storm drains, along with future drainage basin

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 4-29



Backup I11-A-1

December 14, 2010

Page 50 of 106
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

d)

enhancement, and anticipated subsurface chambers to capture runoff as part of the new
parking garage project to the west of the project site would be provided throughout the
developed site, along with landscaped areas and groundcovers, thereby preventing soil
erosion upon build-out of the project. Impacts would therefore be less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implement Mitigation Measure HYD-2.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to responses (a)(i) through (a)(iv) regarding the risk
of strong seismic shaking, lateral spreading, landslides, subsidence, and liquefaction. The
site is locally underlain by artificial fill materials, alluvial soils, and granitic bedrock.
Based upon site investigations, the geotechnical report concluded that the alluvial and
artificial soil are slightly to moderately compressible, but that the bedrock below that is
not compressible (Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010). Thus, partial removal and
recompaction of this material will be necessary to reduce a different settlement of the
site. Moreover, tests of the soils for expansiveness determined that the near-surface
samples of the soils taken from the site show an expansion index of 5, which represents a
very low expansion potential (Leighton Consulting, Inc. 2010). Impacts are anticipated to
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (c) above. The proposed project is not
located on expansive soils that would create a substantial risk to life or property;
therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?
No Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would not result in the need for a
septic tank or alternative wastewater disposal system. Future development would connect
to the public sewer system where adequate sewer capacity is anticipated. No impact would
result.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Environmental Issues
Would the project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

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
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

[] [] X []
[] [] X []

Discussion

a)

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

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

Less than Significant Impact. Global climate change is a cumulative impact, and a
project participates in this potential impact through its incremental contribution combined
with the cumulative increase of all other sources of greenhouse gases (GHGs). There are
currently no established thresholds for measuring the significance of a project's
cumulative contribution to global climate change; however, all reasonable efforts should
be made to minimize a project's contribution to global climate change.

While the proposed project would result in emissions of GHGs during construction and
operation, no guidance exists to indicate what level of GHG emissions would be
considered substantial enough to result in a significant adverse impact on global climate.
However, it is generally the case that an individual project is of insufficient magnitude by
itself to influence climate change or result in a substantial contribution to the global GHG
inventory. Thus, GHG impacts are recognized as exclusively cumulative impacts; there
are no non-cumulative GHG emission impacts from a climate change perspective.

November 2010
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Accordingly, further discussion of the project's GHG emissions and their impact on
global climate are addressed below.

Construction of the proposed project would result in GHG emissions, which are primarily
associated with use of off-road construction equipment and vehicles and on-road
construction and worker vehicles. The URBEMIS 2007 model was used to calculate the
annual CO, emissions based on the construction scenario described in Section 7.1 of the
air quality and greenhouse gas emissions technical report. The model results were
adjusted to estimate CH4 and N,O emissions in addition to CO;. The CO, emissions from
off-road equipment and on-road trucks, which are assumed by URBEMIS 2007 to be
diesel fueled, were adjusted by a factor derived from the relative CO,, CH4, and N,O for
diesel fuel as reported in the California Climate Action Registry’s (CCAR) General
Reporting Protocol for transportation fuels and the GWP for each GHG. The CO,
emissions associated with construction worker trips and vendor trips were multiplied by a
factor based on the assumption that CO, represents 95% of the CO,E emissions
associated with passenger vehicles (EPA 2005). The results were then converted from
annual tons per year to metric tons per year. Table 4.3.7-1, Estimated Construction
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, presents construction emissions for the proposed project in
the years 2011 and 2012 from off-road equipment, on-road trucks, employee vehicles,
and vendor vehicles.

Table 4.3.7-1
Estimated Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions
| MT CO:Elyear

Construction Year 2011
Off-Road Equipment 35
On-Road Trucks 3
Employee Vehicles 4
Vendor Vehicles 1

Total for 2011 43*
Construction Year 2012
Off-Road Equipment 81
On-Road Trucks 0
Employee Vehicles 14
Vendor Vehicles 3

Total for 2012 98*

Source; URBEMIS 2007. See Appendix A for complete results
MT/year = metric tons per year. 1 metric ton = 1.1023 tons
*Total reflects sum of rounded numbers.

As shown above, the estimated total GHG emissions during construction would be
43 metric tons of CO,E, in the year 2011 and 98 metric tons of CO,E, in the year 2012.
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Operation of the proposed project would result in GHG emissions through area sources
(including space heating and cooling), power generation to supply the project’s electricity
use, and vehicular traffic generated by students, staff and faculty. Annual CO, emissions
from natural gas combustion were estimated using URBEMIS 2007. The CO, emissions
were adjusted by a factor derived from the relative CO,, CHy4, and N,O for natural gas as
reported in the CCAR’s General Reporting Protocol for stationary combustion fuels and
their GWPs. Annual electricity use was estimated using land use generation rates for a
college. Development of the proposed project at buildout would consume approximately
517,560 kilowatt-hours per year. The generation of electricity through combustion of
fossil fuels typically results in emissions of CO, and to a smaller extent CH4 and N,O.
Annual electricity emissions were estimated using the reported CO, emissions per
kilowatt-hour for Southern California Edison, which would provide electricity for the
project. The contributions of CH4 and N,O for power plants in California were obtained
from the CCAR’s General Reporting Protocol, which were adjusted for their GWPs to
estimate the emissions in units of CO,E. The CH4 and N,O emissions associated with
vehicle trips were accounted for by multiplying the URBEMIS 2007 CO; emissions by a
factor based on the assumption that CO; represents 95% of the CO, emissions associated
with passenger vehicles.

The estimated operational GHG emissions from area sources, including electricity usage,
and motor vehicles associated with the proposed project are shown in Table 4.3.7-2.

Table 4.3.7-2
Estimated Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

MT CO:Elyear
Motor Vehicles 1,650
Area Sources 73
Electricity 149
Total 1,872

Source: URBEMIS 2007. See Appendix for complete results.
MT/year = metric tons per year. 1 metric ton = 1.1023 tons

As shown in the table above, the estimated emissions of GHGs generated by area and
vehicular sources would be 1,872 metric tons of CO;E per year.

While global climate change is, by definition, a cumulative environmental impact and the
impacts of climate change on California human and natural systems would also be
substantial, there currently is no agreed-upon methodology to adequately identify, under
CEQA, when project-level GHG emissions contribute considerably to this cumulative
impact.
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For comparative purposes, the proposed project’s contribution to the State’s total
emissions (484 million metric tons CO, equivalent, including out-of-state electrical
generation, in 2004 [CARB 2007]) would be less than 0.0004%. Furthermore, the
required reductions to achieve the 2020 goal of AB 32 is estimated to be approximately
42 million metric tons CO; equivalent from 2002-2004 levels. In addition, the proposed
project will be subject to many of the measures to be adopted pursuant to the AB 32
Scoping Plan, including but not limited to GHG emission standards for passenger
vehicles and light trucks, the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, and more stringent energy
conservation standards.

The Moreno Valley College instituted a Green Initiative as part of a District-wide effort
aimed at establishing environmentally sensitive and sustainable practices across the
RCCD campuses. Five sub-committees focus on greening of the campus and curriculum,
green outreach, resource and energy conservation, and fundraising. The resource and
energy conservation sub-committee’s role is to develop recommendations and guidelines
that will facilitate a reduction in electricity usage, utilization of recycled water,
incorporation of solar panels as an energy source, and plantings of drought-resistant
vegetation. Implementation of these campus-wide green strategies and design guidelines
will result in reductions of GHG emissions generated by college operation, and thus, will
help reduce the Moreno Valley College campus’s contribution to global climate change.

While all sources of GHG emissions contribute to some extent to global climate change,
the amount of GHG emissions generated by the proposed project will not likely impede
or conflict with the State’s ability to achieve the goals of AB 32. Accordingly, the
proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution, and the
project would result in less than significant construction and operational impacts on
global climate change.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to answer (a) and the discussion in 4.3.3 regarding
air quality. The amount of GHG emissions generated by the proposed project will not
likely impede or conflict with the state's ability to achieve the goals of AB 32.
Accordingly, the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution, and the project would result in a less than significant impact on global
climate change. The proposed project will not conflict with any plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the

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

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

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

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

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

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

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

[

[

[

X

X

[

[

[

Discussion

a)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact. Construction activities on the project site would not result
in the routine transport of, emission, or disposal of hazardous materials, and no acutely
hazardous materials would be used on site during project construction. All activities
involving toxic, flammable, or explosive materials (including refueling construction
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vehicles and equipment) will be conducted with adequate safety and fire suppression
devices readily accessible on the project site, as specified by the City's fire department
and per the Uniform Building Code.

Relatively small amounts of commonly used hazardous substances, such as gasoline,
diesel fuel, lubricating oil, grease, and solvents would be used on site for construction
and maintenance. These materials would be transported and handled in accordance with
all federal, state, and local laws regulating the management and use of hazardous
materials. Consequently, use of these materials for their intended purpose would not pose
a significant risk to the public or environment. Once construction is complete, fuels and
other petroleum products would no longer remain on site. The transport, use, or disposal
of hazardous materials would be limited to common hazardous materials. Although
limited quantities of these hazardous materials (e.g., cleaning agents, paints and thinners,
fuels, insecticides, and herbicides) will potentially be used during both construction and
operation of the proposed project, these activities generally do not entail the use of such
substances in quantities that would present a significant hazard to the public or the
environment. Impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in response
(a) above, construction activities on the project site would involve the transport of
gasoline and other materials to the site during construction. Relatively small amounts of
commonly used hazardous substances, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating oil,
grease, and solvents would be used on site for construction and maintenance. The
materials alone and use of these materials for their intended purpose would not pose a
significant risk to the public or environment; however, accidental spills of hazardous
materials during construction could potentially result in soil contamination or water
quality impacts. To minimize/eliminate fuel spillage, all construction vehicles will be
adequately maintained and equipped. All equipment maintenance work, including
refueling, will occur off site or within the designated construction staging area. All
potentially hazardous construction waste, including trash, litter, garbage, other solid
wastes, petroleum products, and other potentially hazardous materials, will be removed to
a hazardous waste facility permitted to treat, store, or dispose of such materials. Once
construction is complete, fuels and other petroleum products would no longer remain on
site.
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By incorporating the project design features described above, developing a hazardous
materials management plan as provided for in Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, and
implementing BMPs to address the accidental spillage of hazardous materials as provided
for in Mitigation Measure HYD-1, potential hazards to the public or the environment
resulting from foreseeable upset or accidental conditions related to hazardous materials
will be substantially minimized or eliminated. Impacts would therefore be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

HAZ-1: Prior to approval of final construction plans, a hazardous materials
management plan for the construction phase of the proposed project shall be
created. The plan shall identify all hazardous materials that will be present on
any portion of the construction site, including, but not limited to, fuels,
solvents, and petroleum products. A contingency plan shall be developed to
identify potential spill hazards, how to prevent their occurrence, and how to
address any spills that may occur. The plan shall also identify materials that
will be on site and readily accessible to clean up small spills (i.e., spill kit,
absorbent pads, and shovels). The hazardous materials management plan shall
be included as part of all contractor specifications and final construction plans
to the satisfaction of the Riverside Community College District.

Implement Mitigation Measure HYD-1.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Lasselle Elementary School is located approximately
1,200 feet south of the proposed project site. As noted in response (a) and (b), limited
amounts of hazardous materials could be used during construction and operation of the
project, including the use of standard construction materials (e.g., lubricants, solvents,
and paints), cleaning and other maintenance products (used in the maintenance of
buildings, pumps, pipes, and equipment), diesel and other fuels (used in construction and
maintenance equipment and vehicles), and the limited application of pesticides associated
with landscaping. These materials would be transported and handled in accordance with
all federal, state, and local laws regulating the management and use of hazardous
materials. None of these activities would result in the routine transport of, emission, or
disposal of hazardous materials, and no acutely hazardous materials would be used on
site during construction or operation of the project.

While construction equipment will release emissions including diesel particulate matter,
given the distance from the school and the small scale of the proposed project, this would
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be a less than significant impact (see Air Quality, Section 4.3.3). All construction activity
would be performed in compliance with City regulations, and compliance with these
regulations would ensure that the general public would not be exposed to any unusual or
excessive risks related to hazardous materials during construction on the project site.
Impacts would be less than significant. All equipment maintenance work, including
refueling, will occur off site or within the designated construction staging area. All
potentially hazardous construction waste, including trash, litter, garbage, other solid
wastes, petroleum products, and other potentially hazardous materials, will be removed to
a hazardous waste facility permitted to treat, store, or dispose of such materials. Once
construction is complete, fuels and other petroleum products would no longer remain on
site, and the use of the site for student activities and office space would not release any
hazardous materials or emissions that would negatively affect the school.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. As indicated on Figure 5.5-1 of the City of Moreno Valley General Plan EIR,
the project site is not located on a hazardous waste site (City of Moreno Valley 2006a,
Figure 5.5-1, Hazardous Materials Sites). The site has been vacant and no previous land
uses warrant additional hazardous evaluations. The closest hazardous waste handlers are
located along Perris Blvd, a distance of over 3.5 miles from the college site. Therefore,
the project would not result in a significant hazard to the public or to the environment.
While no impacts are anticipated due to contaminated soils on the project site, if
contaminated soils are located during the course of construction for the proposed project,
all standard hazardous remediation and removal procedures would be followed. No
impacts related to on-site hazardous materials are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is located approximately 2 miles east of the March
Air Reserve Base area of flight operations. However, as identified on Figure 6-5 of the
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City's General Plan, the site is not located within an Accident Potential Zone (City of
Moreno Valley 2006b, Section 6.10). No impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
No impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would not result
in an interference with any existing emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan. The major roadway to access the site is via Lasselle Street, with access to the
campus from College Drive and Krameria Avenue. While not identified in the City's
General Plan as a major evacuation route, Lasselle Street would likely act as a major
thoroughfare for the immediate area under such circumstances since it travels south to
Ramona Expressway, as well as numerous roads towards the north of the campus towards
Highway 60. The proposed project will not interfere substantially with the use of Lasselle
Street and 1s not anticipated to result in any actions that would impair implementation of
or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan. Multiple entry and evacuation routes would remain at the college and
any potential impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project is located in an area where urban
development currently exists and is not susceptible to the threat of fire from wildlands.
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While Figure 5.5-2 of the General Plan EIR (2006a) does identify areas of substantial
wildfire risk east of the college primarily around the open areas of Lake Perris, the
proposed project itself is not located within a fire hazard area. Additionally, numerous
access points to the eastern boundary of the college exist, and the College Park Fire
Station is located due north of the college. Less than significant impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality

: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge I:I |X| I:I I:I

requirements?

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

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

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?

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

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

[

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

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures,
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

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

) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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Discussion
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Currently the site drains to
an existing on-site depression that drains the site to an open concrete channel below the
site and empties to an existing small drainage basin. Water pools in the basin and
naturally percolates into the ground at that location. Any overflow from the basin is
directed to the eastside of an existing surface parking lot, where it would eventually
empty to the municipal drain at the western boundary of the lower parking lot.
Ultimately, water that does not percolate back into the site will drain to the Kitching
Channel, a large open channel that drains in a southerly direction to the Perris Valley
Storm Drain and ultimately to the San Jacinto River Watershed. A new parking garage is
currently proposed at the existing parking lot to the west of the proposed project site,
which will increase the size of the drainage basin, as well as creating filtration chambers
for any overflow from the basin and the parking garage in order to filter any of the
stormwater prior to it entering the municipal system.

The proposed project will increase and enhance the existing drainage infrastructure at the
site, but will continue to drain the site to the lower drainage basin below. Thus, runoff
will be captured and directed onsite and any overflow that does not percolate in the basin
will be captured in a subsurface chamber system that collects, holds, and cleans the
runoff water prior to releasing the water to the municipal drainage system. Further, a
WQMP will be completed for the site and the use of BMPs during construction in order
to properly manage any stormwater runoff during construction. , the proposed project will
enlarge the existing detention basin and will ensure the majority of the project site drains
to the actual on-site basin.

During construction, gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating soil, grease, and solvents may be
used on the project site. Although only small amounts necessary to maintain the
construction equipment will be on site at any one time, accidental spills of these materials
during construction could potentially result in water quality impacts. In addition, soil
loosened during grading or miscellaneous construction materials or debris could also
degrade water quality if mobilized and transported off site via water flow. As
construction activities may occur during the rainy season or during a storm event,
construction of the project could result in impacts to water quality without
implementation of appropriate BMPs.

Once operational, the primary source of pollutants will be from the small amount of
employee service cars helping maintain the site and potential deliveries to the building, as
well as potential sources of trash from people utilizing the site. Potential pollutants of
concern for a commercial project would include trash and debris, oil and grease, organic
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compounds, and heavy metals. In addition, the following are considered potential
pollutants due to incorporation of landscaping into the site design: sediment, nutrients,
oxygen demanding substances, bacteria and viruses, and pesticides. However, only
minimal landscaping may be incorporated into the final design.

The project is designed to reduce urban runoff volume by maximizing, to the extent
practicable, the percentage of permeable surfaces in order to allow increased percolation,
and minimize the amount of runoff directed to impermeable areas. The site will be
designed to capture the bulk of the runoff water on site and direct the flow to this
expanded and enhanced drainage basin that is part of the new parking garage project
design. Regardless, the existing drainage basin would continue to be able to capture and
hold the small amount of stormwater runoff that may occur due to the project.

By incorporating the site, source, and treatment control BMPs as identified in the WQMP
being prepared for the project, implementing BMPs to address the accidental spillage of
hazardous materials as provided for in Mitigation Measure HYD-1, and preparing a
grading and erosion control plan as required in Mitigation Measure HYD-2, the project
would be consistent with the City's water quality and waste discharge requirements.
Impacts would therefore be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

To reduce potentially significant water quality impacts related to construction and
operation of the proposed project, the following mitigation is provided:

HYD-1: Best management practices shall be incorporated into the final construction
and design plans to be reviewed and approved by the Riverside Community
College District and shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

e All construction vehicles shall be adequately maintained and equipped
to minimize/eliminate fuel spillage. All equipment maintenance work
shall occur off site or within the designated construction staging area.

e Any construction materials that need to be temporarily stockpiled or
equipment/supplies that need to be stored on site shall be kept within
the construction staging areas and shall be covered when not in use.

e The access road and access points will be swept to maintain
cleanliness of the pavement.

e Informational materials to promote the prevention of urban runoff
pollutants are included in the Water Quality Management Plan for the
project. These materials include general working site practices that
contribute to the protection of urban runoff water quality and best
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management practices that eliminate or reduce pollution during
property improvements.

e All trash enclosure areas proposed at the site shall be appropriately
designed and maintained to ensure functionality.

e The Riverside Community College District will perform a visual
inspection annually of the project site to ensure that proper litter/debris
controls are maintained and that proper landscaping, fertilizer, and
pesticide practices are upheld.

HYD-2: Prior to approval of final construction plans, a grading and erosion control
plan shall be reviewed and approved by the Riverside Community College
District. The plan shall be implemented for all construction activities
associated with the proposed project. The plan shall include measures to
stabilize the soil to prevent erosion and retain sediment where erosion has
already occurred. Stabilization measures may include temporary seeding,
permanent seeding, or mulching if needed. Structural control measures may
include silt fencing, sand bagging, sediment traps, or sediment basins.
Additional erosion control measure (e.g., hydroseeding, mulching of straw,
diversion ditches, and retention basins) may be necessary as determined by
field conditions to prevent erosion and/or the introduction of dirt, mud, or
debris into existing public streets and/or onto adjacent properties during any
phase of construction operations. Particular attention shall be given to
additional erosion control measures during the rainy season, generally from
October 15 to April 15. Topsoil shall be stockpiled and covered on the project
site for reuse. The grading and erosion control plan shall be included as part of
all contractor specifications and final construction plans to the satisfaction of
the Riverside Community College District.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in the City of Moreno Valley General Plan,
groundwater only provides a small fraction of the local water supply. Nonetheless, it is a
valuable natural resource that needs to be protected (City of Moreno Valley 2006, Section
6.7, Water Quality). The proposed project would minimally increase the amount of
impervious surface area, which could potentially reduce infiltration of precipitation into
the groundwater table. However, given the small footprint of the building, such impacts

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 4-43



Backup I11-A-1

December 14, 2010

Page 64 of 106
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

are anticipated to be minimal. Also, water will be diverted from the site via drainages to
the drainage basin below. This stored water will either naturally infiltrate back into the
surrounding soil or flow into the existing municipal storm drain system west of the
project site, thereby reducing adverse impacts to the local groundwater basin.

The proposed project will use only limited amounts of water resources during
construction. Minimal water use will be required for the food service, auditorium, and
classroom space and the City has adequate supply to currently meet their municipal,
commercial, and industrial demands, as described in Section 4.3.16.

According to the report by Leighton Consulting, Inc., groundwater was not encountered
during subsurface explorations, and according to the report, regional groundwater maps
and data indicate groundwater levels in the region have not risen above depths of 200 feet
bgs recently or historically and the bedrock encountered at shallow depths and overlaying
soils were dense and would not be anticipated to be water-bearing units (Leighton
Consulting, Inc. 2010).

The project is not expected to encounter groundwater and would not involve permanent
pumping of groundwater; therefore, the project would not substantially deplete
groundwater supplies. Due to the incorporation of structural and treatment control BMPs,
the proposed project would not substantially interfere with groundwater recharge.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. See the discussion in (a)
above. As discussed, the drainage system will be improved to channel water to the
existing drainage basin below that will hold the majority of the water until it percolates
into the ground. Overflow of water currently drains to the below level surface parking lot
prior to entering the municipal stormdrain system. However, once the parking garage
project is complete, any water that does overflow from the drainage basin will be cleaned
via below ground chambers prior to releasing that water to the municipal storm drain
where it will eventually drain to the Perris Valley Storm Drain system.

Construction activities such as grading may have the potential to cause erosion or
siltation. Short-term erosion effects during the construction phase of the project would be
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prevented through implementation of a grading and erosion control plan, which would
incorporate BMPs to reduce project-related hydrology and water quality impacts
(Mitigation Measure HYD-2). In addition, implementation of the WQMP prepared for
the project would further reduce potential erosion impacts through BMPs designed to
prevent discharge of other construction-related pollutants that could contaminate nearby
water resources.

Although the existing drainage pattern of the site will be slightly altered due to the
increase of impervious surfaces and the incorporation of structural and treatment control
BMPs, the proposed project would not result in physical alteration of the drainage course
in a manner that would result in substantial on- or off-site erosion or siltation.

By incorporating a system of storm drains to ensure the runoff is captured and sent to the
existing drainage basin, along with future basin enhancements and stormwater chambers
as well as erosion control techniques as required by the grading and erosion control plan
in Mitigation Measure HYD-2, the project would reduce or eliminate the potential for
erosion and siltation caused by implementation of the project. Impacts would therefore be
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implement Mitigation Measure HYD-2.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (c) above. The proposed project will not
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or substantially increase
the rate or amount of runoff. The impact is considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Refer to responses (a) and
(c) above. The impact is considered to be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure(s)
Implement Mitigation Measures HYD-1 and HYD-2.
Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to the previous responses from (a) to (e) above. The
project as proposed will not substantially degrade water quality.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the City of Moreno Valley General Plan,
Figure 6-4 Flood Hazards, and the County of Riverside Land Information System
(County of Riverside 2010), the proposed project site is not located within a flood hazard
zone. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mapping indicates that the
project site is not located within a special flood hazard area that could be inundated by a
100-year flood (FEMA 2008). Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

Less than Significant Impact. As stated in the response to (g) above, the proposed
project is not within a designated flood hazard area; therefore, the project would not
impede or redirect flood flows. The impact is considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As stated in the response to (g) above, the proposed
project is not within a designated flood hazard area; therefore, the project would not
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expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
flooding. According to Figure 6-4 Flood Hazards from the City of Moreno Valley
General Plan, the project is not located within a potential inundation area due to failure
of the Lake Perris Dam. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The project site is located inland and not located sufficiently near Lake Perris
or the ocean to be impacted by a seiche or tsunami. The topography of the site and project
area is relatively flat would not be subject to significant impacts from mudflow.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.10 Land Use and Planning

: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Physically divide an established community? |:| |:| |:| &
b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an D D & D
environmental effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural communities conservation plan? D D D &
Discussion
a) Physically divide an established community?
No Impact. The proposed project is located within the existing Moreno Valley College
campus on an area of land that has already been graded with turf and asphalt. The site has
always been contemplated based upon the developed nature of the site and the
surrounding structures to be used as a future building site. The proposed project is
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compatible with adjacent land uses for further campus use. The proposed project will not
divide the established community and is not expected to result in additional physical
barriers between nearby land uses. Thus, no impact will occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. According to the City's General Plan, Objective 2.15
commands that the "Moreno Valley residents have access to high-quality educational
facilities, regardless of their socioeconomic status or location within the City" (City of
Moreno Valley 2006). The entire campus is designated under the City's General Plan as
Public Facilities. The expansion of the site as a new structure to support student and
office space for college uses are all consistent with the RCCD's plan for the Moreno
Valley College and to further the overall goal of providing the City's residents with
quality education. The proposed project is consistent with the City of Moreno Valley
General Plan.

The project site is currently zoned as Public District uses, which is established to create
and preserve areas for public uses of property and related activities, including civic
center, public schools, public buildings, and parks. While as a designated college district
the RCCD is not specifically bound to the actual land use requirements from the City, the
City's Municipal Code does allow for such uses as the proposed project and the project is
consistent with the code. According to geographic information system (GIS) maps on the
City's website, the Moreno Valley College is located within a Specific Plan identified as
SP193CF. This designation as Community Facilities (CF) allows, among others, the
principal use of the site as a community college and accessory buildings, structures, and
uses related and incidental to this use of the site.

According to the 2007 Moreno Valley College Long Range Educational & Facilities
Master Plan (2008) for the college, the RCCD has envisioned the development of this
site for a new building (called Building F under the Master Plan) to support the long-
range goals of the college.

Thus, the new building is consistent with the City’s municipal code and general plan, as
well as the goals of Specific Plan SP193CF and as envisioned within the RCCD's 2007
Moreno Valley College Long Range Educational & Facilities Master Plan. Therefore,
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4.3.11

the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation and would not constitute a significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural communities
conservation plan?

No Impact. The proposed project does not impede upon a habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan, or any other locally approved regional or state
habitat conservation plans. The Western Riverside MSHCP is the adopted local habitat
conservation plan, and the proposed project is not located within an existing or proposed
habitat core or linkage. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

Environmental Issues
Would the project:

Mineral Resources
Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant With  Significant
e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the [] [] [] X
residents of the state?

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local [] [] [] X
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion

a)

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

No Impact. The proposed project site, as well as the entire college campus boundaries, has
been designated as MRZ-3 according to the County of Riverside's General Plan (2003).
This designation indicates that the State of California has determined this is an area where
mineral deposits are likely; however, their significance has not been determined. Further,
according to the City of Moreno Valley General Plan EIR (2006a), the California
Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, has not identified significant
mineral resources within the City of Moreno Valley. The City's General Plan (2006b) does
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not identify any mineral recovery sites within the City or any active mining areas beyond
the Jack Rabbit Canyon Quarry located northeast of Jack Rabbit Trail and Gilman
Springs Road next to the Quail Ridge Golf Course, which has been inactive since 2001.
The proposed project site is located within the designated boundary of the Moreno Valley
College and is part of the RCCD's plans for continued growth and improvement of the
college in order to enhance higher education opportunities to the surrounding area. No
mining operations will be impacted by this development and the site would likely never
be used for any mining operations in the future. No impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. Refer to response (a) above. The proposed project would not result in the loss
of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local

general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

43.12 Noise

Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant With Significant No
Would the project result in: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

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

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

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

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?
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Discussion

a)

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. An Environmental Noise
Study was prepared for the project site to evaluate potential noise impacts resulting from
the proposed project. A copy of the Environmental Noise Study is included as
Appendix C.

The City has established noise criteria within both the City's General Plan and the City's
Municipal Code. While the RCCD is not required to comply with local noise standards,
the report did consider local noise standards as they relate to compatibility with the
proposed project in order to take a conservative approach towards potential impacts
regarding noise.

The City has also adopted a quantitative noise ordinance to control excessive noise
generated in the City. The City's noise ordinance limits are in terms of a maximum sound
level. The allowable noise limits depend upon the City's land use classification as defined
in the City's noise ordinance and time of day. The applicable noise ordinance limits for
this project for nonimplusive sound are that the maximum noise level shall not exceed 65
decibels (dB) between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. and 60 dB between the hours
of 7:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. at a distance of 200 feet or more from the real property line of
the source of the sound. Regarding construction noise, the City requires that no person
shall operate or cause the operation of any tools or equipment used in construction,
drilling, repair, alteration, or demolition work between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m. the following day such that the sound there from creates a noise disturbance.

A noise measurement was conducted at the project site adjacent to Lasselle Street. The
noise measurement site is depicted as Site 1 on Figure 3 within the associated noise
impact study. The noise measurement was made using a calibrated Larson-Davis
Laboratories Model 700 (S.N. 2132) integrating sound level meter equipped with a Type
2551 0.5-inch pre-polarized condenser microphone with pre-amplifier. When equipped
with this microphone, the sound level meter meets the current American National
Standards Institute (ANSI) standard for a Type 1 precision sound level meter. The sound
level meter was positioned at a height of approximately 5 feet above the ground.

Site 1 was located along the north side of Lasselle Street. The noise measurement
location is approximately 70 feet from the center line of Lasselle Street. The measured
average noise level at Site 1 was 64 dB. The measured noise level was primarily the
result of traffic along Lasselle Street..
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Construction Noise and Vibration Related to the Proposed Project

Construction activities would occur during the City's allowable hours of operation. The
noise levels generated by construction equipment would vary greatly depending upon
factors such as the type and specific model of the equipment, the operation being
performed and the condition of the equipment. The average sound level of the
construction activity also depends upon the amount of time that the equipment operates
and the intensity of the construction during the time period. Construction would involve
several phases including demolition, clearing and grubbing, grading, underground
utilities, foundation construction, and finish construction. Construction equipment would
vary by the construction activity and would include standard equipment such as graders,
scrapers, backhoes, loaders, dozer, water truck, rollers, concrete trucks, portable
generators and air-compressors, and miscellaneous trucks. The construction contractor
may mobilize more than one crew. Each area would be in a different location and would
affect different receptors.

The maximum noise level ranges for various pieces of construction equipment at a
distance of 50 feet are depicted in Table 4 within the noise study created for the proposed
project. The maximum noise levels at 50 feet would range from approximately 65 to 90
dB for the type of equipment normally used for this type of project. Construction noise in
a well-defined area typically attenuates at approximately 6 dB per doubling of distance.
The closest residences would be located north of the site approximately 420 feet from the
new building. The maximum noise level associated with construction activities could
range up to approximately 72 dB at the closest residences. Construction activities
associated with development of the project has the potential to adversely affect adjacent
noise-sensitive uses. As such, these noise levels are considered to represent a potentially
significant impact. The project would be required to limit construction hours, place
mufflers on equipment engines, and orient stationary sources to direct noise away from
sensitive uses.

The heavier pieces of construction equipment used at this site could include bulldozers,
graders, loaded trucks, water trucks, pavers, and cranes. Information from Caltrans
indicates that continuous vibrations with a peak particle velocity of approximately 0.1
inch/second begin to annoy people. Groundborne vibration is typically attenuated over
short distances. However, vibration is very subjective, and some people may be annoyed
at continuous vibration levels near the level of perception (or approximately a peak
particle velocity of 0.01 inch/second). Construction activities are not anticipated to result
in continuous vibration levels that typically annoy people, and the vibration impact would
be less than significant.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Student Academic Services Phase Ill Building 4-52



Backup I11-A-1
December 14, 2010
Page 73 of 106

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

Off-Site Traffic Noise Impacts Related to the Proposed Project

According to the traffic report from VRPA, the proposed project would generate
additional traffic trips and redistribute traffic along several existing roads in the area
including Lasselle Street and Iris Avenue. The project-generated traffic would result in a
less than 1 dB CNEL increase along the nearby roads. A plus or minus 1 dB change is
typically within the tolerance limit of traffic noise prediction models. In community noise
assessments a 1 dB increase is not noticeable to the human ear. A noise level change of 3
dB CNEL is generally considered to be a just perceptible change in environmental noise.
A noise level increase of up to 3 dB is generally not considered significant. The
additional project-generated traffic volume along the roads would not substantially
increase the ambient noise level. Therefore, the traffic noise impact associated with the
project is less than significant.

The cumulative (existing plus project plus year 2015 ambient growth) traffic noise would
increase by up to 1 dB CNEL along the various roads as shown in Table 5 of the
associated noise impact study. The additional cumulative plus project-generated traffic
volume along the roads would not substantially increase the ambient noise level. Thus,
the future near-term cumulative traffic noise level increase would be less than significant.
The project's contribution to the near-term cumulative noise level increase would be less
than 1 dB CNEL and would be less than significant.

Impact related to operations of the site and anticipated increases in traffic will not result
in a significant impact. However, potential short-term noise impacts may exist during
construction of the site. Through implementation of mitigation such as the use of
appropriate measures, reduced idling, and acoustic barriers if needed, such impacts
during construction will be reduced to less than significant. Additionally, the project will
comply with the City’s designated and allowable times for construction of the site.

Mitigation Measure(s)

To reduce potentially significant impacts related to construction of the proposed project,
the following mitigation is provided:

NOI-1: During and prior to construction activities, the RCCD shall ensure the
following:

e All construction equipment, fixed or mobile, shall be equipped with
properly operating and maintained mufflers.

e Construction noise reduction methods such as shutting off idling
equipment, installing temporary acoustic barriers around stationary
construction noise sources, maximizing the distance between
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construction equipment staging areas and occupied residential areas,
and use of electric air compressors and similar power tools, rather than
diesel equipment, shall be used where feasible.

e During construction, stationary construction equipment shall be placed
such that emitted noise is directed away from or shielded from
sensitive noise receivers.

e During construction, stockpiling and vehicle staging areas shall be
located as far as practical from noise sensitive receptors.

e Construction activities should be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (a) above. Construction activities are not
anticipated to result in continuous vibration levels that typically annoy people, and the
vibration impact would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

C) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?
Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (a) above. The proposed project will not
have a significant impact related to noise once the proposed project is operational.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Refer to response (a) above
specifically related to construction impacts. Once the proposed project is operational, any
impacts would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s)
Implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1.
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. The proposed project site is located approximately 2 miles east of the March
Air Reserve Base area of flight operations. However, as identified on Figure 6-5 of the
City's General Plan, the site is not located within an Accident Potential Zone. The
proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels. No impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
No impacts would result.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
4.3.13  Population and Housing
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses)
or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other D D & D
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing [] [] [] X
elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? D D D &
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Discussion

a)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Less than Significant Impact. The project would not induce substantial population
growth in the area, as no residential units are proposed. While providing more availability
for classes and student services will further improve the services offered by the college,
this in turn may encourage regional growth through increased enrollment or
attractiveness to future employees and/or staff. The RCCD, as the lead agency, as
identified within the RCCD's 2007 Moreno Valley College Long Range Educational &
Facilities Master Plan, has anticipated the addition of this building as part of their master
planning efforts. Therefore, the building is already needed for the existing student base as
well as planned for the orderly growth of the college in order to provide greater
opportunities throughout the region. As identified in the City of Moreno Valley General
Plan (2006), the site has been designated for public district uses. The proposed project is
being built within the existing college boundaries and already has the type of
infrastructure in place to handle this additional building. The proposed project is
therefore considered infill development and increasing the intensity of an already existing
use within the college limits, rather than encouraging new development within a currently
undeveloped area. The new building is needed for the existing students and staff in order
to implement the college’s goals of providing excellent college-level education for the
residents. The project would not induce substantial population growth either directly or
indirectly. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. The proposed project consists of the construction of a structure for student
and academic services within the college boundaries. The proposed project would not
displace existing housing and would not necessitate the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere. Therefore, there would be no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
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C) Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

No Impact. See discussion under a) above. The proposed project would not displace
existing housing or result in the displacement of existing residents. Therefore, no impact
would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

43.14 Public Services

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Environmental Issues Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

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

a) Fire Protection?

(=2

) Police Protection?
) Schools?
)
)

o O

Parks?

Other public facilities?

HEmn.
HEmn.
LOONK
XXX

@

Discussion
a) Fire Protection?

Less than Significant Impact. The closest fire station to the proposed project site is
Station 91 (College Park Fire Station), located at 16110 Lasselle Street, which was
opened in 2003 and is located approximately one block north and one block west of the
project site. The station houses one 75-foot ladder truck, one second-line engine, and a
breathing support unit. Additionally, the City contracts with the County of Riverside Fire
Department in order to provide fire services to the City, including the proposed project
site. The City is served by five stations within its boundary, along with another station
that is shared with the City of Riverside. According to the City's General Plan (2006),
there are a total of five first-line municipal fire engines, three second-line municipal fire
engines, one wildland fire engine, two aerial ladder trucks, five rescue squads, and a
breathing support unit. The project would not result in the need for new or physically
altered fire facilities, or result in the station's inability to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives. Suitable access to the site will
remain during both construction and operations, along with sufficient emergency water
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b)

connections and water pressure. The increase in demand for fire protection services due
to the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Police Protection?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is currently served by the City of
Moreno Valley Police Department. The Moreno Valley Police Department has adopted a
"Zone Policing" strategy. The intent of "Zone Policing" is to improve response times to
calls for service, make officers more familiar with community areas, and connect the
department with citizens and business owners within their assigned zones. To facilitate
this concept, the City has been divided into four zones and police officers are assigned to
a specific zone. Each zone is comprised of a team that consists of a Zone Commander,
Zone Supervisor, and Zone Coordinator. The proposed project falls within Zone 4.
According to the department website (2010), the City of Moreno Valley Police
Department has an Administrative Division, Patrol Division, Special Enforcement
Division, Traffic/Community Services Division, and a Detective Division. The Patrol
Division has 2 lieutenants, 10 supervising sergeants, 57 sworn patrol officers, 2 K-9
teams, and 12 non-sworn officers. According to discussions with Sergeant Jack
Kohlmeier from the Riverside Community College Police Department on March 13,
2010, the RCCD has its police department, with over 20 sworn officers, 6 reserve
officers, 5 reserve detectives, and 19 community service officers (non-sworn). The bulk
of these resources are located at the main college in Riverside; however, there are four
full-time officers assigned to the Moreno Valley College, as well as a number of
community service officers and part-time officers for shift overlap and special services.

While the proposed project would require police protection services, the project is not
expected to result in the need for new or physically altered police facilities, or result in an
inability to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance
objectives. A new police substation is currently planned as part of the ongoing approval
process for the new parking garage facility to be located on the college west of the proposed
project site, which will further improve public safety services for the entire campus,
including the proposed project. The increase in demand for police protection services due to
the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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d)

Schools?

No Impact. The construction and operation of the proposed project would either not
increase the population within the area, or would only contribute a very small addition to
the greater community. The proposed project is required for the existing staff and
students located at the Moreno Valley College, which will improve the education for the
existing college. Therefore, the project would not generate the need for additional school
capacity and no impact would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
Parks?

No Impact. The construction and operation of the proposed project would not substantially
increase the population within the area. The proposed project will not be eliminating any
parks or recreational opportunities. The proposed project is needed for the existing staff and
students and will not dramatically increase the number of students attending this college,
creating additional demands of parks in the surrounding community. Therefore, the project
would not generate the need for additional parks or significantly impact the use of any
existing parks in the area. No impacts to parks are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Other public facilities?

No Impact. The proposed project would not result in adverse impacts related to the
provision of other public facilities, including emergency medical services or libraries.
The proposed project is needed under existing conditions and will not contribute to a
significant growth in the surrounding community and will not exert undue pressure on
public facilities. No impacts to other public facilities are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.15 Recreation

Environmental Issues
Would the project:

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

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

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

[] [] [] X

[] [] [] X

Discussion

a)

b)

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

No Impact. The project does not propose any residential uses that may increase the
utilization of existing neighborhood parks in the vicinity such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility or an increase in park facilities would occur or be accelerated.
The proposed project is needed under existing conditions at the college. No impacts
related to the increase of use to existing parks will occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

No Impact. The proposed project will not include any recreational facilities and will not
require the expansion of any recreational facilities elsewhere that may have a physical
impact on the environment. No impacts due to recreational facilities will occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.16  Transportation and Traffic
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
Environmental Issues Significant  Significant With  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
a)  Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy

establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant D D |X| D
components of the circulation system, including but not
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?
b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service

(LOS) standards and travel demand measures, or other

[
X
[
[

standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin achange in air traffic patterns, including either

an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that
results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature

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

e) Resultin inadequate emergency access?

(e.q.

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

O O 0O
O O 0O
O XX O
X O X

facilities?

Discussion

a)

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Less than Significant Impact. A Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared for the proposed
project to address traffic-related impacts resulting from implementation of the project
(VRPA Technologies 2010). The Traffic Impact Analysis is included as Appendix D. In
traffic engineering methodology, roadway operations are described in terms of level of
service (LOS), ranging from LOS A (light traffic, minimal delays) to LOS F (significant
traffic congestion). The City's traffic guidelines allow LOS D to be used as the maximum
threshold for the study intersections and roadway segments. The analysis concluded that
the proposed project would generate an additional 113 a.m. and 96 p.m. trips, with a total
of 1045 daily trips assigned to the new building. However, all segments and intersections
within the study area outside of the college would continue to operate at an LOS of D or
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b)

d)

better under both the existing plus the project conditions as well as the existing plus
ambient growth plus project (opening in 2015) conditions. Therefore, trips generated
from the proposed project are not expected to result in the deterioration of any roadway
segments or intersections in the study area to below LOS D. Impacts will remain less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Refer to response (a) above.
The proposed project will not result in either a direct, indirect, or cumulative impact to an
existing level of service within the applicable study area. Impacts are less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is located approximately 2 miles east of the March
Air Reserve Base area of flight operations. However, as identified on Figure 6-5 of the
City's General Plan, the site is not located within an Accident Potential Zone (City of
Moreno Valley 2006, Section 6.10). The proposed project will not result in any changes
to air traffic patterns. No impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The project proposes major access from the existing
College Drive to the existing surface parking lots. The main access to the building is
assumed to be from the college parking lots, with most access therefore coming from the
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intersection of Lasselle Street and College Drive. The construction of the proposed
project will not interfere with this main access and no roads or are planned as part of the
development process. All construction will be appropriately staged and construction
controls including temporary signage, access, detours, and fencing will be provided
during construction activities as needed. The use of the new building will be for
continued college uses by students and staff. Therefore, the proposed project will not
substantially increase any hazards due to design features, incompatible uses, or
construction of the project during college hours of operation. Impacts will remain less
than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.
Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed building at the site has existing access roads
and the project will include an additional access road to the east of the proposed building.
Numerous ingress and egress points exist for emergency access. Neither construction nor
operation of the new building will unduly affect access from Lasselle Street to the
college. Any potential impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project is a new building at the existing college site. In no way
will the development of the site conflict with any policies, plans, or programs related to
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. No impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.17 Utilities and Service Systems

Environmental Issues
Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant No

Impact

Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? D D & D
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause [ [ B [
significant environmental effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant D D & D
environmental effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are [] [] X []
new or expanded entitlements needed?
e) Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected [] [] X []
demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments?
f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity
to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal [] [] X []
needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? D D & D
Discussion
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?
Less than Significant Impact. The Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) manages
wastewater for the proposed project service area. According to the EMWD's updated
Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) (2005), the district's wastewater collection
system includes upwards of 1,534 miles of gravity sewer lines, 53 lift stations, and 5
regional water reclamation facilities. According to the City's General Plan (2006a), the
EMWD's Moreno Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility, located in the
southwestern portion of the City, has a capacity to treat 16 million gallons of wastewater
per day and a capacity to expand to 48 million gallons per day. The utilization in the year
2000 was 10 million gallons per day. The Moreno Valley regional reclamation facility
produces tertiary effluent as part of its processes and is suitable for subsequent uses such
as irrigation.
The college has existing sewer infrastructure throughout the college and running around
the proposed project site and is anticipated to have adequate capacity to serve the
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b)

proposed project. The proposed project will only minimally increase the college’s volume
of wastewater through both its food services operations and through student use. Such
services already exist in other areas of the college and will be relocated to this centralized
location and the new building will not significantly increase the number of students or
staff to the college, the proposed project will not require substantial upgrades or
improvements to the existing infrastructure serving the project site.

The project would not result in the need for additional wastewater treatment capacity or
infrastructure beyond what is already planned as part of the EMWD and City planning
efforts. The RCCD will construct all necessary infrastructure extensions of existing lines
to the site in order to meet the sewer demands of the project. In addition, the RCCD will
pay all applicable connection fees and monthly usage charges that may be necessary as
part of the final project. Any potential impacts related to wastewater will be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to the response to (a) above and to (d) below. The
proposed project would not require or result in the construction or expansion of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to the response to 4.3.8 (a) above. As discussed
previously, the proposed project already has existing on-site drainage. As part of the
proposed project, the RCCD will construct new drainage facilities to connect to the
existing on-site drainage facilities. This is anticipated to only be a small part of the
overall construction effort and, given the small amounts of anticipated stormwater from
the site either during construction or operations, the existing infrastructure and drainage
basin will provide sufficient capacity and no significant impacts are anticipated.
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d)

Therefore, impacts will be less than significant and will not result in the need for new off-
site drainage facilities or infrastructure.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Less than Significant Impact. The California Urban Water Management Planning Act
(California Water Code, Section 10610-10656) requires water utilities providing water
for municipal uses to more than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre feet
per year to prepare a UWMP every 5 years. The 2005 plan is currently in the process of
being updated by the agency. The EMWD last updated their UWMP on December 21,
2005 (Resolution No. 4379). The updated 2005 UWMP describes the EMWD's service
area projected water demand and supply through 2030 and concludes that the service
area, with the proposed plans for additional water supply, has adequate supply to meet
municipal, commercial, and industrial demands through 2030.

A water supply assessment for the proposed project is not required pursuant to California
Water Code, Section 10910, since the project as proposed does not meet the criteria under
California Water Code, Section 10912, nor does it meet the definition of a "water demand
project" pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15155(a). Based on the site engineering
and design plans, the RCCD will construct all necessary infrastructure extensions of
existing lines to the site in order to meet the water and sewer demands of the project. The
RCCD will also install all necessary fire service with backflow device lines and fire
hydrants to ensure a reliable and appropriate water source exists on site for firefighting
purposes. In addition, the RCCD will pay all applicable connection fees and monthly
usage charges to the City for the provision of water to the project site.

Due to the limited water requirements for the proposed project, sufficient capacity for
both domestic water and sewer is reasonably expected. Moreover, based on EMWD's
2005 UWMP, the City's projected water supplies through 2030 (with proposed plans) are
anticipated to be sufficient to meet the additional water demand resulting from the
proposed project and all planned projects as identified in Long Range Master Plan, in
addition to existing and planned future uses. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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f)

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to the response to a) above. The proposed project
would not result in the determination by the wastewater treatment provider (EMWD) that
it does not have sufficient capacity to serve the proposed project's anticipated wastewater
demand. As previously discussed, the EMWD maintains sufficient wastewater
infrastructure and service capacity and the proposed project will produce only minimal
wastewater. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
No mitigation measures are required.

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's
solid waste disposal needs?

Less than Significant Impact. The Riverside County Waste Management Department
(RCWMD) manages Riverside County's solid waste system through the provision of
facilities and programs that meet or exceed all applicable local, state, federal, and land
use regulations. The department manages seven Riverside County Sanitary Landfills:
Badlands, Blythe, Desert Center, El Sobrante, Lamb Canyon, Mecca II, and Oasis. Each
of these landfills has sufficient capacity to accommodate the project's minimal solid
waste disposal needs and are permitted to receive non-hazardous municipal solid waste.
According to the General Plan EIR (2006b), solid waste generated within the City
planning area is typically deposited in the RCWMD's Badlands Landfill. However, other
landfills typically utilized by the City include the Lamb Canyon Landfill and the El
Sobrante Landfill. The Badlands Landfill is anticipated to reach capacity between 2018
and 2020; however, the landfill site has potential for further expansion. Additionally,
both the Lamb Canyon and El Sobrante Landfills have additional storage capacity beyond
the Badlands Landfill.

Construction of the proposed project will include only minimal construction debris from
the demolition of the existing surface area, consisting primarily of earth, gravel, and turf.
The anticipated amount of cut to be removed is only anticipated to be around 1,600 cy,
with approximately 960 cy of fill needed for the site. Therefore, much of the cut can be
kept on-site to use as part of this needed 960 cy fill. Further, the RCCD will make a good
faith effort to recycle as much of the demolition material as feasible. Any number of local
landfills typically utilized by the City and college has sufficient capacity to accommodate
this volume of non-hazardous waste. Moreover, there is sufficient capacity to
accommodate the operational waste anticipated for this building. The largest producer of
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9)

operational waste is likely from the food service operations. However, much of this waste
is already produced in other areas of the campus, and will only be relocated to this one
building as opposed to various locations throughout the campus. Therefore, this will not

represent substantial new amounts of waste once the building is operational and any

impacts related to solid waste will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed uses for the project site are consistent with
surrounding educational uses of the site. The proposed project will not violate any
adopted federal, state, or local policies and regulations related to solid waste. Compliance

with these regulations would result in a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially
Significant
Environmental Issues Impact

Less Than Less Than
Significant With  Significant No
Mitigation Impact Impact

a)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the

quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife

population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten I:I
to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the

number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered

plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the

major periods of California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are individually

limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively

considerable" means that the incremental effects of a I:I
project are considerable when viewed in connection with

the effects of past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Does the project have environmental effects, which will

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, |:|
either directly or indirectly?

X [] []
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Discussion

a)

b)

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

Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. As described in Sections
4.3.4 and 4.3.5 of this IS/MND, the proposed project would not substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife species population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Mitigation
measures are provided to avoid or reduce adverse effects that would potentially degrade
the quality of the environment. The RCCD will implement all required mitigation
measures, thereby reducing all environmental impacts to below a level of significance.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Refer to Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2 related to the potential discovery of
cultural resources during grading activities.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (*"*Cumulatively considerable™ means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. In addition to direct
impacts resulting from the project, this IS'MND (as described in Sections 4.3.1 through
4.3.16) considers the project's potential incremental effects that may be cumulatively
considerable. Mitigation measures identified in the applicable sections of this IS/MND
would reduce both project-specific impacts, as well as any cumulatively considerable
impacts attributable to the project's incremental environmental effects. With
implementation of these mitigation measures, there is no substantial evidence that there
are cumulatively considerable impacts associated with the project.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implementation of mitigation measures described in Section 4.3.1 through 4.3.16.
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C) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The potential for adverse
direct or indirect impacts to human beings was considered in this IS/MND in Section
4.3.1, Aesthetics; Section 4.3.3, Air Quality; Section 4.3.6, Geology and Soils; Section
4.3.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Section 4.3.8, Hydrology and Water Quality;
Section 4.3.11, Noise; Section 4.3.12, Population and Housing; and Section 4.3.15,
Transportation and Traffic. Based on this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that
construction or operation of the proposed project would result in a substantial adverse
effect on human beings.
Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of mitigation measures described in Sections 4.3.1 through 4.3.16 and
summarized in Section 5.0 of this IS/MND.
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CR-1: In the event that archaeological resources or sites containing human remains or
artifacts are inadvertently discovered during construction activities (including
grading), all construction work shall be halted in the vicinity of the discovery until the
Riverside Community College District can contact a registered professional
archaeologist to visit the site of discovery and assess the significance and origin of the
archaeological resource. If the resource is determined to be of Native American
origin, the appropriate Native American tribe shall be consulted. Treatment of
encountered archeological resources and sites may include monitoring, resource
recovery, and documentation. For any human remains discovered, the county coroner
will be contacted, and all procedures shall comply with California Health and Safety
Code, Section 7050.5, and Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98.

CR-2: In the event that paleontological resources are inadvertently discovered during
construction activities (including grading), all construction work shall be halted in the
vicinity of the discovery until a qualified paleontologist retained by the Riverside
Community College District can visit the site and assess the significance of the
potential paleontological resource. Specifically, the qualified paleontologist shall
conduct on-site paleontological monitoring for the project site to include inspection of
exposed surfaces to determine if fossils are present. The monitor shall have authority to
divert grading away from exposed fossils temporarily in order to recover the fossil
specimens.

HAZ-1: Prior to approval of final construction plans, a hazardous materials management plan
for the construction phase of the proposed project shall be created. The plan shall
identify all hazardous materials that will be present on any portion of the construction
site, including, but not limited to, fuels, solvents, and petroleum products. A
contingency plan shall be developed to identify potential spill hazards, how to prevent
their occurrence, and how to address any spills that may occur. The plan shall also
identify materials that will be on site and readily accessible to clean up small spills
(i.e., spill kit, absorbent pads, and shovels). The hazardous materials management
plan shall be included as part of all contractor specifications and final construction
plans to the satisfaction of the Riverside Community College District.

HYD-1: Best management practices shall be incorporated into the final construction and
design plans to be reviewed and approved by the Riverside Community College
District and shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

e All construction vehicles shall be adequately maintained and equipped to
minimize/eliminate fuel spillage. All equipment maintenance work shall occur
off site or within the designated construction staging area.
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HYD-2:

NOI-1:

e Any construction materials that need to be temporarily stockpiled or
equipment/supplies that need to be stored on site shall be kept within the
construction staging areas and shall be covered when not in use.

e The access road and access points will be swept to maintain cleanliness of the
pavement.

e Informational materials to promote the prevention of urban runoff pollutants
are included in the Water Quality Management Plan for the project. These
materials include general working site practices that contribute to the
protection of urban runoff water quality and best management practices that
eliminate or reduce pollution during property improvements.

e All trash enclosure areas proposed at the site shall be appropriately designed
and maintained to ensure functionality.

e The Riverside Community College District will perform a visual inspection
annually of the project site to ensure that proper litter/debris controls are
maintained and that proper landscaping, fertilizer, and pesticide practices are
upheld.

Prior to approval of final construction plans, a grading and erosion control plan shall
be reviewed and approved by the Riverside Community College District. The plan
shall be implemented for all construction activities associated with the proposed
project. The plan shall include measures to stabilize the soil to prevent erosion and
retain sediment where erosion has already occurred. Stabilization measures may
include temporary seeding, permanent seeding, or mulching. Structural control
measures may include silt fencing, sand bagging, sediment traps, or sediment basins.
Additional erosion control measure (e.g., hydroseeding, mulching of straw, diversion
ditches, and retention basins) may be necessary as determined by field conditions to
prevent erosion and/or the introduction of dirt, mud, or debris into existing public
streets and/or onto adjacent properties during any phase of construction operations.
Particular attention shall be given to additional erosion control measures during the
rainy season, generally from October 15 to April 15. Topsoil shall be stockpiled and
covered on the project site for reuse. The grading and erosion control plan shall be
included as part of all contractor specifications and final construction plans to the
satisfaction of the Riverside Community College District.

Prior to grading permit issuance, the RCCD shall ensure the following:

e All construction equipment, fixed or mobile, shall be equipped with properly
operating and maintained mufflers.
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e Construction noise reduction methods such as shutting off idling equipment,
installing temporary acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise
sources, maximizing the distance between construction equipment staging
areas and occupied residential areas, and use of electric air compressors and
similar power tools, rather than diesel equipment, shall be used where
feasible.

e During construction, stationary construction equipment shall be placed such
that emitted noise is directed away from or shielded from sensitive noise
receivers.

e During construction, stockpiling and vehicle staging areas shall be located as
far as practical from noise sensitive receptors.

e Construction activities should be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00
p.m., Monday through Saturday.
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
for the Student Academic Services Phase IIl Building

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) will be used by the Riverside
Community College District (District) as Lead Agency to ensure compliance with
adopted mitigation measures associated with the development of the proposed project.
The District, as Lead Agency pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, will ensure that all
mitigation measures are carried out.

The MMRP consists of a checklist that identifies the mitigation measures associated
with the proposed project. The table identifies the mitigation monitoring and reporting
requirements, including the person(s) responsible for verifying implementation of the
mitigation measure, timing of verification (prior to, during, or after construction) and
responsible party. Space is provided for sign-off following completion/implementation of
the design feature or mitigation measure.

D U D E K 1 November 2010
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Mitigation
Measure
No.

Mitigation Measures/
Design Features

Method of
Verification

Timing of Verification

Pre
Const.

During
Const.

Post
Const.

Responsible
Party

Completed

Initials

Date | Comments

CR-1

In the event that archaeological resources or sites containing human
remains or artifacts are inadvertently discovered during construction
activities (including grading), all construction work shall be halted in the
vicinity of the discovery until the Riverside Community College District
can contact a registered professional archaeologist to visit the site of
discovery and assess the significance and origin of the archaeological
resource. If the resource is determined to be of Native American origin,
the appropriate Native American tribe shall be consulted. Treatment of
encountered archeological resources and sites may include monitoring,
resource recovery, and documentation. For any human remains
discovered, the county coroner will be contacted, and all procedures
shall comply with California Health and Safety Code, Section 7050.5,
and Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98.

Environmental
Monitor (District)

District

CR-2

In the event that paleontological resources are inadvertently discovered
during construction activities (including grading), all construction work shall
be halted in the vicinity of the discovery until a qualified paleontologist
retained by the Riverside Community College District can visit the site and
assess the significance of the potential paleontological resource.
Specifically, the qualified paleontologist shall conduct on-site
paleontological monitoring for the project site to include inspection of
exposed surfaces to determine if fossils are present. The monitor shall
have authority to divert grading away from exposed fossils temporarily in
order to recover the fossil specimens.

Environmental
Monitor (District)

District

HAZ-1

Prior to approval of final construction plans, a hazardous materials
management plan for the construction phase of the proposed project
shall be created. The plan shall identify all hazardous materials that will
be present on any portion of the construction site, including, but not
limited to, fuels, solvents, and petroleum products. A contingency plan
shall be developed to identify potential spill hazards, how to prevent
their occurrence, and how to address any spills that may occur. The
plan shall also identify materials that will be on site and readily
accessible to clean up small spills (i.e., spill kit, absorbent pads, and

Environmental
Monitor (District)

District

DUDEK

November 2010
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Initials

Date

Comments

shovels). The hazardous materials management plan shall be included
as part of all contractor specifications and final construction plans to the
satisfaction of the Riverside Community College District.

HYD-1

Best management practices shall be incorporated into the final
construction and design plans to be reviewed and approved by the
Riverside Community College District and shall include, but not be
limited to, the following:

All construction vehicles shall be adequately maintained and equipped
to minimize/eliminate fuel spillage.

All equipment maintenance work shall occur off site or within the
designated construction staging area.

Any construction materials that need to be temporarily stockpiled or
equipment/supplies that need to be stored on site shall be kept within
the construction staging areas and shall be covered when not in use.

The access road and access points will be swept to maintain cleanliness
of the pavement. Informational materials to promote the prevention of
urban runoff pollutants are included in the Water Quality Management
Plan for the project. These materials include general working site
practices that contribute to the protection of urban runoff water quality
and best management practices that eliminate or reduce pollution during
property improvements.

All trash enclosure areas proposed at the site shall be appropriately
designed and maintained to ensure functionality.

The Riverside Community College District will perform a visual
inspection annually of the project site to ensure that proper litter/debris
controls are maintained and that proper landscaping, fertilizer, and
pesticide practices are upheld.

Environmental
Monitor (District)

District

DUDEK

November 2010
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HYD-2

Prior to approval of final construction plans, a grading and erosion
control plan shall be reviewed and approved by the Riverside
Community College District. The plan shall be implemented for all
construction activities associated with the proposed project. The plan
shall include measures to stabilize the soil to prevent erosion and retain
sediment where erosion has already occurred. Stabilization measures
may include temporary seeding, permanent seeding, or mulching.
Structural control measures may include silt fencing, sand bagging,
sediment traps, or sediment basins. Additional erosion control measure
(e.g., hydroseeding, mulching of straw, diversion ditches, and retention
basins) may be necessary as determined by field conditions to prevent
erosion and/or the introduction of dirt, mud, or debris into existing public
streets and/or onto adjacent properties during any phase of construction
operations. Particular attention shall be given to additional erosion
control measures during the rainy season, generally from October 15 to
April 15. Topsoil shall be stockpiled and covered on the project site for
reuse. The grading and erosion control plan shall be included as part of
all contractor specifications and final construction plans to the
satisfaction of the Riverside Community College District.

Environmental
Monitor (District)

X

X

District

HAZ-1

Prior to grading permit issuance, the RCCD shall ensure the following:

All construction equipment, fixed or mobile, shall be equipped with
properly operating and maintained mufflers.

Construction noise reduction methods such as shutting off idling
equipment, installing temporary acoustic barriers around stationary
construction noise sources, maximizing the distance between
construction equipment staging areas and occupied residential areas,
and use of electric air compressors and similar power tools, rather than
diesel equipment, shall be used where feasible.

During construction, stationary construction equipment shall be placed
such that emitted noise is directed away from or shielded from sensitive
noise receivers.

Environmental
Monitor (District)

District

DUDEK

November 2010
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During construction, stockpiling and vehicle staging areas shall be
located as far as practical from noise sensitive receptors.
Construction activities should be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00
p.m., Monday through Saturday.
D U D E K November 2010




RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Report No.:  1lI-A-2 Date: December 14, 2010
Subject: Norco Operations Center Project — Mitigated Negative Declaration

Background: An Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared by
DUDEK, completed in August 2010, for the Norco Operations Center project located at the
Norco College. Based upon staff’s analysis and independent judgment the Final Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is in accordance with the District’s Guidelines
implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Initial Study was
undertaken for the purpose of deciding whether the project would have a significant adverse
effect on the environment. With no substantial evidence for such an effect, or if the potential
effect can be reduced to a level of insignificance through project revisions, a Negative
Declaration can be adopted.

On the basis of the Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration staff has
concluded that the project, with mitigation measures incorporated, will have no significant
adverse effect on the environment and has therefore prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration
based on the following:

1. The proposed project is in conformance with the Riverside Community
College District — Norco College Educational Master Plan (November 2007).

2. The proposed project is designed to protect public health, safety and general
welfare.

3. The proposed project is compatible with present and future logical
development of the area.

4. The Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has been
prepared for the proposed project to document reasons to support the finding.

5. The Environmental Initial Study finds that the project with proposed
mitigation will not have a significant effect on the environment and a Notice
of Public Hearing and Notice to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
should be posted.

The Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (Exhibit B) are attached for the Board’s review and
consideration. The documents and any comments received constitute the record of proceedings
on which these findings have been based and are located at the Riverside Community College
District, 3845 Market Street, Riverside, California 92501. The custodian for these records is the
Associate Vice Chancellor, Facilities Planning, Design and Construction.



RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Report No.:  1lI-A-2 Date: December 14, 2010
Subject: Norco Operations Center Project — Mitigated Negative Declaration (continued)

Recommended Action: It is recommended that the Board of Trustees:

1. Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration based on the findings incorporated in
the Initial Study and the conclusion that with the proposed mitigation, the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. Approve the Norco Operations Center Project, subject to the mitigation
measures and conditions of approval based upon the findings and conclusions
incorporated in the Environmental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (Exhibit A) and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (Exhibit B).

3. Approve the Associate Vice Chancellor of Facilities Planning, Design and
Construction to sign the Notice of Determination.

4. Direct staff to post the Notice of Determination and Mitigated Negative
Declaration with the Riverside County Clerk’s Office.

5. Direct staff to post the Notice of Determination in the Riverside Community
College District Facilities Planning, Design and Construction office.

Gregory W. Gray
Chancellor

Prepared by: Brenda Davis
President, Norco College

Curt Mitchell, Vice President
Business Services, Norco College

Orin L. Williams, Associate Vice Chancellor
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction

Michael J. Stephens, Capital Program Administrator
Facilities Planning, Design and Construction
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Exhibit A

FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY
and
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
for the
NORCO COLLEGE OPERATIONS CENTER

Prepared for:

Riverside Community College District

3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501
Contact: Michael J. Stephens, Capital
Program Administrator
951.222.8946
Michael.Stephens@rcc.edu

Prepared by:

1650 Spruce Street, Suite 240
Riverside, California 92507
Contact Aaron Gettis, Esq.
951.300.2100 ext. 3714
agettis@dudek.com

NOVEMBER 2010
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

This document serves as the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the
Norco College Operations Center proposed by the Riverside Community College District
(RCCD) located within the City of Norco (City). This IS/MND has been prepared in accordance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), California Public Resources Code (Pub.
Res. Code) section 21000 et seq., and Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (hereinafter,
"State CEQA Guidelines"), section 15000 et seq.

An initial study is prepared by a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a
significant impact on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines, section 15063(a)) and thereby to
identify the appropriate environmental document to be prepared by the lead agency. The RCCD
is the lead agency responsible for the review and approval of the proposed project. Based on the
environmental evaluation contained in this Initial Study, the RCCD has made the determination
that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental document to be prepared
in compliance with CEQA. Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code, section 21064.5, a Mitigated Negative
Declaration may be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when an Initial Study has identified
potentially significant effects on the environment, but (1) revisions in the project plans or
proposals made by, or agreed to by, the Applicant before the proposed Negative Declaration and
Initial Study are released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a
point where clearly no significant effect on the environment would occur; and (2) there is no
substantial evidence in light of the whole record before the public agency that the project, as
revised, may have a significant effect on the environment.

This IS/MND has been prepared by the RCCD and is in conformance with State CEQA
Guidelines, section 15070(a). The purpose of the IS/MND is to determine any potentially
significant impacts associated with the proposed project and incorporate mitigation measures
into the project design as necessary to reduce or eliminate the potentially significant effects of
the project.

1.2 Public Review Process

In reviewing the IS/MND, affected public agencies and the interested public should focus on the
sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the
environment, as well as ways in which the significant effects of the project are proposed to be
avoided, reduced, or mitigated.

Comments can be made on the IS/MND in writing before the end of the comment period. The
lead agency has established a 30-day review and comment period in accordance with Section
15105(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines. Following the close of the public comment period, the

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
Norco Operations Center 1-1
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RCCD will consider the IS/'MND and comments thereto in determining whether to approve the
proposed project. Written comments on the IS/MND should be sent to the following address by
the close of the comment period.

Michael J. Stephens, Capital Program Administrator
Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501
Michael.Stephens@rcc.edu

1.3 Results of Public Review
X] No comments were received during the public input period.

[ ] Comments were received during the public input period, but they do not address the Draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration findings or the accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study.
No response is necessary. The letters are attached.

[ ] Comments addressing the findings of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and/or
accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the public input period.
The letters and responses are presented in this Final MND.

Copies of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and any Initial Study materials were made
available to the public at the Riverside Community College District Headquarters at 3845 Market
Street, Riverside, California 92501 for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction.

November 18, 2010
Bart Doering Date of Final Report
Facilities Planning, Design, & Construction

Riverside Community College District

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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2.0 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The RCCD finds that the project would not have a significant adverse effect on the environment.
Potentially significant effects have been identified, and mitigation measures have been
incorporated to ensure that these effects remain below a level of significance. A Mitigated
Negative Declaration is therefore proposed to satisfy the requirements of CEQA pursuant to the
State CEQA Guidelines, section 15000 et seq. and Pub. Res. Code, section 21000 et seq.

2.1 No Impact or Less than Significant Impact

Based on the environmental discussion contained in Section 4.3 of this IS/MND, the RCCD has
determined that the proposed project would have no impact, or a less than significant impact, in
the following environmental issue areas:

e Aesthetics (Sec 4.3.1) e Noise (4.3.12)

e Agricultural Resources (Sec 4.3.2)
e Air Quality (Sec 4.3.3) e Public Services (Sec 4.3.14)

Population and Housing (Sec 4.3.13)

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Sec
4.3.7)

e Land Use and Planning (Sec 4.3.10)

Recreation (Sec 4.3.15)
e Transportation and Traffic (Sec 4.3.16)

e Utilities and Service Systems (Sec 4.3.17).
e Mineral Resources (Sec 4.3.11)

2.2 Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

Based on the environmental discussion contained in Section 4.3 of this IS/MND, the RCCD has
determined that impacts of the proposed project would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated in the following environmental issue areas:

e Biological Resources (Sec 4.3.4)

e (Cultural Resources (Sec 4.3.5)

e Geology and Soils (Sec 4.3.6)

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Sec 4.3.8)

e Hydrology and Water Quality (Sec 4.3.9)

e Mandatory Findings of Significance (Sec 4.3.18)

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Norco Operations Center 2-1
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
3.1 Background

The RCCD proposes to construct a new operations center within the boundaries of the existing
RCCD Norco College located at 2001 Third Street in the City of Norco, California.

Currently, the site houses a few maintenance structures, electrical facilities for the college,
storage sheds, and the remainder of the site is a flat and graded pad covered predominantly by
gravel. However, due to existing needs for the growth of the college and in order to streamline
shipping operations and data storage, the college has determined that a new operations center is
needed at the site.

3.2 Project Location and Environmental Setting

The proposed Norco operations center site is located towards the north side of the college at
2001 Third Street in the City of Norco, California (Assessors Parcel Number 126-020-002). The
site currently houses a number of maintenance structures and storage sheds, college facilities,
and portable storage units. The rest of the site has been extensively graded and covered with
gravel. Additionally, the site has a number of piles of cut/fill, sand, concrete, and wood. The
northern boundary of the project site slopes downward from roughly 12 feet at the highest point
to 5 feet or less towards the southern end of the slope. The sloping area is the only area with any
remaining vegetation. The project site is located within the existing boundaries of the RCCD’s
Norco College in the City of Norco, California. The site itself is towards the northern boundary
of the college, just behind the college’s bookstore and the theater and humanities buildings. The
site is bounded on the southwest of the site by an existing access road that serves as access to the
existing on-site facilities structures (Figure 2). The college itself is located at 2001 Third Street,
just off Hamner Avenue, with regional access to the site from Interstate 15 (I-15) (Figure 1)
which is less than one mile from the project site.

The Norco College was opened in 1991 on approximately 140 acres with roughly 10,000
students and staff. The RCCD and associated Norco College confer associate degrees and act as
a major feeder of students to traditional four-year colleges and universities. In this capacity,
given the reduced enrollment at four-year colleges and universities and the increasing tuition at
such institutions, the RCCD fulfills a critical role in providing students with needed education
and skills.

The majority of the surrounding area to the north is open space owned by the Department of the
Navy. A fence with barbed wire runs along this property line. The area east of the project site is a
large parking lot with the John F. Kennedy Middle College located beyond that. South of the
Middle College on the other side of Third Street is the college head start preschool and child
development area. The area immediately south of the site is comprised of existing college.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

buildings and surface parking lots. Beyond the college to the south and west exists low-density
residential homes. The area to the north of the college, along with open space, includes Lake
Norconian, the Norconian Club (listed on the National Register of Historic Places), and the
United States Navy Amphibious Training Facility.

The existing storage and facilities structures will be removed from the site, along with the
existing piles of dirt, sand, concrete, and wood on the site. The site is highly disturbed and the
vacant portions of the lot have been graded and covered with gravel. Slopes running along the
northern boundary of the project site vary from approximately 12 feet to less than 5 feet. The
mean site elevation is approximately 636 feet above mean sea level (msl). The site is
predominantly underlain by artificial fill materials and alluvial soils, underlain by weathered
Cretaceous granitic bedrock. The artificial consisted mostly of silty to clayey sand and was
encountered typically in the upper 1 to 2 feet, but was also found up to 10 to 15 feet along the
northwestern edge of the project site.

Towards the northern half of the project site and on the bottom of the existing slope towards the
Navy’s property, there exists an existing double concrete pipe to drain water that accumulates
from on site storm drains. The drainage pipe appears to drain directly into an existing earthen
drainage on the Navy’s property. Further, south of this drainage was a smaller single polyvinyl
chloride (PVC) pipe also draining to the earthen drainage. Existing on site drainage appears to
simply flow towards the existing access roads or towards storm drains randomly located on the
site.

The project site’s land use has been designated under the City’s General Plan as Public Land
(PL), with a zoning classification of Open Space (Riverside Community College). The land to
the north is designated as Open Space, east is designated as Commercial General and the Norco
Auto Mall Specific Plan, and the areas south and west of the college is designated as Agricultural
— Low Density 20,000 square feet (sf).

3.3 Project Purpose and Main Features

Currently, deliveries and storage for the Norco College is performed at a number of locations
throughout the college and the college lacks a single direct processing area for all the goods and
services needed for current operations. Moreover, the existing warehouse and maintenance shops
or insufficient to meet the existing college needs. Therefore, the RCCD proposes to build the
Norco Operations Center and associated Maintenance Shop/Warehouse. The operations center
will be the Main Point of Entry (MPOE) for all incoming goods to the college. The main
computer related services will be housed at this location where all deliveries can be logged and
identified for future college needs. Additionally, all goods/items used by the college will be
stored at this location. This will include such goods as computers, paper products, and furniture.
In addition, the site will house the main maintenance shop for all plumbing, electrical,
mechanical, and landscaping needs. There will be a loading dock for the warehouse, as well as

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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associated parking with parking canopies on site. The proposed project will also incorporate into
the design a small conference room that will also act as an emergency response center in case of
a major catastrophe.

The proposed project will be designed to meet Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) certification standards and will utilize on site photovoltaic panels in order to reduce the
project’s impact on nonrenewable resources. The proposed project will also incorporate all
appropriate LEED requirements for the storm drain system, including the use of earthen basins to
capture and clean any storm water, which will then either percolate back into the ground, as well
as the use of catch basins that will divert any additional water captured from the site to the main
college storm drain system. Additionally, the project will include a filtration system inside the
maintenance room and a catch basin in order to capture and clean any runoff water generated
from the washing of service vehicles. The project site will utilize a 1-foot candle per square foot
lighting standard as per the municipal code as well as the use of light fixtures that comply with
all LEED requirements in order to reduce both nighttime glow and energy use. The site proposes
only minimal hardscape landscaping utilizing drought tolerant plantings primarily along the main
access road.

The project will add an access road for the exclusive use of any deliveries in order to separate the
student area from the deliveries and to reduce any traffic hazards and/or inconveniences due to
goods delivery. The staff will use the southern main college entrance.

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to take place in a number of phases. The first
phase will last approximately 1 week and will consist of the demolition of the existing on site
structures. Expected materials from this demolition would include asphalt, concrete, sand, wood,
steel, and landscape materials. The RCCD will make a good faith effort to recycle as much of the
demolition material as feasible. The second phase will consist of mass grading of the project site,
lasting approximately 3.5 weeks in duration. Additionally, it will take another 3 weeks in phase
three to complete the needed underground utilities and three weeks for the buildings foundation.
The final stage will involve the actual construction of the operations center and warehouse
facilities. This phase will take approximately 41 weeks to complete.

Typical equipment utilized during construction will include excavators, haul trucks, graders,
scrapers, backhoes, cranes and lifts, concrete trucks and pumps, rollers, paving machines, and
water trucks. The site will be mass graded at a maximum of one and a half acres per day and it is
anticipated that upwards of 800 cubic yards (cy) of cut will be removed from the site. Typical
haul trucks carry on average roughly 20 cy per truck. Therefore, roughly 40 haul trucks would be
required to remove this volume of cut. This represents a very small number of trucks required to
remove this level of fill.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
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The overall benefits of the project include the following:

e The Norco College has a current need for a central location in which to process, store,
and deliver goods needed throughout the college. This project will allow a central
location in order to fulfill this existing need. The site will also improve the overall
operations of the facility department by creating a redesigned shop area for such related
uses.

e The project site is significantly degraded through heavy use and grading, material stock
piling (sand, dirt, concrete, wood), and a number of permanent and portable facility
sheds. Redeveloping the site to create an improved architecturally pleasing structure to
meet the existing college designs that will improve the overall aesthetics of this area of
college.

e The proposed project will utilize photovoltaic panels on the structure to help generate
some of its own power and reduce the amount of electricity the site needs to pull from the
existing grid. Additionally, the project will be a certified LEED project. Such
certifications and designs will further improve the reputation of the Norco College both
within the community and for potential students.

e Currently, the site drains water to a nearby ditch and does not provide suitable drainage
or storage capacity during above normal storm events. The proposed site will instead
capture on site water and storm water runoff in a combination of earthen basins, catch
basins, and filtration systems to ensure all water is first captured and cleaned prior to
percolation back into the groundwater or being diverted to the existing storm drain
system. This system will capture more water on site and ensure that any water that does
leave the site has been appropriately cleaned.

e The project site will include a centralized station for all telecommunications facilities,
including all computer services. This area will also have a small conference room and
will act as a command center in case of a major catastrophe in the area.

e The project will create a separate access road for any truck deliveries to the college that
will be separated from the main college entrance. Currently, trucks enter and deliver
goods to many different locations throughout the college. The specified access road, as
well as the goal of the operations center overall, will remove the bulk of the truck traffic
and separate the trucks from the majority of the college and students.

Given the presence of existing infrastructure within the college and roadways surrounding the
proposed project site, sufficient capacity for both domestic water and sewer is reasonably
expected. The project is not anticipated to create a large amount of waste nor will it consume
large amounts of water. Based on the site engineering and design plans, the RCCD will construct
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all necessary infrastructure extensions of existing lines to the site in order to meet any water and
sewer demands for the project. Any potential impacts related to such infrastructure are
anticipated to be minimal. The RCCD will also install any necessary fire service with backflow
device lines and fire hydrants if needed to ensure a reliable and appropriate water source exist on
site for fire fighting purposes. In addition, the RCCD will pay any applicable connection fees and
monthly usage charges that may be required for the use of such utilities.

The RCCD will also determine whether additional electrical connections, meters, or
infrastructure is required to meet the electrical demand of the project. However, given the use of
the site’s proposed photovoltaic panels to power the overall project, no potential impacts are
anticipated to occur.
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

=

Project Title: Norco College Operations Center
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Michael Stephens
951.222.8946
Michael.Stephens@rcc.edu

4. Project Location:

The project site is located at 2001 Third Street, located towards the northern edge of the
existing college in the City of Norco, California. Access to the site is from a service road
running north/northwest from Campus Access Drive.

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Riverside Community College District
3845 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501

6. General Plan Designation:

Public Land (PL)
7. Zoning:

Open Space (Riverside Community College)
8. Description of Project:

The RCCD is proposing to demolish the existing storage and facilities structures and remove
the dirt, sand, concrete, and woodpiles located on the site in order to build a new operations
center and associated maintenance shop/warehouse to operate as an MPOE for all incoming
college goods. All goods/items used by the college will be stored at this location, along with
housing the maintenance shop for all plumbing, electrical, mechanical, and landscaping
needs. There will be a loading dock for the warehouse, as well as associated on site parking.
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The proposed project will incorporate into the design a small conference room that will also
act as an emergency response center in case of a major catastrophe. The proposed project will
be designed to meet LEED certification standards.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The area to the north of the college, along with open space, includes Lake Norconian, the
Norconian Club (listed on the National Register of Historic Places), and the United States
Navy Amphibious Training Facility. The area east of the project site is a large parking lot
with the John F. Kennedy Middle College located beyond that. The area immediately south
of the site is comprised of existing college buildings and surface parking lots. Beyond the
college to the south and west, exists low-density residential homes.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required:

None.
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4.1 Environmental Factors That Could Result in a Potentially
Significant Impact

The environmental factors listed below are not checked because the proposed project would not
result in a "potentially significant impact" after mitigation has been included as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages and supported by substantial evidence provided in this
document.

[ ] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture and Forestry [ ] Air Quality
Resources

[_] Biological Resources [] Cultural Resources [ ] Geology/Soils

[ ] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [_] Hazards and Hazardous [] Hydrology/Water Quality
Materials

[] Land Use/Planning [ ] Mineral Resources [ ] Noise

[] Population/Housing [ ] Public Services [ ] Recreation

[] Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/Services Systems ~ [_] Mandatory Findings of

Significance

DX None with Mitigation

4.2 Environmental Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

< 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 the mitigation measures described in
Sections 4.3 and summarized in Section 5.0 have been incorporated into the project. 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.

[]1 find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
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sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

[ ]I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further
is required.

November 18, 2010
Bart Doering Date of Report
Facilities Planning, Design, & Construction
Riverside Community College District
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4.3 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved including off site as well as on
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

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.
State CEQA Guidelines, section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or
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refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources. A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question.
b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.

431 Aesthetics

; Potentially Less Than Less Than
E:‘";Z"’Te"ta', Issues Significant ~ Significant With ~ Significant | N°
ould e project: Impact Mitigation Impact P

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X []

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

quality of the site and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day- or night-time views in the
area?

[] [] [] X
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or |:| |:| |X| |:|
[] [] X []

Discussion

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed under the City of Norco General Plan Land Use
Element, landmarks and community focal points tend to revolve around the views of the
surrounding San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and Santa Ana Mountains. While changes in elevation
and grade will affect viewshed opportunities, the mountains are typically visible from most focal
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points within the City; and therefore major impediments to views of the mountains could be
potentially significant. Given the location of the site towards the lower elevation of existing hills
toward the north and the minimal bulk and scale of the proposed project, no potentially
significant impacts to such visual resources is anticipated.

Aside from any mountain views, the major aesthetic resources within the specific project study
area include views of the open space area to the north of the college towards Lake Norconian.
The project site is located towards the northern boundary of the existing college and will not
interfere with views of the hills or open space beyond the site. Given the existing elevations and
structures located on site, the addition of the operations center and maintenance shop/warehouse
at the current location will not create a significant impact to any scenic vistas.

Current views of the project site consist of a flat, graded pad with gravel cover, existing
maintenance and storage sheds, and debris piles. There are no unique visual resources in this
specific area that would be impacted by the proposed project. Development of the proposed
project would not be a substantial increase in scale compared to the surrounding college
structures and would not block any scenic views of surrounding hillsides or open space.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact
on a scenic vista.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. According the California Department of Transportation website, no officially
designated or eligible state scenic highways are located adjacent to or near the project site.
Implementation of the proposed project would not impact scenic resources within a state scenic
highway.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Less than Significant Impact. See response to (a) above. The proposed project site consists of an
existing flat pad, covered in gravel, with a number of debris piles strewn throughout the site.
Additionally, the site houses a number of maintenance structures and storage sheds, college
facilities, and portable storage units. The proposed development would substantially alter the
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visual character of the project site by eliminating the on site structures and removing the debris
piles and building a new operations center and associated warechouse and maintenance shop,
thereby affecting views of the site primarily from college visitors. The proposed project, while
different from the current site conditions, is not expected to degrade the visual character or quality
of the site and will instead improve the visual character of the site. The proposed project will
incorporate appropriate design elements (architecture, site planning, landscaping) in order to create
an organized visual effect that will blend in with the surrounding environment and existing college
structures. Overall, the visual contrast will be minimal and impacts would be less than significant.

As discussed previously, the scale of the site and the site’s location will not significantly obstruct
views of the surrounding open space or hillside beyond the college. The design of the structure
will blend with the existing college design and structures and will not detract from existing views
of the college or the open space. Any impacts are deemed to be less than significant.

Construction activities would cause short-term visual quality impacts mainly to college visitors
due to necessary on site equipment and construction operations. However, due to the temporary
nature of changes in visual character and quality resulting from construction, impacts are
anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would result in the addition of lighting for the
structure, walkways, and landscaped areas. The project site will utilize a 1-foot candle per square
foot lighting standard as well as the use of light fixtures that comply with all LEED requirements
in order to reduce both nighttime glow and energy use. As per the long-term design guidelines

for the Norco College Long Range Facilities Master Plan, the lighting system will utilize
different standards for roadway and parking lot lighting, which will consist of pole mounted
sodium vapor lights while walkways will consists of decorative fixtures with sufficient light to
illuminate the walkways. The City’s municipal code states that any lighting used to illuminate
off-street parking or loading facilities shall be so arranged as to reflect the light away from
adjacent streets or properties. All lighting shall be directed, oriented, and shielded to prevent light
from shining onto adjacent properties and to minimize nighttime glow and light spillage. On site
lighting shall not blink, flash, oscillate, or be of unusually high intensity, or brightness. By
controlling the use of lighting on the site and the use of shielding and intensity controls, light and
glare resulting from the project would not adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and
impacts would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
4.3.2 Agricultural and Forest Resources

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation (CDC) as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts
to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project
and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board (CARB).

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant With  Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact

Environmental Issues
Would the project:

No
Impact

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

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? D D I:‘ &

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland D D D &
Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use? D I:' |:| &

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of I:I I:I I:I &
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
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Discussion

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

No Impact. The proposed project does not contain Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance, and the property is not designated for agricultural resources
as shown on the City of Norco Zoning Map (City of Norco 2007). According to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resource Agency, the project and its vicinity
are classified as "Urban and Built-up Land." This classification applies to land occupied by
structures and is used for residential, industrial, commercial, construction, institutional, and other
developed purposes, and is not applied to Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
State or Local Importance. Therefore, no impacts would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The project site is currently designated as Open Space (Riverside Community
College) under the City’s General and Municipal Plan, which is not an agricultural zoning
designation. This designation’s purpose and intent is to provide for the continued building and
development of the existing RCCD Norco College and is not subject to any Williamson Act
contracts or other agricultural uses or designations (City of Norco 2007). Therefore, no impacts
would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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C) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

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

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

No Impact. As described in responses (a) and (b) above, no portion of the project is located
within or adjacent to existing agricultural areas, nor would facilities necessary for project
implementation or operation result in any impacts to ongoing agricultural operations or the
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use. While open spaces do existing north of the
project site, those areas are zoned for open space and a large portion of that land is owned by the
Department of the Navy and is fenced and utilized for their training and security purposes. In no
way will the proposed project interfere with any ongoing agricultural or timber production
activities; it will not result in the conversion of any forest land, and will not interfere with or
cause rezoning of any land designed as timberland resources or forest land. The site is zoned for
public facilities, specifically for the use by the RCCD, and no agricultural land or timberland will
be physically impacted in any way. There will be no impact on such resources.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.3 Air Quality

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

: Potentially Less Than Less Than
I;n;w;sr;,r:\entall Iss'ues Significant  Significant With  Significant ImN:ct
ould the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan? D D |X| D
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality |:| |:| |X| |:|

violation?

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

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? D D |X| |:|
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people? D D |X| D
Discussion

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

Less than Significant Impact. An Air Quality Technical Report was prepared for the project site
in order to identify air quality impacts that have the potential to result from development of the
proposed project (Dudek 2010). For reference purposes, the Air Quality Technical Report is
included as Appendix A.

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the regional agency
responsible for the regulation and enforcement of federal, state, and local air pollution control
regulations in the South Coast Air Basin, where the proposed project is located. The SCAQMD
sets forth quantitative emission significance thresholds below which a project would not have a
significant impact on ambient air quality. The SCAQMD also recommends the evaluation of
localized air quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the project
because of construction activities, utilizing the SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold
Methodology. Refer to Appendix A for more information regarding significance thresholds and
analysis methodologies.
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Construction of the proposed project would result in a temporary addition of pollutants to the
local airshed caused by soil disturbance, dust emissions, and combustion pollutants from on site
construction equipment, as well as from off site trucks hauling construction materials. Fugitive
dust emissions (PM;g) would be minimized with the incorporation of standard construction
measures and adherence with the SCAQMD rules and requirements. The analysis concludes that
daily construction emissions would not exceed the thresholds for volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), nitrogen oxides (NOy), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOy), respirable
particulate matter (PMjg), or fine particulate matter (PM;s). As such, construction of the
proposed project would result in a less than significant impact.

Estimated Daily Maximum Construction Emissions

(Ibs/day unmitigated)
VOoC NOx co SOy PM1o PM:s
Proposed Project 5.59 32.61 14.64 0.01 16.90 4.49
Pollutant Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Source: URBEMIS 2007 Version 9.2.4 (Jones and Stokes 2007). See Appendix A for complete results.
These estimates reflect control of fugitive dust required by Rule 403.

Additionally, the SCAQMD recommends the evaluation of localized NO,, CO, PM,y, and PM; 5
impacts because of construction activities to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the
project site. The project site is approximately 2.5 acres and is located in SRA 22 (Corona/Norco
Area). The distance to the nearest sensitive receptor, which is the John F. Kennedy Middle
College High School, is approximately 575 feet (175 meters) southeast of the construction site
boundary. Thus, the values from the SCAQMD lookup tables for SRA 22 were rounded to
determine the applicable local significance thresholds (LSTs). The SCAQMD Localized
Significance Threshold Methodology specifies the maximum allowable daily emissions that
would satisfy the localized significance criteria. As shown, construction activities would not
generate emissions in excess of site-specific localized significance thresholds, and impacts at
sensitive receptors near the project site would be less than significant.

Localized Significance Thresholds Analysis for Construction Emissions

Construction
Emissions LST Criteria
Pollutant (pound/day)2 (pounds/day)® Exceeds LST?
NO2 32.61 459 NO
co 14.64 5,129 NO
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM1o) 16.90 74 NO
Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.:) 4.49 23 NO
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Operations of the project would produce VOC, NOy, CO, SOy, PM;y and PM; s emissions from
area sources, which include space heating and cooling, water heating, and emergency generator
operation, and motor vehicle trips. Vehicular traffic would be primarily generated by project
employees and maintenance vehicles, and by delivery trucks that supply and transfer goods and
materials to the Norco College. The analysis concludes that daily operational emissions would
not exceed the thresholds for criteria pollutants, and as a result, operation of the proposed project
would result in a less than significant impact to air quality.

Estimated Daily Maximum Operational Emissions

(Ibs/day unmitigated)
| voc | Nox | co | sox [ P PMzs
Summer!
Area Sources 0.31 0.83 2.23 0.00 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles 0.55 0.63 5.81 0.01 1.44 0.28
Emergency Generator 1.33 1.33 1.77 0.00 0.05 0.05
Proposed Project 219 2.79 9.81 0.01 1.49 0.33
Pollutant Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Winter2
Area Sources 0.19 0.81 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.00
Motor Vehicles 0.54 0.76 5.45 0.01 1.44 0.28
Emergency Generator 1.33 1.33 1.77 0.00 0.05 0.05
Proposed Project 2.06 2.90 7.90 0.01 1.49 0.33
Pollutant Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Source: URBEMIS 2007 Version 9.2.4. See Appendix A for complete results.
T “Summer Emissions” are representative of the conditions that may occur during the ozone season (May 1 to October 31).
2 “Winter Emissions” are representative of the conditions that may occur during the balance of the year (November 1 to April 30).

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (a) above. The proposed project would not
violate or contribute substantially to an existing or project air quality violation. This potential
impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

Less than Significant Impact. For nonattainment pollutants, if emissions exceed the thresholds
established by the SCAQMD, the project could have the potential to result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase in these pollutants and thus could have a significant impact on the
ambient air quality. If the proposed project does not exceed thresholds and is determined to have
less than significant project-specific impacts, it may still have a cumulatively considerable
impact on air quality if the emissions from the project, in combination with the emissions from
other proposed or reasonably foreseeable future projects, are in excess of established thresholds.
However, the project would only be considered to have a cumulative impact if the project's
contribution accounts for a significant proportion of the cumulative total emissions.

As discussed in the response to (a), as well as in the Air Quality Technical Report prepared for
the project, the emissions of all criteria pollutants, including PM10 and PM2.5, would be well
below the significance levels for both construction and operations of the proposed operation
center at the Norco College. Construction would be short-term and consistent with the size and
scale of the proposed project. Construction activities required for the implementation of the
proposed project would be considered minor and not intensive. No major construction projects
are anticipated close enough to the proposed project that would be conducted at the same time;
therefore, project construction is not anticipated to result in a cumulatively considerable impact
on air quality. Further, the use of the site as a key area for goods management and storage would
not generate significant levels of any criteria pollutants. Operational emissions resulting from the
project would not exceed SCAQMD's thresholds for criteria pollutants, are actually well below
any provided impact values for such emissions, and would therefore not result in a cumulatively
considerable impact on air quality.

With regard to cumulative impacts associated with O3 precursors, in general, if a project is
consistent with the community and general plans, it has been accounted for in the O3 attainment
demonstration contained within the State Implementation Plan. As such, it would not cause a
cumulatively significant impact on the ambient air quality for Os. The proposed project does not
represent a significant increase in projected traffic over the current conditions. Emissions of O3
precursors (VOCs and NOy) would be well below the screening-level thresholds during
construction, and would not result in any significant increase of O3 precursors during operation.
Thus, the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively significant impact on O;
concentrations.

Project-generated emissions would therefore not result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of criteria pollutant for which the South Coast Air Basin is within nonattainment under
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an applicable state or federal air quality standard. As a result, impacts are considered less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Air quality problems arise when the rate of pollutant emissions
exceeds the rate of dispersion. Reduced visibility, eye irritation, and adverse health impacts upon

those persons termed sensitive receptors are the most serious hazards of existing air quality
conditions in the area. Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality
than others, depending on the population groups and the activities involved. People most likely
to be affected by air pollution, as identified by the CARB, include children, the elderly, athletes,
and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Sensitive receptors include
residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care
facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement homes.

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions during construction would be
diesel particulate emissions from heavy equipment during construction and heavy-duty trucks
and the associated health impacts to sensitive receptors. As shown in the Air Quality Technical
Report created for the proposed project, the nearest sensitive receptors are the students of John F.
Kennedy Middle College High School located to the east and single-family residences to the
south and west of the project site. Health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually
described in terms of cancer risk. The SCAQMD recommends an incremental cancer risk
threshold of 10 in 1 million. “Incremental Cancer Risk™ is the likelihood that a person
continuously exposed to concentrations of TACs resulting from a project over a 70-year lifetime
will contract cancer based on the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. The project
would not require the extensive use of heavy-duty construction equipment, which is subject to a
CARB Airborne Toxics Control Measure for in-use diesel construction equipment to reduce
diesel particulate emissions, and would not involve extensive use of diesel trucks. The
construction period for proposed project would total up to 12 months, after which project-related
TAC emissions would cease. Thus, the proposed project would not result in a long-term (i.e.,
70 years) source of TAC emissions. No residual TAC emissions and corresponding cancer risk
are anticipated after construction. As such, the exposure of project-related TAC emission impacts
to sensitive receptors during construction would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. Odors are a form of air pollution that is most obvious to the
general public. Odors can present significant problems for both the source and surrounding
community. Although offensive odors seldom cause physical harm, they can be annoying and

cause concern.

Construction Odor Impacts. Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities
include diesel equipment and gasoline fumes and solvents from the application of paint. Odors
from these sources would be localized and generally confined to the project site. The release of
potential odor-causing compounds would tend to be during the workday, when many residents
would not be at home. Furthermore, the SCAQMD rules restrict the VOC content (the source of
odor-causing compounds) in paints. The proposed project would utilize typical construction
techniques in compliance with SCAQMD rules. Additionally, the odors would be temporary. As
such, proposed project construction would not cause an odor nuisance, and odor impacts would
be less than significant.

Operational Odor Impacts. Land uses and industrial operations that are associated with odor
complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food-processing plants,
chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies and fiberglass molding. The proposed
project entails the operation of a central operation office and associated warehouse buildings, and
would not result in the creation of a land use that is commonly associated with odors. Therefore,
project operations would result in a less than significant odor impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.4 Biological Resources
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
I;;lwll'zn’r:lentall Iss.ues Significant  Significant With  Significant Impact
ould the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P

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

=

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat

or other sensitive natural community identified in local or

regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the |:| |:| |E |:|
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service?

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

=

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with

established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, D D & D
or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites?

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

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
or other approved local, regional, or state habitat D D & D
conservation plan?

Discussion

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The majority of the site is disturbed bare ground
with piles of dirt, debris, and broken pieces of concrete in some areas. Other portions of the
project site consist of land that has either been graded, supports existing permanent buildings, or
storage units. The vegetation on site consists primarily of scattered non-native grasses and
ornamental habitat associated with the buildings. Typically, disturbed land has little biological

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Norco Operations Center 4-18




Backup I11-A-2

December 14, 2010

Page 41 of 111
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

value, but it may provide habitat for rodents, rabbits, raptor foraging habitat, and foraging and
nesting habitat for burrowing owls.

Special-status plants include those federally and/or state-listed as endangered or threatened;
plants listed as state rare; plants designated as sensitive by CNPS; and plants that are covered by
the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). The study
area is within an MSHCP-designated Narrow Endemic Species Survey Area. The potential for
special-status plants occurring on site is assessed based on habitat associations, including soils,
vegetative cover, and disturbance conditions.

As an area of developed and disturbed land, the site supports limited habitat diversity.
Consequently, the plant diversity and richness in the project area is also limited. The majority of
the project area was unvegetated and the many of plant species observed were non-native. A total
of 14 vascular plant species, consisting of nine native species (64%) and five non-native species
(36%), were recorded on site during surveys. The project area is within the MSHCP Narrow
Endemic Plant Species Survey Area for San Diego ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila), Brands phacelia
(Phacelia stellaris), and San Miguel savory (Satureja chandleri). These species were not
observed during the biological survey and the disturbed nature of the project site does not
support suitable habitat for these species.

The proposed project could result in direct impacts to 3.03 acres of Residential/Urban/Exotic
land. No sensitive vegetation communities or riparian habitat will be directly impacted by the
proposed project. In addition, no natural vegetation communities or riparian habitat was observed
immediately adjacent to the project area. Thus, no significant direct impacts to sensitive
vegetation communities, including riparian habitat, are anticipated.

The site supports limited habitat diversity since it occurs in developed and disturbed land.
Consequently, the wildlife diversity and richness in the project area is also limited. A full list of
wildlife species by taxonomic group observed in the project area is provided in the Biological
Resources Report prepared by Dudek in Appendix B.

Most of birds observed during the surveys are very common in urban or disturbed lands. The
bird species observed included black phoebe (Sayornis nigricans), house finch (Carpodacus
mexicanus), white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys), lesser goldfinch (Carduelis
psaltria), ash-throated flycatcher (Myiarchus cinerascens), Cassin’s kingbird (Tyrannus
vociferans), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), common raven (Corvus corax), and cliff
swallow (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota).

One small-sized raptor nest was observed on site within an ornamental pine tree along the
southern edge of the project site. No bird activity was observed at this location nest during any
site visits. The small size of the raptor nest indicates that it may be used by Cooper’s hawk. One
active black phoebe nest was also observed on an existing building within the project area. A
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black phoebe was sitting on the nest during site visits on April 29, and May 3, 2010. The phoebe
was likely incubating eggs. In addition, biologist Callie Ford observed lesser goldfinch flying
back and forth from an on site building to a tree immediately off site. No nest was observed;
however, it is likely that lesser goldfinch were nesting in the area. Therefore, in order to reduce
any potential impacts related to bird nesting, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 will require a qualified
biologist evaluates the potential for impacts to any active nests and will provide for appropriate
protections if any active nests are located.

The project area is within the MSHCP Burrowing Owl Survey Area. Focused surveys for
burrowing owls were conducted and no burrowing owls were detected or observed. Regardless,
since burrowing owls are subject to relocating to such areas, mitigation requiring a final
burrowing owl site survey prior to grading operations will ensure a less than significant impact
remains.

One special-status wildlife species was identified on site during surveys: granite spiny lizard.
Granite spiny lizards were observed on site on the outside of several large metal storage trailers.
These large trailers are placed very close to each other in a cluster on site. These trailers are
fulfilling the habitat requirements of granite spiny lizards, which are typically found within rock
outcrops and large boulders. The granite spiny lizards are utilizing artificial (man-made) habitat
on site. The storage trailers on the project site may be removed at any time, thereby eliminating
this artificially supporting habitat. In the event of the removal of these storage trailers from the
project site, habitat suitable for granite spiny lizards will no longer exist on site. There are rock
outcrops immediately adjacent to the project site to the northwest. This nearby naturally
occurring suitable habitat will provide an area for a portion of the on site granite spiny lizard
population to re-establish. This circumstance is therefore not considered a significant direct
impact to granite spiny lizard. Regardless, mitigation has been provided to further reduce this
already less than significant potential impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

BIO-1: A preconstruction nesting bird survey should be conducted by a qualified
biologist concurrently with the preconstruction burrowing owl survey as
identified within Mitigation Measure BIO-2. This survey is necessary to check the
status of the existing black phoebe and raptor nests, and to determine if there are
any additional active nests within the project site and in the immediate vicinity. If
active nests are located, then work should not occur within 300 feet of these nests
during the nesting bird season from March 1 to August 31 or until the qualified
biologist determines the nest is no longer active and the young have fledged.

BIO-2: While focused burrowing owl surveys for the proposed project site were negative,
a preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 30
days prior to initiation of construction. If burrowing owls are observed between
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March 1, to August 31, a 300-foot buffer shall be established around the burrow
and no work shall commence in the buffer zone until young have fledged. If
construction is occurring during non-breeding season, then passive relocations

shall be conducted pursuant to suitable relocation directions as provided by the
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG).

BIO-3: Although the project will not result in significant direct impacts to the granite
spiny lizard, it is recommended that the on site storage trailers be removed from
the site several weeks before grading or construction activities. This will provide
ample time for granite spiny lizards to leave the project site and re-establish a
portion of the population at nearby rock outcrops.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian (or riverine) 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?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (a) above and (c) below. No riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural communities exist on the project site. As defined within the MSHCP,
riparian/riverine areas as “lands which contain habitat dominated by trees, shrubs, persistent
emergents, or emergent mosses and lichens, which occur close to or depend upon soil moisture
from a nearby fresh water source; or areas with fresh water flow during all or a portion of the
year.” In addition, riverine areas (streams) include areas that “do not contain riparian vegetation,
but that have water flow for all or a portion of the year, and contain biological functions and
values that contribute to downstream habitat values for covered species inside the MSHCP
Conservation Area.”

There are no riparian/riverine areas that occur on the proposed project site. The drainage outlet
on site is for runoff from the adjacent college and the area does not have any traditional
indicators such as an ordinary high water mark (OHWM), bed and bank, or a significant nexus to
traditional navigable waters (TNWs). In addition, the vegetation is not dominated by trees or
riparian vegetation and no mosses or lichens were observed in the area. No habitat occurs on the
project site that is considered riparian/riverine under the MSHCP. Riparian/riverine areas are
areas that would include drainage areas that are vegetated or have upland (non-riparian/riverine)
vegetation; however, they must drain directly into or support a downstream area that would be
described for such conservation value. The storm drain outlet area is isolated with no drainages
connecting it to an area that is described for conservation under the MSHCP (or areas already
conserved). No suitable riparian habitat for least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii), southwestern willow
flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus), or western yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus
occidentalis) occurs within the project area. Overall, the project site is considered upland and
does not support any water resources.
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No potential for other sensitive natural communities exist on the proposed project site and no
riparian or riverine resources exist on site or will be physically impacted by the proposed project.
Therefore, impacts will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant. Refer to response (a) and (b) above. No federally protected wetlands as
defined from Section 404 of the Clean Water Act exist on the project site. A drainage pipe outlet
occurs near the northern boundary of the project site. The drainage outlet appears to be a storm
flow outlet source for rainwater from the adjacent Norco College. The drain outlets into a small

detention basin off site. The detention basin is primarily annual grassland; however, there are
two mulefat trees are located in this area. The detention basin is isolated and does not drain into
any creeks or drainages.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) regulates “discharge of dredged or fill material” into
“waters of the U.S.,” which includes tidal waters, interstate waters, and all other waters that are
part of a tributary system to interstate waters or to navigable “waters of the U.S.,” the use,
degradation, or destruction of which could affect interstate or foreign commerce or which are
tributaries to waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (33 CFR. 328.3(a)), pursuant to
provisions of Section 404 of the CWA. The ACOE generally takes jurisdiction within rivers and
streams to the OHWM determined by erosion, the deposition of vegetation or debris, and
changes in vegetation (ACOE 2006).

The drainage outlet on site is for runoff from the adjacent college and the area does not have any
traditional indicators such as an OHWM, bed and bank, or a significant nexus to TNWs. In
addition, this area is located entirely within upland habitat. Although there are two mulefats
present, they are both located entirely within upland habitat. This is not considered waters or
wetlands under the jurisdiction of the ACOE and Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB), or under the CDFG.

No habitat occurs on the project site that is considered riparian/riverine under the MSHCP.
Riparian/riverine areas under the MSHCP include drainage areas that are vegetated or have
upland (non-riparian/riverine) vegetation; however, they must drain directly into an area that is
described for conservation under the MSHCP (or areas already conserved). The storm drain outlet
area is isolated with no drainages connecting it to an area that is described for conservation under
the MSHCP (or areas already conserved). No suitable riparian habitat for least Bell’s vireo (Vireo
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bellii), southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus), or western yellow-billed
cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus occidentalis) occurs within the project area.

The proposed project and the immediate project vicinity do not support clay soil types that are
necessary to support vernal pools, and thus, fairy shrimp. No stock ponds, ephemeral pools, road
ruts, depressions, and other similar features were noted during surveys within the project area.
Therefore, potential vernal pools and fairy shrimp habitat will not be affected by the proposed
project.

Any impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means will be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The site is not located within an identified Western Riverside
MSHCP core or linkage. The project site is set in a largely urban setting and is surrounded by
rural residential, commercial, and agricultural development. Although some adjacent areas,
including open fields and agricultural areas, may allow wildlife movement in the area, the survey
area is fenced with chain-link fencing to the north and Riverside Community College, Norco
College to the south, east, and west. This limits movement of species through the region. The

proposed project will have a less than significant impact on the movement of any species and
will have no impact on any wildlife nursery sites.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not violate any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources in the area. There are not listed or protected biological
resources that will be significantly impacted and no special policies will be violated by the
proposed project. While the City does have a master plan for parks, recreation, and open space,
the site is zoned as Open Space (RCCD) and is identified within the master plan as a college that
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will not detract from but enhance greenspace as part of the college development (Greenspace for
Norco 1989). As a result, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not conflict with an adopted habitat
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or any other locally approved regional
or state habitat conservation plans. The Western Riverside MSHCP (County of Riverside 2002)
is the adopted local habitat conservation plan for this area of western Riverside County. The area
falls within the Riverside and Norco Area Plan; however, the proposed project is not located
within an existing cell, cell group, proposed habitat core, or wildlife linkage (Dudek 2010). The
site is identified within the Riverside County Integrated Project (RCIP) Conservation Summary
Report Generator as needing specific evaluation for burrowing owl, identified narrow endemic
plant species, and riverine/riparian, vernal pool, or fairy shrimp habitat in accordance with the
MSHCP; since the RCCD is not a permittee to the MSHCP, such reports and compliance are not
required as part of their review. Regardless, as part of the required the biological analysis
pursuant to CEQA, the site was evaluated for all of these species and found to be consistent with
the MSHCP; no listed species, plants, vernal pool, fairy shrimp, or riparian/riverine resources
were identified. While open space around Lake Norconian as well as the Santa Ana River exists
north of the college boundaries and project site, in no way would this proposed project affect
those areas. No other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans would apply to
the project area. Therefore, any impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.5 Cultural Resources
: Potentially Less Than Less Than
I;;lwll'zn’r:lentall Iss.ues Significant  Significant With  Significant Impact
ould the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of |:| |:| |:| &

a historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57?

resource or site or unique geologic feature?

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

[] X [] []
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological I:I |X| I:I I:I
[] X [] []

Discussion

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined
in 815064.5?

No Impact. As discussed in the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, a historic resource
need not only include such resources already identified as being listed on the California Register
of Historic Resources, but may include such resources deemed by the lead agency to be eligible
of such a listing. It can be a structure, building, place, or area that may have been associated with
an event or person, or it may represent distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction; or it may reveal additional information important to our understanding
of history. Thus, there is any number of potential qualities that would identify an area as a
potential historic resource.

According to the Conservation Element of the City’s General Plan, there are no historic sites
located at or around the project area (City of Norco 2002). The closest resource appears to be the
Norconian Club, a large hotel and casino built in 1928 next to the manmade Lake Norconian
north of the proposed project. However, the site is located a good distance from the college and
in no way would the proposed project have either a direct or indirect impact on the site.

The proposed project is not located within any identified historic districts and will not impact
any identified or potentially eligible historic resources in the area or areas of potential historic
value. No historic structures will be removed from the proposed project site and the proposed
project will not damage any area of particular historic value. Due to the lack of historical
resources in and around the project site, no impacts are anticipated.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation_Incorporated. According to the City of Norco
General Plan, the City’s goal is to indentify and catalogue any archaeological resources and take

measures to preserve such resources that are considered unique and significant to the area’s
history (Norco General Plan 2002). Specific policies include the collection, recording, and/or
mitigating for such resources depending on the resources potential significance as well as a
requirement that during construction, a qualified archaeologist will appropriately evaluate any
such resources discovered during construction operations and any work will be halted until
appropriate recommendations are provided, in order to preserve any significant archaeological
resources.

The proposed site has been graded, scraped, and covered with storage sheds, resource piles, and
gravel. Undocumented artificial fill materials typically in the upper 1 to 2 feet predominantly
underlie the site; but artificial fill was encountered as deep as 10 to 15 feet on the northwestern
edge of the project area and granitic bedrock at depths as shallow as 4 feet below the existing
ground surface (bgs) (Leighton Consulting 2009). The area is highly disturbed, no archaeological
resources are anticipated to be located on site, and the proposed project will not impact any other
potential archaeological sites either directly or indirectly. However, despite the anticipated less
than significant impact finding, given the unknown potential for buried resources to be located
typically during grading activities, Mitigation Measure CR-1 will be implemented.
Implementation of this measure will be consistent with the discussed policies within the City’s
General Plan and will minimize or eliminate potential impacts to unknown archaeological
resources that may be buried underneath the project site. Impacts would therefore be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

CR-1: In the event that archaeological resources or sites containing human remains or
artifacts are inadvertently discovered during construction activities (including
grading), all construction work shall be halted in the vicinity of the discovery until the
RCCD can contact a registered professional archaeologist to visit the site of
discovery and assess the significance and origin of the archaeological resource. If the
resource is determined to be of Native American origin, the appropriate Native
American tribe shall be consulted. Treatment of encountered archeological resources
and sites may include monitoring, resource recovery, and documentation. For any
human remains discovered, the County Coroner will be contacted and all procedures
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shall comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public Resources
Code 5097.98.

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue paleontological resource or site or unigue geologic
feature?

Less than Significant_Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As indicated on the County of
Riverside’s land information system website, the proposed project site is located in an area
determined to be of low potential for paleontological resources (County of Riverside 2010).
However, portions of the Norco College located towards the western half of the college have
been identified as having a high potential for such resources.

According to the Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation prepared for the proposed project, the
project site is locally underlain by artificial fill materials of an average of 1 to 2 feet in depth, but
as deep as 10 to 15 feet in parts of the site (Leighton Consulting 2009). These fills are likely
associated with previous heavy grading across the project site and the development of the storage
and maintenance facilities for the college. While grading is not likely to go much deeper than the
existing fill depth in many areas, the geotechnical report does provide for overexcavation for
building pads and recompaction of the existing artificial fill. Therefore, although unlikely,
grading at the site could potentially affect unknown paleontological resources. Due to the
potential to encounter these unknown resources during grading activities, implementation of
Mitigation Measure CR-2 is required. By retaining a qualified paleontologist to monitor for these
resources if inadvertently discovered, the RCCD will ensure that a proper inspection of exposed
surfaces is conducted to determine if fossils are present and that appropriate treatment of any
paleontological resources 1s implemented. Impacts would therefore be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

CR-2: In the event that paleontological resources are inadvertently discovered during
construction activities (including grading), all construction work shall be halted in the
vicinity of the discovery until a qualified paleontologist retained by the RCCD can visit
the site and assess the significance of the potential paleontological resource.
Specifically, the qualified paleontologist shall conduct on site paleontological
monitoring for the project site to include inspection of exposed surfaces to determine if
fossils are present. The monitor shall have authority to divert grading away from
exposed fossils temporarily in order to recover the fossil specimens.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Refer to the response to (a) and (b)
above. There is no indication that development on the project site would disturb any human

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010

Norco Operations Center 4-27



Backup I11-A-2
December 14, 2010
Page 50 of 111

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

remains; however, the potential exists to uncover human remains during grading. Although
unlikely, the discovery of human remains would be a potentially significant impact without
mitigation.

Due to the potential to uncover human remains during grading activities, implementation of
Mitigation Measure CR-1 is required. By ceasing all construction work in the vicinity of any
potential discovery of human remains until a registered professional archaeologist can visit the
site of discovery and assess the significance and origin of the archaeological resource, as well as
contacting the County Coroner and complying with required state law regarding the discovery of
human remains, any potential impacts related to human remains will be substantively reduced.
Impacts would therefore be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implement Mitigation Measure CR-1.

Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration November 2010
Norco Operations Center 4-28




Backup I11-A-2

December 14, 2010

Page 51 of 111
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY

4.3.6 Geology and Soils

Potentiall Less Than Less Th
Environmental Issues otentially Significant ess han
, Significant . Significant
Would the project: Imoact With Imoact Impact
P Mitigation P

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

[
[
X
[

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project and

potentially result in on- or off site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

O Oooobn
O X OOO
X OXKXIKX
O Oooobn

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

[
[
X
[

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of D D D |X|
wastewater?

Discussion

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

i) _Rupture of a known earthguake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.
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Less than Significant Impact. The site is located in the northern part of the Peninsular Ranges
Geomorphic Province of southern California. Cretaceous igneous rocks of the southern
California batholith underlie the Peninsular Ranges at depth in this area. Northwest-trending,
right-lateral, strike-slip faults dominate the structure of the Peninsular Ranges. The active Chino-
Central Avenue Fault is present approximately 5 miles (8 kilometers) west of the site. This fault
zone has experienced significant activity in the recent geologic past. The San Andreas Fault, the
most active and extensive fault in California is located approximately 25 miles northeast of the
site. Locally, the site is mapped as being underlain by Cretaceous micropegmatite granite of the
Gavilan Ring Complex, with granitic bedrock also underlying the hilly terrain to the northeast.

According to the Geotechnical Investigation prepared for the proposed project by Leighton
Consulting, Inc. the site is not located over any known faults and is not located near a pressure
ridge or within a current State of California designated Earthquake Fault Zone and the potential
for future surface rupture of active faults on site is considered to be very low (Leighton
Consulting 2009). Further, according to the City of Norco Seismic Safety and Public Safety
Elements policy report prepared by Envicom Corporation on behalf of the City, there are no
active or potentially active faults present in the City. Therefore, damage resulting from surface
rupture or fault displacement is not expected at the project site. Impacts are considered less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact. Because the project site is located in seismically active Southern
California, it is subject to moderate to severe ground shaking in the event of a major earthquake
along any of the active faults in the region. The known regional active faults that could produce

the most significant ground shaking at the site include the Chino-Central Avenue, San Jose, San
Andreas, Whittier, and the Elsinore-Glen Ivy faults. The closest fault is the Chino-Central
Avenue fault located approximately 5 miles away. No active or potentially active fault is known
to exist at the project site, nor is the site situated within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone,
a State of California Special Studies Zone, or a County of Riverside designated fault zone.
According to the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 2002 Interactive Deaggregations
utility, the predominant modal earthquake for the site has a peak horizontal ground acceleration
(PHGA) of 0.60g with a magnitude of approximately 7.0 Mw at a distance of 9 kilometers
(Leighton Consulting 2009). Seismic parameters were provided in the Leighton geotechnical
report and to reduce any potential risks related to strong seismic ground shaking, a design
response spectrum should be performed in accordance with the 2007 California Building Code
(Leighton Consulting 2009). With the incorporation of all seismic design of the structures in
accordance with the Uniform Building Code guidelines and as provided in the geotechnical
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report provided from Leighton Consulting Inc., risks to the proposed projects associated with
ground shaking would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact. Liquefaction is the loss of soils strength or stiffness due to a
buildup of pore-water pressure during strong ground shaking activity and is typically associated
with loose, granular, and saturated soils (Leighton Consulting 2009). According to the Riverside

County Land Information System, the western portion of the Norco College does have the
potential for high liquefaction (County of Riverside 2010). The geotechnical report by Leighton
found that regional groundwater maps and data indicate that groundwater levels have not risen
above a historic depth of 30 feet below ground surface and that shallow bedrock was
encountered in all of the borings taken with the anticipated building footprints, which would be
unlikely to hold significant amounts of groundwater (Leighton Consulting 2009). Therefore, the
potential for liquefaction, or other effects of liquefaction including lateral spreading or induced
settlement, is low and any potential impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

iv) Landslides?

Less than Significant Impact. There is no evidence of ancient landslides or slope instabilities at
the site and there are no significant slopes located on or near the project site that may be
considered susceptible to seismically induced landslides. The proposed project is located on
relatively flat land aside from a 12-foot high slope along the north edge of the site. The northern
slope will be converted to a retaining wall and therefore any impacts related to this slope are

minimal (Leighton Consulting 2009). As a result, impacts resulting from landslides would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Construction activities such as
grading may have the potential to cause soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. As required in
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Mitigation Measure HYD-2 in Section 4.3.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, the grading and
erosion control plan will include erosion control measures such as silt fencing and sand bagging
to prevent on and off site erosion. Additional erosion control measures may be used as
appropriate depending on field conditions to prevent erosion and/or the introduction of dirt, mud,
or debris into existing public streets and/or onto adjacent properties during construction. As part
of the plan, topsoil will be stockpiled and covered on the project site for reuse.

A Project Specific Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) is in the process of being prepared
for the project, which identifies Best Management Practices (BMPs) that would be employed to
prevent discharge of other project-related pollutants that could contaminate nearby water
resources. An implementation inspection and maintenance program is proposed as part of the
WQMP to ensure that BMPs are implemented according to design and are effective in
controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants.

Short-term erosion effects during the construction phase of the project would be prevented
through implementation of a grading and erosion control plan as provided in Mitigation Measure
HYD-2, which would incorporate BMPs to reduce project-related hydrology and water quality
impacts. The BMPs provided in the WQMP prepared for the project would prevent the discharge
of pollutants that could contaminate nearby water resources and cause erosion, thereby
addressing both short- and long-term erosion impacts. In addition, a system of storm drains,
basin enhancement, and subsurface chambers to capture runoff would be provided throughout
the developed site, along with landscaped areas and groundcovers, thereby preventing soil
erosion upon build-out of the project. Impacts would therefore be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implement Mitigation Measure HYD-2.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to responses a): i) through a): iv) regarding the risk of
strong seismic shaking, lateral spreading, landslides, subsidence, and liquefaction. Cretaceous
granitic bedrock lies beneath artificial fill and alluvial soils at varying depths throughout the
proposed project site (Leighton Consulting 2009). The artificial fill consists of silty sand to
clayey sand and is located on average within the upper 1 to 2 feet of the site, and as deep as 10 to
15 feet below ground surface on the northwestern edge of the site (Leighton Consulting 2009).
Below the fill and alluvial soil, the granitic bedrock was of a strong structure, becoming stronger
with depth. The soil was determined to only be slightly compressible and the upper 10 feet of
soil as well as the granitic bedrock were determined to have a negligible collapse potential
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(Leighton Consulting 2009). Regardless, the geotechnical report advises that partial removal and
recompaction of this material will be necessary to reduce a differential settlement of the site.
Thus, proper fill placement and compaction will ensure that any potential impacts related to on
site soil would be less than significant.

Expansive soils contain significant amounts of clay particles that swell considerable when wetted
and shrink when dried. Foundations constructed on such soils are subjected to large uplifting
forces due to such swelling and without proper measures, such foundations could be subject to
heaving and breaking due to the shrinking and swelling of expansive soils. However, near-
surface samples of the soils taken from the site show an expansion rate of zero, and collapse tests
showed that the soils did not expand during inundations. Therefore, on site soils are expected to
have a very low potential for expansion of the soil (Leighton Consulting 2009). The existing
artificial fill located at the site should be removed, but can be reused as compacted fill.
Moreover, since the buildings may be underlain by both alluvial soil and bedrock at the
foundation level or at shallow depths below the foundations, the entire building pads will likely
be overexcavated to a minimum depth of 4 feet below the existing ground surface or 2 feet below
the bottom of the proposed footings, whichever is deeper. Areas outside of the proposed
operations center buildings planned for asphalt or concrete pavement, flatwork, site walls, and
areas to receive fill should be overexcavated to a minimum depth of 12 inches below existing
grade or 24 inches below proposed subgrade, whichever is deeper. Existing artificial fill need not
be completely removed in these areas.

Proper fill placement and compaction will ensure that any potential impacts related to on site
soil, including lateral spreading, liquefaction, subsidence, or collapse would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to response (c) above. The proposed project is not located
on expansive soils that would create a substantial risk to life or property; therefore, impacts
would be less than significant. Nonetheless, the proposed project will remove undocumented
artificial fill and ensure proper fill placement and compaction to further reduce this already less
than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would not result in the need for a septic tank
or alternative wastewater disposal system. Future development would connect to the public
sewer system where adequate sewer capacity is anticipated. No impact would result.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.
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4.3.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Environmental Issues Potentially Less Than Less Than No
. Significant  Significant With  Significant
Would the project: L Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

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

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

Discussion

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a

significant impact on the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. Global climate change is a cumulative impact; a project
participates in this potential impact through its incremental contribution combined with the
cumulative increase of all other sources of greenhouse gases (GHGs). There are currently no
established thresholds for measuring the significance of a project’s cumulative contribution to
global climate change such as the proposed Norco Operations Center Project; however, all
reasonable efforts should be made to minimize a project’s contribution to global climate change.

While the proposed project would result in emissions of GHGs during construction and operation,
no guidance exists to indicate what level of GHG emissions would be considered substantial
enough to result in a significant adverse impact on global climate. However, it is generally the
case that an individual project is of insufficient magnitude by itself to influence climate change or
result in a substantial contribution to the global GHG inventory. Thus, GHG impacts are
recognized as exclusively cumulative impacts; there are no non-cumulative GHG emission
impacts from a climate change perspective (CAPCOA 2008). Accordingly, further discussion of
the project’s GHG emissions and their impact on global climate are addressed below.

Construction Impacts. Construction of the proposed project would result in GHG emissions,
which are primarily associated with use of off-road construction equipment and vehicles and
on-road construction and worker vehicles. The URBEMIS 2007 model was used to calculate the
annual CO, emissions based on the construction scenario described in Section 7.1. The model
results were adjusted to estimate CH4 and N,O emissions in addition to CO,. The CO, emissions
from off-road equipment and on-road trucks, which are assumed by URBEMIS 2007 to be diesel
fueled, were adjusted by a factor derived from the relative CO,, CH4, and N,O for diesel fuel as
reported in the California Climate Action Registry’s (CCAR) General Reporting Protocol
(CCAR 2009) for transportation fuels and the GWP for each GHG. The CO; emissions
associated with construction worker trips and vendor trips were multiplied by a factor based on
the assumption that CO, represents 95% of the CO.E emissions associated with passenger
vehicles (EPA 2005). The results were then converted from annual tons per year to metric tons
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per year. The Estimated Construction GHG Emissions table below presents construction
emissions for the proposed project in the years 2011 and 2012 from off-road equipment, on-road
trucks, employee vehicles, and vendor vehicles.

Estimated Construction GHG Emissions

| CO:E MTons/year
Year 2011
Off-Road Equipment 68
On-Road Trucks 1
Employee Vehicles 14
Vendor Vehicles 10
Total 93
Year 2012
Off-Road Equipment 32
On-Road Trucks 0
Employee Vehicles 9
Vendor Vehicles 7
Total 48

Source: URBEMIS 2007. See Appendix A for complete results.
MTons/year = metric tons per year. 1 metric ton = 1.1023 tons

As shown in the table above, the estimated total GHG emissions during construction would be 93
metric tons of CO,E, in the year 2011, and 48 metric tons of CO,E, in the year 2012. Additional
details regarding these calculations are found in the Air Quality Technical Report located within
Appendix A.

Operational Impacts: Project Energy Use and Vehicle Emissions. The proposed project would
be designed to meet LEED certification standards and would utilize on site photovoltaic panels in
order to reduce the project’s impact on nonrenewable resources. The project would also utilize
light fixtures that comply with all LEED requirements in order to reduce both nighttime glow and
energy use. In addition, the project site would entail minimal hardscape and landscaping, which
would consist of drought tolerant plantings mainly along the main access road. Operation of the
proposed project would result in GHG emissions through area sources (including space heating
and cooling, and electricity use) and vehicular traffic generated by project employees,
maintenance vehicles, and delivery trucks. Annual CO, emissions from natural gas combustion
were estimated using URBEMIS 2007. The CO, emissions were adjusted by a factor derived from
the relative CO,, CHy4, and N,O for natural gas as reported in the CCAR’s General Reporting
Protocol (CCAR 2009) for stationary combustion fuels and their GWPs. Annual electricity use
was estimated using land use generation rates for an unrefrigerated warehouse (Itron, Inc. 2006,
Appendix A). Development of the proposed project at buildout would consume approximately
94,000 kilowatt-hours per year (see Appendix A for calculations). The generation of electricity
through combustion of fossil fuels typically results in emissions of CO; and to a smaller extent
CH4 and N,O. Annual electricity emissions were estimated using the reported CO, emissions per
kilowatt-hour for Southern California Edison, which would provide electricity for the project
(SCE 2009). The contributions of CH4 and N,O for powerplants in California were obtained from
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the CCAR’s General Reporting Protocol, which were adjusted for their GWPs to estimate the
emissions in units of CO,E (CCAR 2009). The CH4 and N,O emissions associated with vehicle
trips were accounted for by multiplying the URBEMIS 2007 CO, emissions by a factor based on
the assumption that CO, represents 95% of the CO, emissions associated with passenger vehicles
(EPA 2005). The estimated operational GHG emissions from area sources, including electricity
usage, and motor vehicles associated with the proposed project is shown in the table below,
Estimated Operational GHG Emissions; however, reductions in area sources associated with the
above GHG reduction strategies are not accounted for in the estimated emissions.

Estimated Operational GHG Emissions

CO:E MTonslyear
Area Sources 187
Motor Vehicles 146
Total 333

Source: URBEMIS 2007. See Appendix A for complete results.
MTons/year = metric tons per year. 1 metric ton = 1.1023 tons

As shown in the table above, the estimated emissions of GHGs generated by area and vehicular
sources would be 333 metric tons of CO,E per year.

While global climate change is, by definition, a cumulative environmental impact and the
impacts of climate change on California human and natural systems would also be substantial,
there currently is no agreed-upon methodology to adequately identify, under CEQA, when
project-level GHG emissions contribute considerably to this cumulative impact.

For comparative purposes, the proposed project’s contribution to the State’s total emissions (484
million metric tons CO, equivalent, including out-of-state electrical generation, in 2004 [CARB
2007]) would be less than 0.0001%. Additionally, the required reductions to achieve the 2020
goal of AB 32 are estimated to be approximately 42 million metric tons CO, equivalent from
2002-2004 levels (CARB 2008). Furthermore, LEED certification and other reduction strategies
incorporated into the project would minimize energy consumption and thus, the project would be
consistent with Scoping Plan measures to be developed under the Scoping Plan. The proposed
project would also be subject to many of the measures to be adopted pursuant to the AB 32
Scoping Plan, including but not limited to GHG emission standards for passenger vehicles and
light trucks, the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, and more stringent energy conservation standards.

While all sources of GHG emissions contribute to some extent to global climate change, the
amount of GHG emissions generated by the proposed project would not likely impede or conflict
with the State’s ability to achieve the goals of AB 32, especially as the proposed project would
include photovoltaic panels and other LEED design strategies to reduce the project’s energy
demand. Accordingly, the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution, and the project would result in less than significant construction and operational
impacts on global climate change.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to answer (a) above and the discussion under 4.3.3
regarding Air Quality. The amount of GHG emissions generated by the proposed project will not
likely impede or conflict with the State’s ability to achieve the goals of AB 32. Accordingly, the

proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution, and the project
would result in a less than significant impact on global climate change. The proposed project will
not conflict with any plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of GHGs.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

4.3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
; Potentially Less Than Less Than
E:‘";Z"’Te"ta', Issues Significant ~ Significant With ~ Significant | _N°
ould e project: Impact Mitigation Impact P

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

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

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

Be located on a site which is included on a list of

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would D D D &
it create a significant hazard to the public or environment?

=

o

For a project located within an airport land use plan or,

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles

of a public airport or public use airport, would the project |:| |:| |:| |E
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in

the project area?
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: Potentially Less Than Less Than
E:VI;Z':’Tental_ Is:.ues Significant  Significant With  Significant ImNth
oula the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P

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

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an

adopted emergency response plan or emergency |:| |:| |E |:|
evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where D D & D
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Discussion

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

Less than Significant Impact. Relatively small amounts of commonly used hazardous
substances, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating oil, grease, and solvents would be used on
site for construction and maintenance. These materials would be transported and handled in
accordance with all federal, state, and local laws regulating the management and use of
hazardous materials. Consequently, use of these materials for their intended purpose would not
pose a significant risk to the public or environment. Once construction is complete, fuels and
other petroleum products would no longer remain on site. The transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials would be limited to common hazardous materials. Although limited
quantities of these hazardous materials (e.g., cleaning agents, paints and thinners, fuels,
insecticides, herbicides, etc.) will potentially be used during both construction and operation of
the proposed project, these activities generally do not entail the use of such substances in
quantities that would present a significant hazard to the public or the environment. Impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

Construction activities on the project site would not result in the routine transport of, emission,
or disposal of hazardous materials and no acutely hazardous materials would be used on site
during project construction. All activities involving toxic, flammable, or explosive materials
(including refueling construction vehicles and equipment) will be conducted with adequate
safety and fire suppression devices readily accessible on the project site. Construction of the
proposed project will involve the grading and demolition of the existing facilities sheds currently
on site. Expected materials from this demolition would include asphalt, concrete, sand, wood,
steel, and landscape materials. Neither the action of demolishing such structures nor the hauling
and disposal of such materials will constitute a significant potential impact.
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Once the project is operational, there will be a 250-kilowatt backup natural gas generator located
on site. This is a standard backup generator that will be maintained and kept in good working
order and will not pose any undue hazards or risks to the surrounding area. Most of the goods
anticipated to be stored within the warehouse will not consist of hazardous materials. Regardless,
any chemicals, including petroleum products, cleaning supplies, and lubricants utilized by the
maintenance staff at the main maintenance shop for all plumbing, electrical, mechanical, and
landscaping needs will be appropriately stored, secured, and managed.

Any potential impacts related to the routine transport, use, or disposal of materials from the
proposed project site will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in response (a) above,
construction activities on the project site would involve the transport of gasoline and other
materials to the site during construction. Relatively small amounts of commonly used hazardous
substances, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating oil, grease, and solvents would be used on
site for construction and maintenance. The materials alone and use of these materials for their
intended purpose would not pose a significant risk to the public or environment; however,
accidental spills of hazardous materials during construction could potentially result in soil
contamination or water quality impacts. To minimize/eliminate fuel spillage, all construction
vehicles will be adequately maintained and equipped. All equipment maintenance work,
including refueling, will occur off site or within the designated construction staging area. All

potentially hazardous construction waste, including trash, litter, garbage, other solid wastes,
petroleum products, and other potentially hazardous materials, will be removed to a hazardous
waste facility permitted to treat, store, or dispose of such materials. Once construction is
complete, all remaining fuels for use on the college will be appropriately stored within secured
structures and the backup natural gas generator will be kept in good working order and will not
create any undue hazardous risks.

By incorporating the project design features described above, developing a hazardous materials
management plan as provided for in Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, and implementing BMPs to
address the accidental spillage of hazardous materials as provided for in Mitigation Measure
HYD-1, potential hazards to the public or the environment resulting from foreseeable upset or
accidental conditions related to hazardous materials will be substantially minimized or
eliminated. Impacts would therefore be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

HAZ-1: Prior to approval of final construction plans, a hazardous materials management plan
for the construction phase of the proposed project shall be created. The plan shall
identify all hazardous materials that will be present on any portion of the construction
site, including, but not limited to, fuels, solvents, and petroleum products. A
contingency plan shall be developed to identify potential spill hazards, how to prevent
their occurrence, and how to address any spil