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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) was prepared in accordance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15132). 
The City of Wildomar (City) is the lead agency for the environmental review of the proposed 
Cornerstone Community Church Construction Project (proposed project; project). The City has 
the principal responsibility for approving the project. This Final EIR assesses the expected 
environmental impacts resulting from approval and implementation of the proposed project, as 
well as responds to comments received on the Draft EIR. 

1.3 ORGANIZATION AND SCOPE OF THE FINAL EIR 

This Final EIR  is organized in the following manner: 

SECTION 1.0 – INTRODUCTION 

Section 1.0 provides an overview of the EIR process to date and what the Final EIR is required to 
contain. 

Section 2.0 – COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

Section 2.0 provides a list of commenters, copies of written comments (coded for reference), 
and the responses to those comments made on the Draft EIR.  

Section 3.0 – MINOR REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

Section 3.0 provides a list of minor edits made to the Draft EIR as a result of comments received 
and other staff-initiated changes. 

1.1 BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF THE EIR 

BACKGROUND OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS OF THE PROJECT 

The following is an overview of the environmental review process for the proposed Cornerstone 
Church Construction Project that led to the preparation of this Final EIR. 

Notice of Preparation 

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft EIR was submitted for public review on November 
1, 2013, with the review period ending on December 2, 2013. A scoping meeting was held on 
November 18, 2013, to solicit input from interested agencies and the public. The City received 
several comment letters on the NOP and during the public scoping meeting. The NOP comments 
are provided in Appendix 2.0 of the Draft EIR and summarized in Section 1.0 Introduction of the 
Draft EIR.  

Draft EIR 

The Draft EIR was released for public and agency review on June 24, 2014, with the 45-day 
review period ending on August 7, 2014. The Draft EIR contains a description of the project, 
description of the environmental setting, identification of project impacts, and mitigation 
measures for impacts found to be significant, as well as an analysis of project alternatives. The 
Draft EIR was provided to interested public agencies and the public and was made available for 
review at City offices, and on the City’s website. (www.cityofwildomar.org) 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Final EIR  

The City received 5 comment letters from public agencies, interest groups, and the public 
regarding the Draft EIR. This document responds to the comments received by the City on the 
proposed project, as required by CEQA. This document also contains minor edits to the Draft EIR, 
which are included in Section 3.0, Minor Revisions to the Draft EIR. This document constitutes the 
Final EIR. 

Certification of the Final EIR/Project Consideration 

The City will review and consider the Final EIR. If the City finds that the Final EIR is “adequate and 
complete,” the City may certify the Final EIR. The rule of adequacy generally holds that the EIR 
can be certified if it: (1) shows a good faith effort at full disclosure of environmental information; 
and (2) provides sufficient analysis to allow decisions to be made regarding the project in 
contemplation of its environmental consequences. 

Upon review and consideration of the Final EIR, the City may take action to adopt, revise, or 
reject the proposed project. A decision to approve the proposed project would be 
accompanied by written findings in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 
and 15093. Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 also requires lead agencies to adopt a 
mitigation monitoring and reporting program to describe measures that have been adopted or 
made a condition of project approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the 
environment. 

1.2 INTENDED USES OF THE EIR 

The EIR is intended to evaluate the environmental impacts of the project to the greatest extent 
possible. This EIR, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126, should be used as the 
primary environmental document to evaluate all planning and permitting actions associated 
with the project. Please refer to Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR for a detailed 
discussion of the proposed project.  
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2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

2.1 LIST OF COMMENTERS 

The following individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies submitted written 
comments on the Draft EIR.  

Letter Agency, Organization, or Individual Date 

A Department of Fish and Wildlife August 4, 2014 

B Pechanga Cultural Resources August 7, 2014 

C Governor’s Office of Planning and Research August 7, 2014 

1 John Garrett July 5, 2014 

2 Johnson & Sedlack August 7, 2014 

 

2.2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

REQUIREMENTS FOR RESPONDING TO COMMENTS ON A DRAFT EIR 

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on 
environmental issues received on the Draft EIR and prepare a written response. The written 
response must address the significant environmental issue raised and must be detailed, 
especially when specific comments or suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not 
accepted. In addition, there must be a good faith and reasoned analysis in the written 
response. However, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues 
associated with the project and do not need to provide all the information requested by 
commenters, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR (State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15204). 

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 recommends that commenters provide detailed 
comments that focus on the sufficiency of the Draft EIR in identifying and analyzing the possible 
impacts on the environment and ways in which the significant effects of the project might be 
avoided or mitigated. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 also notes that commenters should 
provide an explanation and evidence supporting their comments. Pursuant to State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of 
substantial evidence supporting such a conclusion. 

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 also recommends that where a response to comments 
results in revisions to the Draft EIR, those revisions be incorporated as a revision to the Draft EIR or 
as a separate section of the Final EIR. 

RESPONSES TO COMMENT LETTERS 

Written comments on the Draft EIR are reproduced on the following pages, along with responses 
to those comments.  

Where changes to the Draft EIR text result from responding to comments, those changes are 
included in the response and demarcated with revision marks (underline for new text, strikeout 
for deleted text). The responses to comments were prepared by City staff and PMC. 
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2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

 
Comment Letter A 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
August 4, 2014 
 
A-1 The commenter states that the time period between burrowing owl surveys that were 

completed for the project and the actual construction start date was too great and that 
new surveys should be completed within the twelve month period prior to the 
construction start date.  The commenter continues and provides a suggested change to 
mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a and MM 3.3.2b.  .  

 
The following change will be made to Mitigation Measure 3.3.2a on page 3.3-28: 

 
Focused surveys shall be conducted within 12 months prior to construction activities. 
These surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the Burrowing Owl Survey 
Instructions for the Western Riverside MSHCP (March 29, 2006). 

In addition, pPer MSHCP Species-Specific Objective 6, preconstruction 
presence/absence surveys for burrowing owl within the survey area, where suitable 
habitat is present, will be conducted for all covered activities through the life of the 
building permit. Surveys will be conducted within 30 days prior to disturbance. Take of 
active nests will be avoided. Passive relocation (use of one-way doors and collapse of 
burrows) will occur when owls are present outside the nesting season. If construction is 
delayed or suspended for more than 30 days after the survey, the area shall be 
resurveyed. 

Surveys shall be completed for occupied burrowing owl burrows within all construction 
areas and within 500 feet (150 meters) of the project work areas (where possible and 
appropriate based on habitat). All occupied burrows will be mapped on an aerial 
photo. 

The following change will be made to Mitigation Measure 3.3.2b on page 3.3-28: 
 
If burrowing owls are found to be present onsite, the project proponent shall develop a 
conservation strategy in cooperation with CDFW, USFWS and the Regional Conservation 
Authority in accordance with CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012) 
prior to any groundbreaking activities. 

If burrowing owls are identified during the survey period, the City shall require the project 
applicant to take the following actions to offset impacts prior to ground disturbance: 

Active nests within the areas scheduled for disturbance or degradation shall be avoided 
from February 1 through August 31, and a minimum 250-foot (75-meter) buffer shall be 
provided until fledging has occurred. Following fledging, owls may be passively 
relocated by a qualified biologist. 

If impacts on occupied burrows in the non-nesting period are unavoidable, on-site 
passive relocation techniques may be used if approved by the CDFW to encourage owls 
to move to alternative burrows outside of the impact area. However, no occupied 
burrows shall be disturbed during the nesting season. A qualified biologist must verify 
through noninvasive methods that the burrow is no longer occupied.  
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If relocation of the owls is approved for the site by the CDFW, the City shall require the 
developer to hire a qualified biologist to prepare a plan for relocating the owls to a 
suitable site. The relocation plan must include all of the following: 

• The location of the nest and owls proposed for relocation. 

• The location of the proposed relocation site. 

• The number of owls involved and the time of year when the relocation is 
proposed to take place. 

• The name and credentials of the biologist who will be retained to supervise the 
relocation. 

• The proposed method of capture and transport for the owls to the new site. 

• A description of site preparation at the relocation site (e.g., enhancement of 
existing burrows, creation of artificial burrows, one-time or long-term vegetation control).  

• A description of efforts and funding support proposed to monitor the relocation. 

If paired owls are present within 160 feet (50 meters) of a temporary project disturbance 
(e.g., parking areas), active burrows shall be protected with fencing/cones/flagging and 
monitored by a qualified biologist throughout construction to identify losses from nest 
abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort. Any identified loss shall be reported to 
the CDFW. 

 
A-2 The commenter notes that it is the project proponent’s responsibility to comply with all 

applicable laws related to nesting birds and birds of prey and provides a listing of the 
applicable laws. The commenter continues and suggests additions to mitigation measure 
MM 3.3.2d. -.  

 
The following change will be made to Mitigation Measure 3.3.2d on page 3.3-29: 

 
Migratory Bird Surveys. If clearing and/or construction activities will occur, within 
undisturbed portions of the project site, during the migratory bird nesting season (March 
15 January 1 through August 15), preconstruction surveys to identify active migratory bird 
nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 3 days of construction 
initiation. Focused surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist for the purposes of 
determining presence/absence of active nest sites within the proposed impact area and 
a 200-foot buffer (if feasible). Note that the City will require preconstruction nesting 
surveys during the nesting season only.  

If active nest sites are identified within 200 feet of project activities, the applicant shall 
impose a limited operating period (LOP) for all active nest sites prior to commencement 
of any project construction activities to avoid construction- or access-related 
disturbances to migratory bird nesting activities. An LOP constitutes a period during 
which project-related activities (i.e., vegetation removal, earth moving, and 
construction) will not occur and will be imposed within 100 feet of any active nest sites 
until the nest is deemed inactive. Activities permitted within and the size (i.e., 100 feet) of 
LOPs may be adjusted through consultation with the CDFW. 

 
A-3 The commenter states the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) is responsible 

for issuing a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement per Section 1602 of the Fish 
and Game Code. The commenter continues and states to facilitate the issuance of a 
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LSA, an environmental document should fully identify the potential impacts, mitigation, 
monitoring and reporting commitments for impacted lakes, streams and riparian 
resources.  

 
One of the ephemeral drainages located in the southern portion of the site is located 
immediately south of a proposed water quality basin.  As previously reported, none of 
the ten riparian habitats described under the Riparian Forest/Woodland/Shrub 
Vegetation Association heading in the MSHCP were mapped within or alongside the 
banks of any ephemeral drainage present on the site.   A recent survey was conducted 
to confirm these findings.   The location of the ephemeral drainage (Riparian/Riverine 
Area) has been plotted onto an aerial photograph (see Figure 1).  The project footprint 
showing the location of the basin is also shown on this map. 

Project grading will not then result in the loss of riparian habitat from proposed 
vegetation disturbance or removal.   Project activities do not have the potential to 
impact this area, either directly through equipment movement, or indirectly through soil 
replacement.  Submitting a Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration to the 
Department is not required in this case. 

Cut-grading to create the basin will occur in a south-to-north direction away from the 
drainage channel, and no fill materials will be placed in this area.  Placement of the 
outlet structure will occur a distance above any streambed associated with this 
drainage.  

The proposed project will incorporate erosion control requirements from the San Diego 
Regional Water Quality Control Board to ensure that disturbed surfaces will not be left 
without erosion control measures in place from October 1 through April 15. 

Best management practices (BMPs) will also be used to ensure that siltation and erosion are 
minimized during construction.  Construction Guidelines and Standard BMPs are set forth in 
Section 7.5.3 and Appendix C of the MSHCP, Volume 1.Impacts 3.3.3 and 3.3.4 also address 
this topic and provide mitigation that would be followed if disturbance would occur. 
Mitigation measure MM 3.3.3 addresses a no-net-loss of riparian vegetation associated 
with the feature, as well as potential methods for mitigation, such as restoration or 
purchase of credits. Mitigation measures MM 3.3.4a and MM 3.3.4b require a 
jurisdictional delineation and no-net-loss of any features deemed jurisdictional and 
require a 1602 permit as well as CWA Section 404 and 401 permits as needed.  

  
 The commenter states a Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation 

(DBESP) is required for project with unavoidable impacts to drainages. As shown above 
the proposed project will avoid any riparian vegetation and would therefore not require 
preparation of a DBESP.   

The commenter states that the implementation of the proposed project could conflict 
with the provisions of the Western Riverside County MSHCP. This would be considered a 
potentially significant impact. 

The MSHCP protects and preserves certain habitats and species in the region. The 
MSHCP delineates particular areas of concern through the identification of specific areas 
known as Criteria Cells. Areas identified as Criteria Cells typically contain certain 
restrictions on development and land alterations. The PSA is not within a Criteria Cell or 
any other special conservation area. A full analysis of the proposed project’s consistency 
with the MSHCP can be found in Appendix 3.3. 
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The proposed project is located within the Burrowing Owl Survey Area (Figure 6-4 of the 
MSHCP). A nesting season survey was conducted and a report was prepared, following 
the guidelines provided in the MSHCP (Appendix 3.3).  

Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP addresses preservation of riparian, riverine, vernal pool, and 
fairy shrimp habitats. The proposed project may result in onsite improvements that will 
have direct permanent impacts to MSHCP riverine/riparian habitat within the PSA. 
Impacts to the riverine/riparian area may occur from construction of a parking lot. In 
order to comply with Section 6.1.2, the project proponent shall prepare and submit a 
Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) to the City. Off-
site mitigation could be in the form of purchased mitigation credits from the Elsinore-
Murrieta-Anza Resource Conservation District (EMARCD). 

A final component of the MSHCP is Mitigation Fee Areas, which are land areas that 
occur within the MSHCP and require a fee for development activities to occur. These 
fees are utilized to fund the minimization to certain endemic species. The proposed 
project is located within the MSHCP Mitigation Fee Area (Riverside County Ordinance 
810.2) and the Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Mitigation Fee Area (Riverside County Ordinance 
663). A standard condition for the proposed project includes the payment of these fees 
to comply with the overlying habitat conservation plan (the MSHCP). 

As demonstrated in the analysis by Principe and Associates (2013a) (see Appendix 3.3), 
the proposed project is consistent with the MSHCP. With adherence to the standard 
conditions and requirements, any impacts will be less than significant with mitigation 
incorporated. In addition, implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a and MM 
3.3.2b included above will result in the project having no impact with regard to the 
MSHCP. 
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Comment Letter B 
Pechanga Cultural Resources 
 
Note to reader: For convenience the Pechanga Tribe is included in the list of public agencies 
that the City of Wildomar contacts during preparation of environmental documents. The City 
understands that the Tribe is independent, and is not an agency of the State of California. The 
City regularly consults with the tribe in the evaluation of impacts to cultural resources. In this 
instance the tribe was sent a copy of the notice of preparation on October 28, 2013, and the 
draft EIR on June 23, 2014. The City received correspondence from the Ana Hoover on 
December 26, 2013 regarding a desire to participate in the environmental process, and of 
course this letter requesting minor changes to the wording of mitigation measures.   
 
B-1. The commenter provides suggestions for changes to mitigation measure MM 3.5.2a of 

the DEIR.  
 

Based on the commenter’s suggestions, the following change will be made to mitigation 
measure MM 3.5.2a on page 3.5-12: 
  
 If during grading or construction activities cultural resources are discovered on the 
project site, work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery and the 
resources shall be evaluated by a qualified archeologist and the Pechanga Tribe (Tribe). 
Any unanticipated cultural resources that are discovered shall be evaluated and a in the 
final report prepared by the qualified archeologist. The report shall include a list of the 
resources discovered, documentation of each site/locality, and interpretation of the 
resources identified, and the method of preservation and/or recovery for identified 
resources. In the event the significant resources are recovered and if the qualified 
archaeologist and the Tribe determines the resources to be historic or unique, avoidance 
and/or mitigation would be required pursuant to and consistent with CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4 and Public Resources Code Section 21083.2 and the 
Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring Agreement required by mitigation measure 
CUL-23.5.2b. 
 
The commenter provides suggestions for mitigation measure MM 3.5.2d of the DEIR.  
 
Based on the commenter’s suggestions, the following change will be made to mitigation 
measure MM 3.5.2d on page on page 3.5-13: 
 
To address the possibility that cultural resources may be encountered during grading or 
construction, a qualified professional archeologist shall monitor all construction activities 
that could potentially impact archaeological deposits (e.g., grading, excavation, and/or 
trenching). However, monitoring may be discontinued as soon the qualified professional 
is satisfied that construction will not disturb cultural and/or paleontological 
Archaeological resources. A final mitigation monitoring report shall be prepared by the 
archaeologist documenting any resources found, their treatment, ultimate disposition, 
new or updated site records and any other pertinent information associated with the 
Project. Final copies of the report will be submitted to the City of Wildomar, the 
Developer, the Eastern Information Center and the Pechanga Tribe. 
 
The commenter provides suggestions for mitigation measure MM 3.5.4a of the DEIR.  
 
Based on the commenter’s suggestions, the following change will be made to mitigation 
measure MM 3.5.4a on page 3.5-16: 
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If human remains are encountered, California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
requires that no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside County Coroner has 
made the necessary findings as to origin. Further, pursuant to California Public Resources 
Code Section 5097.98(b), remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until a 
final decision as to the treatment and disposition has been made. If the Riverside County 
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall be contacted within a reasonable time frame 24 hours. Subsequently, 
the Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the “most likely descendant” 
within 24 hours a reasonable timeframe of receiving notification from the coroner. The 
most likely descendant shall then have 48 hours to make recommendations and engage 
in consultations concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources 
Code Section 5097.98. 
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Comment Letter C 
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
 
This letter does not raise any environmental issues and therefore, does not require a response. 
Additionally, the letter from the Department of Fish and Wildlife included as an attachment to 
Letter C, is identical to Letter A, which is found in this FEIR. As such, all environmental issues raised 
in Letter C from the Department of Fish and Wildlife are addressed in Letter A, of this FEIR.  
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Comment Letter 1 
John Garrett 

 
1-1 The commenter states that the Cornerstone Church Project DEIR is deficient because it 

fails to specify that all new lighting and existing lighting must comply with Wildomar 
Lighting Ordinance 8.64.  

 
CEQA requires an analysis of a proposed project’s environmental impacts, including light 
and glare impacts, based on existing conditions. Existing conditions have been 
determined to be the environmental conditions exist at the time the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) is published (CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(a)). CEQA requires 
analysis of potential “new” light and glare impacts caused by a proposed project.  
CEQA does not require an analysis of existing light and glare impacts, nor require 
mitigation of the existing impacts.   
 
Compliance with City ordinances is required of all projects in Wildomar and it is not 
necessary to establish compliance with ordinances through a mitigation measure or 
condition of approval.  While there is no mitigation measure, all new lighting and existing 
lighting must comply with Wildomar Lighting Ordinance 8.64. Section 8.64.020 requires 
that major improvements to a project bring all lighting on site into compliance with the 
code. This project qualifies as a major improvement because of the increase in total 
parking spaces as described in the project description. This is already required by City 
ordinance and therefore it is not necessary to require these standards through a 
mitigation measure in the DEIR. The requirement is included as a condition of approval 
for the proposed project. On Page 3.1-6 the DEIR states that all lighting allowed by the 
ordinance must be fully shielded if feasible and partially shielded in all other cases, and 
must be focused to minimize spill light into the night sky and onto adjacent properties. 
Additionally, page 3.1-6 states that light pollution is regulated by Chapter 8.64 of the 
Wildomar Municipal Code. Compliance with the City’s Light Pollution Ordinance will 
reduce nighttime lighting from the project site. 

 
1-2 The commenter states that the DEIR is deficient in that all parking lot lighting must use full 

cut off fixtures and will be low-pressure sodium or of a color temperature of 3500K or 
lower. However, page 3.1-6 explains that according to the photometric plan, the 
maintenance building parking lot is anticipated to result in an illumination increase 
between 2.0 and 5.7 horizontal footcandles along its southern boundary and to increase 
3.2 horizontal footcandles along its southwest boundary. Therefore, mitigation measure 
MM 3.1.3 only applies to the southern boundary of one parking lot and the southwest 
boundary of another parking lot in order to prevent spillover lighting onto the residential 
property directly adjacent to and south of the maintenance building parking lot. Section 
8.64.020 of the Wildomar Code requires that all lighting on site be brought into 
compliance with major improvements. As the Section 8.64.090-1 B of the Wildomar Code 
requires full cut-off lighting and as noted above all lighting must be brought into 
compliance with the code, there is no need for additional mitigation. 

 
1-3 The commenter states that the DEIR proposes no constraints on lighting mounted on the 

new buildings. The commenter suggests that the DEIR is deficient in that all building-
mounted lighting must be fully shielded and that the use of low pressure sodium or 
choice of color temperature will depend on how the project distributes it’s allowable 
white light under 8.64.90. As the City of Wildomar has an established Light Pollution Code, 
and all lighting must be evaluated at the time of building plan review and be consistent 
with Code, there is no need to establish a mitigation measure to ensure lighting fixtures 
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are consistent with the Code. On page 3.1-7 of the Draft EIR the Light Pollution Code is 
referenced in regard to the limitation of light fixture and size of bulbs for the 
development and states that compliance with the Light Pollution ensures that impacts 
from lighting are less than significant.  

 
1-4 The commenter states that a spillover standard should be mentioned specifically for 

stadium lighting. However, page 3.1-6 of the Draft EIR states that the intensity of the 
proposed athletic field lighting was predicted on a photometric plan prepared for the 
proposed project and attached to the DEIR. The photometric plan was conducted 
based on the assumption that each of the proposed lighting poles will be fully shielded 
and directed to specifically illuminate only the athletic fields. Considering the attributes 
of the proposed lighting, the photometric plan demonstrates that the operation of the 
field lighting will result in an increase constant nighttime illumination along Monte Vista 
Drive, no other area outside of the boundaries of the proposed project will be affected. 
Therefore, neighborhood properties will not be affected.  

 
1-5 The commenter states that the existing church lighting is not an acceptable standard for 

new lighting under 8.64. The commenter adds that the DEIR is deficient and needs to 
state that all new lighting of the new facilities will conform to Municipal Code 8.64. See 
response 1-2, per the Municipal Code all lighting on the project site must be brought up 
to code with a major improvement.  

 
1-6 The commenter states that new permanent lighting conforming to Ordinance 8.64 

should be used to light the lower parking lot at the Church and if temporary lighting is 
used for the lower parking lot, it should conform with Section 8.64.040 Temporary Lighting 
Exemptions.  The commenter dos not present any inadequacies with the DEIR with this 
statement. Comment noted. See response 1-2, per the Municipal Code all lighting on the 
project site must be brought up to code with a major improvement. 

 
1-7 The commenter states that the current facilities have building and area lighting that fail 

to meet the shielding requirement of Ordinance 8.64. The commenter also states that the 
current facilities have two signs that fail to meet the color temperature and curfew 
requirement of Ordinance 8.64. The commenter does not discuss any inadequacies of 
the Draft EIR with this statement. Comment noted See response 1-2, per the Municipal 
Code all lighting on the project site must be brought up to code with a major 
improvement. Note that shielded lights are exempt from the lumen cap of the ordinance 
pursuant to section  

 
1-8 The commenter states that the DEIR is deficient in not addressing the need for proper 

illumination for the existing lower parking lot. As discussed in response 1-1, CEQA does not 
require an analysis of existing lighting conditions, including light and glare from an 
existing lighted parking lot.  Comment noted. The commenter is referred to  response 1-1, 
per the Municipal Code all lighting on the project site must be brought up to code with a 
major improvement. 

 
1-9 The commenter states that the DEIR is deficient in that it fails to address existing area and 

building mounted lights that need to be considered in lumen caps defined under 
8.64.090. . As discussed in response 1-1, CEQA does not require an analysis of existing 
lighting conditions, including light and glare from an existing area and building mounted 
lights.  Comment noted. The commenter is referred to response 1-1, per the Municipal 
Code all lighting on the project site must be brought up to code with a major 
improvement. 
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1-10 The commenter states that the DEIR is deficient in that it fails to specify that Ordinance 

8.64.120 requires that the color temperature of the CORNERSTONE signs be 4400k or lower 
and are subject to a 10:00 pm (residential) or 11:00 pm (commercial) curfew. As 
discussed in response 1-1, CEQA does not require an analysis of existing lighting 
conditions, including light and glare from an existing sign.  Comment noted.  See 
response 1-2, per the Municipal Code all lighting on the project site must be brought up 
to code with a major improvement. 
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Comment Letter 2 
Johnson & Sedlack 

 
2-1 The commenter states that the EIR wrongly fails to consider whether the project would 

have a significant impact by substantially damaging scenic resources including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.  

As a point of clarification, page 3.1-5 of the DEIR identifies that Interstate 15 is “eligible” as 
a state designated scenic highway. However, at this time, Interstate 15 is not a state 
designated scenic highway. Additionally, as stated on page 3.1-5, there are no other 
federal, state, or local designation recognizing the project site or any land adjacent to the 
project site as a scenic resource or vista.    

 Page 3.1-5 of the DEIR states that, “Construction of the proposed school building, 
administration building, maintenance building, and parking lots will alter the existing visual 
character of the area by potentially requiring the removal of some existing trees and 
naturally occurring vegetation and by creating new buildings that will be seen from 
Interstate 15, Monte Vista Drive, and some adjacent properties. However the construction 
of these facilities will not require the removal of any tree, rock outcropping, or historic 
building that has been recognized as a scenic resource, and the proposed buildings will 
not block any scenic view or resource.”  

Considering the comment regarding  rock outcroppings, as part of the EIR analysis, a site 
visit was completed on March 13, 2012. No prominent rock outcroppings were observed 
during this visit. Additionally, an aerial photograph included in the Draft EIR as Figure 2.0-2 
does not show any satellite imagery of ‘rock outcroppings’ associated with the upper 
parking lot area. Finally, Google Earth1 was used to further investigate the potential for 
“rock outcroppings” on the project site. This investigation looked at the project site from 
approximately 2,000 feet above the earth surface, as well as, “street view” from Monte 
Vista Drive along the whole western boundary of the project site. Additionally, street view 
from the upper parking lot was also used to observe the surrounding hills.  No prominent 
rock outcroppings were observed in the Google Earth investigation.   

The City of Wildomar General Plan identifies outcroppings in the Santa Ana Mountains and 
the Gavilan Hills mountainous areas and also in the Menifee Valley area. The proposed 
project site is not located near to the areas that have identified rock outcroppings and the 
proposed project is not identified as an area that has prominent visual rock outcroppings 
that is considered a scenic resource. Therefore, the proposed project will not remove 
outcroppings that are considered visual resources.   

Based on the information provided above, the DEIR is considered adequate in its analysis 
of the potential for the project to damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway 
regarding rock outcroppings. 

The commenter also declares that the finding that the project will have no impact on a 
scenic vista is unsupported stating that project would reduce the views of the open space 
and mountains from the highway and neighboring residential areas.  

1 Google Earth. 2014. Imagery date 1/12/2013. Street view date 10/2013. Accessed: September 24, 2014. 
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However, page 3.1-5 supports the claim that the proposed project will have no impact on 
any scenic vista. The EIR states that while Interstate 15 which is directly west of the project 
site, is eligible to be designated as a scenic highway, it has not yet been recognized as 
such (Caltrans 2014). In addition, there is no other federal, state, or local designation 
recognizing the project site or any land adjacent to the project site as a scenic resource or 
vista. Therefore, it is unnecessary to provide photos of existing views if no scenic resource or 
vista has been officially designated.  

Additionally, the proposed parking lots are flat, and will not block any views from existing 
homes on Via Carnighi Lane. Further, because I-15 is approximately 20 feet below the 
elevation of the project site, the new parking lots will not be visible from I-15. The 
commenter is incorrect in the assertion that the office building will block views of the hills. 
The 3-Story office building is set into an existing landscaped slope that leads to an open 
space area between the existing classroom building and the church itself. There are no 
homes within any line of sight of the office building and the existing church buildings are 
taller than the proposed office building. 

Further, no scenic vistas or views have been identified within proximity to the project site. As 
such, the proposed project would not result in impacts to these features. The proposed 
project will be consistent with existing architectural elements currently found on site and 
will also adhere to the City of Wildomar design review process to ensure conformity with 
the existing buildings onsite and to stay within the height requirements allowed by the R-R 
zoning district.  

Based on the information provided above, the DEIR is considered adequate in its analysis 
of the potential for the project to damage scenic resources. 

The commenter continues and states that the analysis for visual impacts from lighting the 
athletic field should require mitigation measures for shielding and  time limits on the lighting 
of the field and parking areas. 

As to usage of the sports field, the information on was provided by the applicant and the 
limitation on usage to 81 days is included as a condition of approval. As noted on page 
3.1-6, the sports field currently has lighting provided by portable generators. The new 
lighting standards are evaluated in the photometric plan included as Appendix 3.1 to the 
Draft EIR. In the analysis of impact 3.1.3, the applicant has stated that the addition of 
permanent lighting will not increase the number of days of use of the athletic field. There is 
no evidence to suggest that field usage will increase through the replacement of the 
existing portable lighting sources with permanent lighting fixtures. 

Impacts of the project on night lighting are discussed in Section 3.1 Aesthetics and Visual 
Resources of the EIR. That section evaluates the lighting impacts of the proposed project, 
and includes a photometric plan included as Appendix 3.1 of the Draft EIR. Lighting on the 
project site is also subject to City of Wildomar Municipal Code Section 8.64 Light Pollution. 
The commenter is also referred to Response 1-1 for further information regarding this issue. 

2-2 The commenter notes that page ES-2 states that project air quality impacts are considered 
cumulatively considerable and significant and unavoidable. Table ES-1, however, states 
that all air quality impacts including cumulative impacts will be less than significant. The 
commenter is correct and this inconsistency will be addressed. The commenter is referred 
to Section 3.0 of this FEIR for this revision. As shown in Section 3.2 Air Quality of the Draft EIR, 
both the direct and cumulative impacts of the proposed project are less than significant.  
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2-3 The commenter suggested a list of mitigation measures to be adopted for the project. The 
suggested mitigation measures: 3, 4, 6 and 7 are already listed under SCAQMD Rules 403 
and 403.1 in Section 3.2 Air Quality of the DEIR and required of the project without the 
need to include them as mitigation measures. Section 3-2 Air Quality of the Draft EIR 
determined that the Air Quality impacts associated with the proposed project are less than 
significant. As such, the additional mitigation measures listed by the commenter are not 
necessary to reduce air quality impact to a less than significant level. The typographical 
error on page ES-2 of the DEIR is corrected in Section 3.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR, in this 
Final EIR. Attachment B, “Responses to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2,” 
includes responses to the suggested mitigation measures included in this comment.  

2-4 The commenter states that health risks to students from locating the project adjacent to I-
215 are not evaluated in the DEIR. As a point of clarification, the closest portion of the 
preschool is located approximately 300 feet east of I-15 and is not near I-215.  Interstate 15 
between Bundy Canyon Road and Baxter Road. The commenter also noted that the 
project would increase the number of children and amount of time such children are 
exposed to diesel emissions along roadways, thereby exposing sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations and justifying detailed evaluation in the DEIR.  
The primary pollutant of concern sourced from I-15 is diesel particulate matter (diesel PM). 
The amount to which the receptors are exposed (a function of concentration and duration 
of exposure) is the primary factor used to determine health risk (i.e., potential exposure to 
toxic air contaminant emission levels that exceed applicable standards). Health-related 
risks associated with diesel PM emissions are primarily linked to long-term exposure and the 
associated risk of contracting cancer. Current models and methodologies for conducting 
health risk assessments are associated with longer-term exposure periods of 9, 40, and 70 
years, which do not correlate well with the temporary and highly variable nature of pre-
school attendance. Pre-school students can attend the Cornerstone Church Pre-School 
beginning at the age of three through their entering kindergarten, which would typically 
equal 2 years of pre-school attendance.  

In addition, as stated in Section 4.0, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR, decision makers and the 
public are presented with Alternative 4, that if implemented would move the proposed 
preschool to the upper parking lot which is approximately 600 feet east of the proposed 
project pre-school site and thus farther from I-15.  

Toxic air contaminant impacts to sensitive receptors are considered to be less than 
significant. 

2-5 The commenter states that mitigation measure MM3.3.1 improperly defers needed studies 
regarding impacts to special-status plants not covered by the MSHCP. However, the 
mitigation measure gives detailed instructions for mitigation, should special-status plants be 
found in areas proposed for disturbance. Suitable habitat for the plant species is present 
within the footprint of disturbance.  

 
As a result of this statement , the following changes will be made to the first paragraph of 
MM 3.3.1 on page 3.3-26: 
 
MM 3.3.1 Within two years of groundbreaking in undisturbed portions of the site, the 

applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a preliminary evaluation 
to determine if suitable habitat for white rabbit-tobacco and/or bottle liver 
occurs within the disturbance footprint. If suitable habitat is identified, focused 
surveys shall be conducted to determine the presence/absence of special-
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status plant species with potential to occur in and adjacent to (within 100 
feet, where appropriate) the proposed impact area, including new 
construction access routes. These surveys shall be conducted in accordance 
with CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status 
Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (2009). These guidelines 
require that rare plant surveys be conducted at the proper time of year when 
rare or endangered species are both evident and identifiable. Field surveys 
shall be scheduled to coincide with known flowering periods, and/or during 
appropriate developmental periods that are necessary to identify the plant 
species of concern. 

  The commenter states that the EIR does not properly reflect burrowing owl survey and 
conservation requirements as stated under the MSHCP. The commenter also states that the 
EIR does not disclose the project’s potential to significantly impact burrowing owls and that 
it inadequately mitigates for impacts to burrowing owl, specifically if 3 or more breeding 
pairs are found onsite. However, the EIR states on page 3.3-27 that impacts to special-
status wildlife species (including burrowing owl) would be considered potentially 
significant. The EIR goes on to say that project compliance with the MSHCP fully mitigates 
for burrowing owl, which is true. It goes on to say: “To ensure compliance with the 
requirements of the MSHCP, additional surveys are required for burrowing owl and coastal 
California gnatcatcher. Therefore, mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a through MM 3.3.2c shall 
be implemented to ensure MSHCP compliance”. Thus, the EIR does state the project’s 
potential to significantly impact burrowing owl, it also lays out the additional surveys and 
requirements that are necessary to ensure compliance with the MSHCP. In regards to 
commenter’s statement about inadequate mitigation, please refer to revisions made to 
MM3.3.2a and MM 3.3.2b in the response to Comment A-1. 

 
 The commenter states that the EIR fails to provide details regarding the ephemeral 

drainages onsite. The commenter also states that information regarding the jurisdiction of 
these features must be obtained prior to project approval and that mitigation measures 
MM 3.3.3, MM 3.3.4a, MM 3.3.4b improperly defer these evaluations. As shown in Figure 1 
and discussed in response A-3, the proposed project does not impact any wetlands or 
riparian area. Therefore a jurisdictional delineation is not necessary. A jurisdictional 
delineation has yet to be done on the project site; however, the aforementioned 
mitigation measures require a delineation and if features are determined to be impacted, 
a no net loss of riparian vegetation and jurisdictional waters. Furthermore, please refer to 
the response and revisions made to Impact 3.3.7 in the response to Comment A-3. This 
revision will ensure any impacts to water features are consistent with the MSHCP. 

 
The commenter states that the EIR fails to consider cumulative impacts to jurisdictional 
water and/or wetlands. The following changes will be made to Impact 3.3.8 (Cumulative 
Impacts) on page 3.3-33: 
 

Impact 3.3.8 Implementation of the proposed project, in combination with existing, 
approved, proposed, and reasonably foreseeable development in the immediate area 
of the proposed project, will result in the conversion of habitat and impact biological 
resources. This impact is considered less than cumulatively considerable.  

The City, along with other jurisdictions in western Riverside County, participates in the 
MSHCP. The MSHCP is designed to protect over 150 species and conserve over 500,000 
acres in western Riverside County. Project compliance with the MSHCP and the 
Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan fully mitigates for impacts on 
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covered species and ensures large segments of natural communities in western Riverside 
County will be preserved.  

Adherence to the standards and conditions, and implementation of mitigation measures 
MM 3.3.2.a and MM 3.3.2b, ensure the project will be compliant with the MSHCP. In 
addition, implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.3.2c and MM 3.3.2d ensures that 
impacts to coastal California gnatcatchers and other nesting birds are minimized. 
Furthermore, mitigation measures MM 3.3.3, MM 3.3.4a and MM 3.3.4b ensure that 
impacts to jurisdictional waterways and associated riparian areas are minimized. Though 
the development of the proposed project will continue the urbanization of the area, 
participation in and implementation of the MSHCP will effectively reduce the project’s 
contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than cumulatively considerable level.  

Mitigation Measures 

Implement mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a through MM 3.3.2d and MM 3.3.3, MM 3.3.4a 
and MM 3.3.4b. 

 
 The commenter states that the EIR fails to disclose the distance from the proposed 

development to designated critical habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher and how 
impacts to this habitat will be avoided. In addition, the commenter states that impacts to 
the gnatcatcher and its onsite habitat must be evaluated in the EIR. However, the 
designated critical habitat is adjacent to a portion of the project site that is not planned 
for development; thus, it will not be impacted by project-related activities. Implementation 
of mitigation measure MM3.3.2c mitigates for impacts to nesting gnatcatchers. 
Participation in the MSHCP fully mitigates for all species covered by the plan, including the 
coastal California gnatcatcher and its habitats, thus, no additional mitigation is required. 

 
2-6 The commenter states that the project should have been evaluated for greenhouse gas 

(GHG) emission based on the more stringent threshold of 1,400 MT CO2e for commercial 
instead of the 3,000 MT CO2e residential/commercial combined threshold.  

 
 As a point of clarification, the thresholds listed in the comment letter and identified in the 
DEIR are proposed thresholds not yet adopted by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District and therefore are not regulatory at this time. In any case, as 
discussed under Impact 3.4.1, the proposed project’s construction related GHG emissions 
are estimated at 538 MT CO2e annually until construction is completed. Once construction 
is competed generation of these GHG emissions would cease. Additionally, operational 
GHG emissions are estimated to be 997.47 MT CO2e annually. Both of these GHG emissions 
are less than the proposed SCAQMD threshold of 3,000 MT CO2e annually as well as 1,400 
MT CO2e annually for commercial projects.  
 

 The commenter continues and states that the DEIR should have included the existing 
project facilities GHG emission in the GHG analysis.  

 
CEQA requires an analysis of a proposed project’s environmental impacts, including GHG 
emissions, based on existing conditions. Existing conditions have been determined to be 
the environmental conditions exist at the time the Notice of Preparation (NOP) is published 
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(a)). CEQA does not require an analysis of existing GHG 
emission impacts, nor require mitigation of the existing impacts.   

2-7 The commenter states that the site should have been evaluated for potential 
archaeological and paleontological impacts in the currently undeveloped areas that 
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would be parking lots. The commenter also states that blasting and other significant 
earthwork may be necessary to develop structures on the site.  

 
As discussed on page 3.5-1, the Cultural Resources section of the DEIR is based on the 
Cultural Resources Assessment produced by Jean A. Keller, PhD completed for the project 
site.  Additionally, as identified on page 3.5-11 and 3.5-12 of the DEIR, since the project site 
is already developed, it is likely that any potential archeological resources at the project 
site would currently be buried. As a result, the project site has not been investigated by a 
professional archaeologist. However, excavations could occur in association with 
development of the proposed project that could affect archeological resources buried 
within the project site. Therefore, it is possible that project related ground-disturbing 
activities could uncover previously unknown archaeological resources within project 
boundaries. Accordingly, mitigation measures 3.5.2a and 3.5.2c have been incorporated. 

 
  Additionally, page 3.5-13 of DEIR, identifies, that excavations could occur in association 

with development of the proposed project that could affect paleontological resources 
buried within the project site. Therefore, it is possible that project-related ground-disturbing 
activities could uncover previously unknown paleontological resources within project 
boundaries. Accordingly, mitigation measures MM 3.5.3a, 3.5.3b, and 3.5.3e have been 
incorporated.  

 
The applicant has indicated that no blasting will be necessary to complete the project. A 
restriction on blasting is a condition of approval of the proposed project.  

 
2-8 The commenter states that no project-specific geotechnical report has been prepared for 

the project and that mitigation measure MM 3.6.2 improperly defers a subsequent 
geotechnical study.  

 
The EIR provides extensive discussion and reliance on required future compliance with 
state and city building codes designed to reduce risk of ground failure, prevent building 
collapse, and protect public safety. The 2006 Geotechnical Feasibility Study (Appendix 3.6 
of the DEIR) also includes recommendations such as the installation and maintenance of 
drainage devices to prevent slope failure and planting vegetation on slopes to minimize or 
prevent erosion. Other recommendations include that the project be designed with 
seismic design parameters due to the proximity of the project site to the Elsinore Fault; 
building foundation guidelines; and parking lot design. The proposed project is currently 
designed to meet the recommended parameters through the grading features directing 
flow around the slope. Compliance with applicable regulatory framework is a common 
and acceptable practice, under CEQA. Additionally, commitment to such standards and 
general measures are adequate under CEQA, even though future site-specific 
investigations and future soils and other reports from registered civil engineers are 
recommended and required to determine final project foundation and structure design, 
type and sizing of structural building materials, grading plans, and so on as determined by 
a case (Oakland Heritage Alliance v. City of Oakland (2011)) with similar mitigation 
measure requirements to conduct a Geotechnical Report to supplement the existing 
feasibility study. The outcome of the case resulted in a finding that a subsequent 
geotechnical study can be required in mitigation measures as long as the details of 
exactly how mitigation will be achieved under the identified measures pending 
completion of a subsequent geotechnical study requirements are discussed.  
 

 The commenter states that the geotechnical report is outdated and does not evaluate 
geologic conditions for the proposed project’s footprint. The commenter also states that 
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the geotechnical feasibility study did not consider the development of a 3-story building, 
preschool, or maintenance building onsite and only considered the construction of the 
parking lot. The commenter noted that blasting may be required to achieve cuts in the 
granite and is a project characteristic that needs to be evaluated and discussed in terms 
of noise and vibration impacts. The commenter also noted that the geotechnical feasibility 
report indicated that oversized rocks would have to be exported off site, if cuts were made 
into granite 

 
With respect to the age of the technical study, conditions on site have not been altered 
since the geotechnical study was issued and geologic conditions typically do not change 
in the amount of time since the study was conducted. Additionally, no blasting will be 
associated with the proposed project. As stated in the EIR, the City considers the previous 
report adequate to determine that construction of the proposed project is feasible, but will 
need to approve an update to the geotechnical report prior to issuance of a grading or 
building permits to identify grading and building practices necessary to ensure stable 
building conditions. As some of the proposed project features, such as construction of the 
upper parking lot, will involve cutting into the hillside, an update to the geotechnical report 
is necessary to ensure that the best management practices for slope stabilization are 
considered. The study will identify specific design parameters for the project site. 
Additionally, building plans will be required to incorporate all applicable recommendations 
of the subsequent geotechnical study and the most updated version of the CBC. 
 
The commenter further noted that Figure 3.6-1 fails to state how close the Glen Ivy North 
Fault zone lies to the site.  
 
Figure 3.6-1 has been updated to include the site of the proposed project in relation to the 
Glen Ivy Fault zone. As discussed in the DEIR, the Elsinore and Wildomar faults are Alquist-
Priolo faults, meaning that they pose a risk of surface ground rupture as evidenced by 
previous visible and documented surface fault ruptures along portions of the faults. 
Although considered an active fault, the Glen Ivy North fault is not categorized as an 
Alquist-Priolo fault zone. Additionally, no faulting was observed during site reconnaissance 
conducted by EnGEN. Although some structural damage is typically not avoidable during 
a large earthquake, the proposed project components would be constructed to meet 
existing construction ordinances and the CBC in order to protect against building collapse 
and major injury during a seismic event. The CBC includes specific design measures 
intended to maximize structural stability in the event of an earthquake.  
 

2-9 The commenter states that Appendices D, E, G and H and all Exhibits A-J listed in Appendix 
3.7 are missing from the document.  

 
 Appendix 3.7 is included on a separate CD (along with all the other Appendices) as a 598-

page PDF. Appendix D starts on page 143 of the PDF; Appendix E starts on page 242 of the 
PDF; Appendix F starts on page 330; and Appendix G starts on page 320 of the PDF. There 
is no Appendix H in the Hydrology and Water Quality Report. An Appendix H exists in the 
Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), which was included on a separate 
CD (along with all of the other Appendices); All the exhibits are found starting on page 330 
of the Hydrology and Water Quality Report PDF. All of the technical studies and documents 
were and are available at Wildomar City Hall and have been throughout the circulation 
period of the document. The Draft EIR and notice of availability all included methods of 
contacting the City for information if the commenter believed one or more pieces of 
information was missing.  

 

Cornerstone Community Church City of Wildomar 
Final Environmental Impact Report September 2014 

2.0-62 



2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

2-10 The commenter states that the DEIR fails to quantify actual construction noise levels.  The 
commenter also states that the mitigation measure MM 3.8.1a on page 3.8-27 of the DEIR  
is uncertain to reduce noise impacts and believes that it is unenforceable by the City as 
the measure requires only the preparation of a noise control plan, not necessarily 
implementation of the measures set forth in that plan.  

 
Construction noise is addressed under Impact 3.8.1. As discussed under Impact 3.8.1, Noise 
levels generated by heavy construction equipment can range from approximately 70 dBA 
to in excess of 100 dBA when measured at 50 feet. Because actual construction noise 
cannot be determined until the project is under construction, it is not possible to analyze 
the actual construction noise of the project. However, these noise levels can be predicted 
utilizing typical noise levels and usage rates associated with construction equipment, 
derived from the FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model (version 1.1).  This was done for 
the project as stated on page 3.8-23 of the DEIR.  

All mitigation measures in MM 3.8.1a are enforceable by the City.  
 
The Commenter recommends the following changes to the mitigation measure:  

1.  Construction equipment staging areas shall be located as distant as possible from 
nearby sensitive receptors.  

2.  Construction equipment shall be equipped with properly operating and 
maintained mufflers consistent with manufacturers’ standards.  

3.  Stationary construction equipment shall be placed so that emitted noise is directed 
away from the noise-sensitive receptors nearest the project site.  

4.  All construction activity including staging and haul truck deliveries shall be limited 
to between the hours of 6 am and 6 pm between June and September, and the 
hours of 7 am to 6 pm between October and May.  

5.  Haul routes that do not pass noise-sensitive dwellings shall be preferred and utilized 
so long as such haul routes do not substantially increase vehicle miles travelled.  

6.  Frame mounted temporary noise curtains with a minimum STC rating of 20 shall be 
installed near the noise-sensitive residential receiver locations. The noise curtains 
shall be installed without any gaps or openings on the Project boundary between 
the noise-sensitive receiver and the construction activities.  

7. 15 days prior to commencement of construction, the construction supervisor shall 
provide written notification of planned activities to the City of Wildomar; to each of 
the property owners along Via Carnaghi Lane; and to the home at 34520 Monte 
Vista Drive.  

8. The construction supervisor shall maintain a complaint log noting date, time, 
complainant’s name, nature of the complaint, and any corrective action taken. A 
copy of the complaint log shall be provided to the City on a daily basis. The Project 
manager shall publish and distribute to the potentially affected community a 
phone number that is attended during active construction working hours for use by 
the disturbed public to register complaints.  
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9. Each of these measures shall be drafted in a “Noise control plan” submitted to the
city for review and approval prior to issuance of grading permits. The construction
supervisor shall ensure compliance with the noise control plan. The City shall also
conduct periodic inspections at its discretion to ensure compliance.

The proposed changes are included in Section 3.0 Errata in this Final EIR. 

In regard to the import of material, the proposed project site does in fact ‘balance’ and 
will not require the import or haul of material. The paving of Via Carnighi Lane will result in 
the need to haul suitable ‘base’ material for the paving of the roadway. This is different 
than cut and fill material needed for some construction projects to level the site. In this 
instance the gravel base material is an essential part of the drainage and structure of the 
roadway and is therefore part of the construction. All roadway projects would require a 
similar import of base material to support pavement. The EIR is correct in that the proposed 
project does not require the import of fill material to level or construct on the project site. 
As the project applicant and the operator of the school are the same, the expectation is 
that the applicant will know best when to construct to avoid conflict with school 
operations. The applicant will likely construct during non-school periods so as to avoid 
conflict. 

2-11 The commenter states that the EIR fails to disclose total operational noise at the property 

line and at adjacent residences, and instead divides the impact with each portion of the 
project. The commenter states that noise from the church and school patrons, and sports 
field event attendees, will cause a substantial part of this Project’s noise.  

The church, school and sports field represent existing conditions and are included in the 
ambient noise measurements associated with the project. The proposed project will add a 
preschool which is close to an existing home on 34520 Monte Vista Drive. As discussed on 
page 3.8-26 of the Draft EIR, the area of the preschool is already at 72.4 dBA which 
exceeds the allowable exterior noise level. As noted in the EIR, the playground area is 
approximately 3 feet below grade, which will shield the playground area from existing 
noise. This grade differential will also shield the adjacent residence from noise associated 
with children playing. Any noise associated with the parking lot that will be the site of the 
preschool will be diminished by the removal of parking spaces to accommodate the 
preschool. The existing home on 34620 Carnighi Via Lane is adjacent to an existing parking 
lot, and already subject to noise associated with the existing traffic on the site. The 
operations of the parking area is discussed beginning on page 3.8-34 of the Draft EIR and 
indicates that the parking lot noise will be below the 65 dBA limit established by the City. 
The Draft EIR also includes mitigation measure 3.8.5 on page 3.8-35, that restricts access to 
the upper parking lot to avoid noise during periods when the church is not in operation.  

Additionally, Impact 3.8.3 discusses off-site ambient noise increases due to operational 
noise from building operations and traffic related noise. As discussed in Impact 3.8.3, 
operational noise related to building HVAC equipment is reduced to less than 65 dBA with 
the use of a screening wall. Additionally, as discussed in Impact 3.8.3 potential traffic noise 
increase will range from 0.0 to 0.4 dBA CNEL; therefore, the proposed project’s incremental 
off-site traffic noise level contributions will be considered barely perceptible (less than 3.0 
dBA CNEL). The proposed project will not generate a substantial permanent increase in 
transportation-related ambient noise levels. 
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The commenter states that the noise calculations in the DEIR likely understate the noise 
levels during the peak hours because the DEIR relies on average daily traffic volumes for 
the noise assessment.  

The City’s community noise exposure thresholds are based on a Day-Night Average Level 
or Ldn. Ldn is defined as the 24-hour Leq with a 10 dBA “penalty” for noise events that occur 
during the noise-sensitive hours between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. In other words, 10 dBA is 
“added” to noise events that occur in the nighttime hours to account for increases 
sensitivity to noise during these hours. Using a peak hour traffic level would not be an 
accurate depiction of traffic related noise levels over a 24-hour period.  
 
Additionally, the commenter states that the DEIR should use the 1.5 dBA ambient noise 
level increase in areas where the noise level is above 65dBA.  

As discussed above, Impact 3.8.3 identifies that operational noise related to building HVAC 
equipment is reduced to less than 65 dBA with the use of a screening wall. Additionally, as 
discussed in Impact 3.8.3 potential traffic noise increase will range from 0.0 to 0.4 dBA 
CNEL. These levels are all within the acceptable ambient noise criteria of an increase of 
less than3.0 dBA as well as less than 1.5 bBA. 

The commenter states that noise on Via Carnaghi Lane should have been assessed as part 
of the DEIR. 
 
As is shown on Table 3.8-11, noise levels with the project on Monte Vista Drive north of Via 
Carnaghi Lane is at 65 dBA within the right-of–way (ROW) of the Monte Vista roadway. The 
amount of traffic on Monte Vista Drive, a two lane secondary roadway with an existing 
average daily traffic count of approximately 2,000 automobiles (see Table 3.8-18), is much 
greater than the traffic on Via Carnaghi Lane, a one lane dirt road that serves three 
residences and the existing Church parking lot. If the current traffic volume on Monte Vista 
Drive does not exceed 65 dBA, the comparatively small amount project related traffic 
using Via Caraghi Lane would not exceed the City’s noise thresholds. Therefore, traffic 
noise assessment on Via Carnaghi Lane is considered not necessary.    

 
2-12 The commenter states that the project presents substantial conflicts with surrounding rural 

residential land uses, general plan designations, and zoning designations. The commenter 
goes on to state that significant consideration should be given to the impacts of the 63-
space parking lot off Via Carnaghi Lane and drive to upper parking area, which essentially 
hems in the existing rural residential property at APN 367-210-040 and would also impact 
APN 367-210-037 and adjacent properties. The proposed project is consistent with the 
existing land use designations and zoning for the project site and the parcels along Via 
Carnighi Lane as discussed on page 3.11-1 of the Draft EIR. The noise and light impacts of 
the upper parking lot are discussed in the EIR, and mitigation recommended for the upper 
parking lot. Because of the grade difference between the home and the parking lots, 
there is no effective construction noise mitigation that would reduce impacts to a less than 
significant level. ’Equestrian’ activity in the area are the horses kept at 34620 Via Carnighi 
Lane. The owner was present at all scoping meetings, met with City staff separately before 
and during circulation of the Draft EIR, and did not comment on the document. 
Additionally, horses are kept at 34720 Carneghi Lane. The existing church complex has 
been established for a number of years. There is no evidence to suggest that the 
operational uses of the project would conflict with existing equestrian uses.  

  

City of Wildomar Cornerstone Community Church 
September 2014 Final Environmental Impact Report 

2.0-65 



2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

 The commenter also states that if the 63-space parking lot is allowed, the lot should not be 
lighted and should be limited to use as overflow parking. Comment noted. 

 
2-13 The commenter states, “The EIR relies on an improper baseline to assess traffic impacts. The 

baseline should be taken from the time of issuance of the NOP, here 2013. Yet all traffic 
counts are from a year prior, 2012, and are thus outdated and improper for use in the EIR. 
Traffic counts and estimates must be updated to reflect current traffic conditions.” The 
timing of the traffic counts was reviewed and approved by the City Engineer as part of the 
traffic scoping agreement included in Appendix 3.10 of the Draft EIR. The City has not had 
substantial growth in the short period between the collection of traffic counts in May 2012 
and the issuance of the NOP in October 2013. It is typical for writing of an EIR to take some 
time and the collection of data to occur prior to the issuance of notices and draft 
documents. The TIA evaluates project impacts at 2017 and accounts for area-wide growth 
as discussed on page 3.10-22 of the Draft EIR.  

The commenter also states that the traffic evaluation in the EIR fails entirely to evaluate 
impacts to roadway segments and capacity, while looking only at intersection delays. 
Roadway segment analysis is not a requirement for the City of Wildomar. The City 
recognizes that average daily traffic volumes are intended as guidelines for planning 
purposes and are not affected by such factors as intersections (spacing, configuration, 
and control features), degree of access control, roadway grades, design geometrics 
(horizontal and vertical alignment standards), sight distance, vehicle mix (truck and bus 
traffic), and pedestrian bicycle traffic. The more detailed peak-hour intersection analysis 
explicitly accounts for factors that affect roadway capacity. Therefore, roadway segment 
widening is typically only recommended if the peak-hour intersection analysis indicates the 
need for additional through lanes.   

The commenter states that roadway segments and capacity on I-215, Via Carnaghi Lane, 
Monte Vista Drive, Baxter Road, and Bundy Canyon Road must be evaluated. The 
intersection of Via Carnaghi Lane and Monte Vista Drive was evaluated in the Draft EIR 
(Intersection 8 in Table 3.10-3 of the Draft EIR). Analysis of the I-215 freeway mainline was 
deemed unnecessary because the project site is approximately 7 road miles west of 
Interstate 215 and is anticipated to contribute fewer than 50 peak-hour trips.   

The commenter states that the EIR fails to evaluate impacts at the intersection of Via 
Carnaghi Lane and project driveways. The City did not deem operational analysis of 
private driveways along Via Carnaghi Lane necessary, as the traffic volume at the 
driveway locations is very low. Temporary blockage of access is discussed in the Draft EIR in 
Impact 3.10.3 beginning on page 3.10-42. Note that the impact is considered significant 
and the project is required to develop a traffic management plan (TMP) in mitigation 
measure MM 3.10.3.  

Additionally, the commenter states that no traffic counts were conducted for the 3 PM 
hour when the school lets out. The PM peak hour of 4 PM also fails to account for traffic 
during field events, since the PM peak hour concludes at 7 PM before the field events end. 
However, while school traffic peaks between 2 and 3 PM, the traffic on the adjacent 
streets is much lower than what is typically observed during the hours of 4 to 6 PM. As such, 
the higher volumes generated by the school would not result in a higher volume than what 
was evaluated in the traffic analysis due to the lack of commuter traffic during these early 
hours. Similarly, traffic volumes on the adjacent streets are typically lower after 7 PM when 
there are fewer commuters. As such, higher traffic generators that let out after these hours 
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(such as the field events) will not result in higher volumes when observed with adjacent 
street traffic. 

The commenter states that the AM peak hour fails to account for Sunday traffic volumes 
from 9 AM to 12 PM, as the traffic counts were collected on a Thursday. However, as 
provided in Appendix 3.1 of the traffic impact analysis, the counts collected on Sunday 
were also performed on May 20, 2012, between the hours of 8 AM and 12 PM to determine 
the morning peak due to church services. As noted in the Draft EIR on page 3.10-14, after 
review of the TIA data, the City Engineer determined that analysis of a Sunday peak hour 
was unnecessary.  

The commenter states that the language “as measured by 50 or more peak hour trips” is 
the basis for determining the scope of the traffic study, not for determining whether the 
project reduces roadway operations below acceptable levels at the intersections 
included in the traffic study. In response, the 50 peak-hour trips threshold is utilized by 
several jurisdictions to identify study areas because it is understood to be the threshold at 
which a project may potentially impact intersections. Projects contributing less than 50 
peak-hour trips to a study area intersection are not required for analysis because the 
likelihood of the project creating an impact is nominal. For this reason, the City uses the 
threshold of 50 peak-hour trips in determining significance. 

The commenter writes that the EIR also omits to state a cumulative traffic impact would 
occur where the project’s cumulative contribution causes an intersection with a previously 
acceptable LOS to operate below an acceptable LOS. The commenter is incorrect; 
standards of significance 1 and 2, on page 3.10-10 of the Draft EIR, address project 
impacts to an existing level of service.  

The commenter then states that the construction traffic impacts are not considered in 
terms of substantially increasing traffic or conflicting with LOS standards, but are only 
regarding emergency access. Therefore, the increased delays and traffic volumes during 
project construction must be evaluated and disclosed in the EIR. Temporary disruption of 
traffic along Monte Vista Drive and Via Carnighi Lane is discussed in the Draft EIR in Impact 
3.10.3 beginning on page 3.10-42. Note that the impact is considered significant and the 
project is required to develop a traffic management plan (TMP) in mitigation measure MM 
3.10.3. 

The commenter states that the EIR fails to analyze the exception to City standards, City of 
Wildomar Road Standard No. 105, to allow two 12-foot travel lanes but no on-street parking 
or sidewalks on Via Carnaghi Land. The commenter is incorrect; the exception is analyzed 
in Impact 3.10.2 of the Draft EIR beginning on page 3.10-41. 

The commenter concludes that mitigation measure MM 3.10.1 requires only pro rata share 
of improvements despite the fact that impacts caused are project specific, not 
cumulative, and states new mitigation measures the City should require the project to 
complete. However, the impacts at I-15 Southbound Ramps/Baxter Road and I-15 
Northbound Ramps/Baxter Road are currently deficient under existing conditions. As shown 
in Table 3.10-16 of the Draft EIR, the project is responsible for only a portion of the impact. 
As a result, the City may only require that the project contribute its fair share of the cost of 
improvements to these intersections. 

 
2-14 The commenter states that the project fails to meet its own objectives in its proposal to 

expand the existing school capabilities by adding a preschool building on the same site to 
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take advantage of existing infrastructure. According to commenter, this is contradictory 
because existing infrastructure will not be used with the addition of new sewer, buildings, 
and parking lot and the pavement of Via Carnaghi Lane. The commenter does not discuss 
the adequacy of the DEIR with this comment. Infrastructure in this instance also includes 
the main school buildings with administrative, kitchen, and gymnasium, in addition to 
parking lots, driveways and electrical power on the site. 

 
 The commenter continues and states that the expansion of parking and the future 

administration building objectives would not be necessary absent the proposed preschool 
expansion. The commenter does not discuss the adequacy of the DEIR with this comment. 
Comment noted. 

 
 The commenter also states that construction and additional traffic and substantial new 

lighting in parking areas associated with the proposed project offsets any reduction in 
noise associated with existing generator powered lighting with the addition of field lighting. 
The commenter suggests that installing only the field lighting without constructing the 
remainder of the project. The commenter does not discuss the adequacy of the DEIR with 
this comment. Comment noted. 

 
  The commenter states that Alternative 4 was considered the environmentally superior 

alternative despite the fact the Alternate 2 accomplishes all but one of the project 
objectives. Alternative 2 should be adopted in lieu of the project and should be deemed 
the environmentally superior alternative.  
 
As stated in the DEIR, while Alternative 2 – Removing the Upper Parking Lot would reduce 
some of the project impacts, removing the upper parking lot from the project would result 
in significantly less parking. This could result in overflow onto Via Carnaghi Lane and Monte 
Vista Drive. The resulting congestion could also result in more vehicle idling time as church 
members wait for others to leave in order to find parking. Operational changes to the 
church services, such as extending the time between services, might alleviate some of the 
congestion; however, this would be at the expense of reducing opportunities for fellowship 
and visitation between members. The DEIR determined that Alternative 3 the No 
Maintenance Building Parking Lot alternative is the environmentally superior alternative 
because it meets all of the project objectives and is the least disruptive to the proposed 
project site plan and design.  

The commenter provides a number of additional alternatives that should be considered in 
a Recirculated EIR; 1) a reduced density alternative, 2) an off-site preschool alternative, 3) 
an alternative parking area alternative, and 4) a smaller administration building 
alternative. 

The DEIR considered a total of six alternatives, two of which were rejected as infeasible, an 
off-site preschool alternative and a reduced project size alternative. An EIR is not required 
to analyze every suggested alternative. Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines discusses 
the requirements for alternatives analysis. Section 15126.6(a) states: 

“An EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the 
location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of 
the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the 
project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR need not 
consider every conceivable alternative to a project. Rather it must consider a 
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster informed decision 
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making and public participation. An EIR is not required to consider alternatives which 
are infeasible.” 

As stated on page 4.0-1, the alternatives analyzed in the DEIR were ultimately chosen 
based on each alternative’s ability to feasibly attain the basic project objectives while 
avoiding or reducing one or more of the project’s significant effects. The analysis provides 
readers with adequate information to compare the effectiveness of identified mitigation or 
significant adverse impacts and to enable readers to make decisions about the project. 
CEQA requires EIRs to address a reasonable range of reasonable alternatives, not all 
potential alternatives. 

 
2-15 The commenter states that the public and decisions makers should be informed if there are 

any additional future plans for expansion at the site. Section 2.0 of the Draft EIR includes 
the entire project description. The project is discussed in two phases beginning on page 
2.0-7 of the Draft EIR. The DEIR analyzes the project as proposed. No other future 
development of the project site has been proposed or insinuated by the project 
proponent.  
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3.0 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This section includes text revisions and other edits to the DEIR. These modifications resulted from 
comments received during the DEIR public review period. 

Revisions herein do not result in new significant environmental impacts, do not constitute 
significant new information, and do not alter the conclusions of the environmental analysis. 
Changes are provided in revision marks (underline for new text and strikeout for deleted text) 
and are organized by section of the DEIR. 

3.2 REVISIONS TO THE DEIR  

As a result of the comments received, the following changes have been made to the Draft EIR. 
However, none of this information requires recirculation of the EIR. Recirculation is required when 
significant new information is added to an EIR after circulation but before final certification. This 
new information must include significant changes to the project or environmental setting, or a 
substantial new adverse impact, or a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure that 
would clearly reduce the impact but will not be implemented on which the public and other 
agencies must have an opportunity to evaluate and comment (see Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Section 21091.1; 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR or Guidelines) Section 15088.5; 
Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal. 4th 412, 
447). The information here only adds to that already discussed in the EIR for purposes of 
clarification. Conflicting information, including that submitted by experts, does not require 
recirculation (Cadiz Land Co. v. Rail Cycle (2000) 83 Cal. App. 4th 74, 97). Recirculation is not 
required when changes merely clarify, amplify, or make small modifications (see 14 CCR Section 
150833.5(b)). The agency’s determination on recirculation is presumed to be correct unless the 
challenger can show that determination is not supported by substantial evidence (Western 
Placer Citizens for an Agricultural & Rural Environment v. County of Placer (2006) 144 Cal. App. 
4th 890, 903). 

ES EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

The following changes to the text have been made on page ES-2, sixth paragraph: 

Of the potential environmental impacts discussed in Section 3.0 of the DEIR, project impacts 
resulting from air quality temporary construction noise are considered cumulatively 
considerable and significant and unavoidable. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b) requires 
an EIR to discuss unavoidable significant environmental effects, including those that can be 
mitigated but not reduced to a level of insignificance.  
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The following changes have been made to Table ES-1: 

Biological Resources 

Impact 3.3.1 Implementation of project-related activities 
could result in substantial adverse effects, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, to 
special-status plant species, which would be 
considered a potentially significant impact. 

 

PS MM 3.3.1 Within two years of groundbreaking in 
undisturbed portions of the site, the applicant 
shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a 
preliminary evaluation to determine if suitable 
habitat for white rabbit-tobacco and/or bottle 
liver occurs within the disturbance footprint. If 
suitable habitat is identified, focused surveys 
shall be conducted to determine the 
presence/absence of special-status plant 
species with potential to occur in and adjacent 
to (within 100 feet, where appropriate) the 
proposed impact area, including new 
construction access routes. These surveys shall 
be conducted in accordance with CDFW 
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts 
to Special Status Native Plant Populations and 
Natural Communities (2009). These guidelines 
require that rare plant surveys be conducted at 
the proper time of year when rare or 
endangered species are both evident and 
identifiable. Field surveys shall be scheduled to 
coincide with known flowering periods, and/or 
during appropriate developmental periods that 
are necessary to identify the plant species of 
concern. 

If any state- or federally listed CNPS List 1 or 
CNPS List 2 plant species are found in or 
adjacent to (within 100 feet) proposed impact 
areas during the surveys, these plant species 
shall be avoided to the greatest extent possible. 
Any special-status plant species that are 
identified adjacent to the PSA, but not 
proposed to be disturbed by the project, shall 
be protected by barrier fencing to ensure that 
construction activities and material stockpiles 
do not impact any special-status plant species. 
These avoidance areas shall be identified on 
project plans. 

LS 
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If project-related impacts will result in the loss 
of greater than 10 percent of occupied habitat 
for a special-status species, then compensatory 
mitigation shall be required for all impacts that 
exceed the 10 percent threshold. For example, 
if 18 percent of occupied habitat will be 
impacted, then compensatory mitigation shall 
only be required for the 8 percent that exceeds 
the 10 percent threshold. Compensatory 
mitigation for permanent impacts to special-
status plant species shall include the 
preservation of occupied habitat at a 1:1 ratio 
(i.e., one acre preserved for each acre 
impacted). Compensation for temporary 
impacts shall include the preservation of 
occupied habitat at a 0.5:1 ratio. Preservation 
areas may include undisturbed areas of the site 
that will be preserved and managed in 
perpetuity, offsite mitigation lands, or a 
combination of both. The preserved habitat 
shall be of equal or greater habitat quality to 
the areas impacted in terms of soil features, 
extent of disturbance, vegetation structure, and 
contain extant populations of the same or 
greater size as the area impacted. 

A report of special-status plants observed 
during focused surveys, as well as avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation measures to be 
implemented shall be prepared and submitted 
to the City of Wildomar Planning Department 
at the time of application for the City’s review 
and approval. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to approval of grading 
permits  

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning 
Department 

Impact 3.3.2 Implementation of project-related activities 
could result in substantial adverse effects, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, to 
special-status wildlife species, which would be 
considered a potentially significant impact. 

PS MM 3.3.2a Focused surveys shall be conducted within 12 
months prior to construction activities. These 
surveys shall be conducted in accordance with 
the Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for the 
Western Riverside MSHCP (March 29, 2006). 

LS 
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In addition, Pper MSHCP Species-Specific 
Objective 6, preconstruction presence/absence 
surveys for burrowing owl within the survey 
area, where suitable habitat is present, will be 
conducted for all covered activities through the 
life of the building permit. Surveys will be 
conducted within 30 days prior to disturbance. 
Take of active nests will be avoided. Passive 
relocation (use of one-way doors and collapse 
of burrows) will occur when owls are present 
outside the nesting season. If construction is 
delayed or suspended for more than 30 days 
after the survey, the area shall be resurveyed. 

Surveys shall be completed for occupied 
burrowing owl burrows within all construction 
areas and within 500 feet (150 meters) of the 
project work areas (where possible and 
appropriate based on habitat). All occupied 
burrows will be mapped on an aerial photo. 

Timing/Implementation: Within 30 days prior to any 
vegetation removal or ground-disturbing 
activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Public Works Departments 

MM 3.3.2b If burrowing owls are found to be present on-
site, the project applicant shall develop a 
conservation strategy in cooperation with the 
CDFW, the USFWS, and the Regional 
Conservation Authority in accordance with the 
CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation (2012). 

If burrowing owls are identified during the 
survey period, the City shall require the project 
applicant to take the following actions to offset 
impacts prior to ground disturbance: 

Active nests within the areas scheduled for 
disturbance or degradation shall be avoided 
from February 1 through August 31, and a 
minimum 250-foot (75-meter) buffer shall be 
provided until fledging has occurred. 
Following fledging, owls may be passively 
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relocated by a qualified biologist. 

If impacts on occupied burrows in the non-
nesting period are unavoidable, on-site passive 
relocation techniques may be used if approved 
by the CDFW to encourage owls to move to 
alternative burrows outside of the impact area. 
However, no occupied burrows shall be 
disturbed during the nesting season. A 
qualified biologist must verify through 
noninvasive methods that the burrow is no 
longer occupied.  

If relocation of the owls is approved for the site 
by the CDFW, the City shall require the 
developer to hire a qualified biologist to 
prepare a plan for relocating the owls to a 
suitable site. The relocation plan must include 
all of the following: 

• The location of the nest and owls proposed 
for relocation. 

• The location of the proposed relocation 
site. 

• The number of owls involved and the time 
of year when the relocation is proposed to 
take place. 

• The name and credentials of the biologist 
who will be retained to supervise the 
relocation. 

• The proposed method of capture and 
transport for the owls to the new site. 

• A description of site preparation at the 
relocation site (e.g., enhancement of 
existing burrows, creation of artificial 
burrows, one-time or long-term vegetation 
control).  

• A description of efforts and funding support 
proposed to monitor the relocation. 

If paired owls are present within 160 feet (50 
meters) of a temporary project disturbance 
(e.g., parking areas), active burrows shall be 
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protected with fencing/cones/flagging and 
monitored by a qualified biologist throughout 
construction to identify losses from nest 
abandonment and/or loss of reproductive 
effort. Any identified loss shall be reported to 
the CDFW.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to any vegetation removal 
or ground-disturbing activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Public Works Departments 

MM 3.3.2c Prior to any construction occurring in 
Riversidean sage scrub during the breeding 
season for the coastal California gnatcatcher 
(February 15 through August 30), a protocol-
level survey shall be conducted by a 
USFWS-approved biologist. Surveys shall be 
conducted in accordance with the USFWS 
Coastal California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila 
californica californica) Presence/Absence 
Survey Guidelines dated February 28, 1997. 
Surveys in which the species is not detected 
are considered valid for one year and should 
be repeated within one year of work 
commencing. 

 If surveys document the absence of coastal 
California gnatcatcher, no additional 
avoidance or minimization measures are 
required. If surveys document the presence 
of this species, construction in Riversidean 
sage scrub shall be limited to the non-
nesting season (September 1 through 
February 15). 

Timing/Implementation: Within 30 days prior to any 
vegetation removal or ground-disturbing 
activities affecting Riversidean sage scrub 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Public Works Departments 

MM 3.3.2d Migratory Bird Surveys. If clearing and/or 
construction activities will occur, within 
undisturbed portions of the project site, 
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during the migratory bird nesting season 
(March 15 January 1 through August 15), 
preconstruction surveys to identify active 
migratory bird nests shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist within 14 3 days of 
construction initiation. Focused surveys must 
be performed by a qualified biologist for the 
purposes of determining presence/absence 
of active nest sites within the proposed 
impact area and a 200-foot buffer (if 
feasible). 

If active nest sites are identified within 200 
feet of project activities, the applicant shall 
impose a limited operating period (LOP) for 
all active nest sites prior to commencement 
of any project construction activities to avoid 
construction- or access-related disturbances 
to migratory bird nesting activities. An LOP 
constitutes a period during which project-
related activities (i.e., vegetation removal, 
earth moving, and construction) will not 
occur and will be imposed within 100 feet 
of any active nest sites until the nest is 
deemed inactive. Activities permitted within 
and the size (i.e., 100 feet) of LOPs may be 
adjusted through consultation with the 
CDFW. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the initiation of 
construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Public Works Department  

Cultural Resources 

Impact 3.5.2 Implementation of the proposed project could 
result in a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource, as 
well as the potential disturbance of currently 
undiscovered cultural resources (i.e., prehistoric 
archaeological sites, historical archaeological 
sites, and isolated artifacts and features).  

PS MM 3.5.2a If during grading or construction activities 
cultural resources are discovered on the 
project site, work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery 
and the resources shall be evaluated by a 
qualified archeologist and the Pechanga 
Tribe (Tribe). Any unanticipated cultural 
resources that are discovered shall be 
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evaluated and a in the final report prepared 
by the qualified archeologist. The report 
shall include a list of the resources 
discovered, documentation of each 
site/locality, and interpretation of the 
resources identified, and the method of 
preservation and/or recovery for identified 
resources. In the event the significant 
resources are recovered and if the qualified 
archaeologist and the Tribe determines the 
resources to be historic or unique, 
avoidance and/or mitigation would be 
required pursuant to and consistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5 and 
15126.4 and Public Resources Code Section 
21083.2 and the Cultural Resources 
Treatment and Monitoring Agreement 
required by mitigation measure CUL-2 MM 
3.52b. 

 This mitigation measure shall be 
incorporated in all construction contract 
documentation. 

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Building and 
Planning Departments 

MM 3.5.2b  At least 30 days prior to seeking a grading 
permit, the project applicant(s) shall contact 
the Pechanga Tribe to notify the Tribe of 
grading, excavation, and the monitoring 
program and to coordinate with the City of 
Wildomar and the Tribe to develop a 
Cultural Resources Treatment and 
Monitoring Agreement. The agreement shall 
include, but not be limited to, outlining 
provisions and requirements for addressing 
the treatment of cultural resources; project 
grading and development scheduling; terms 
of compensation for the monitors; and 
treatment and final disposition of any 
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cultural resources, sacred sites, and human 
remains discovered on the site; and 
establishing on-site monitoring provisions 
and/or requirements for professional Tribal 
monitors during all ground-disturbing 
activities. A copy of this signed agreement 
shall be provided to the Planning Director 
and Building Official prior to the issuance of 
the first grading permit 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the issuance of a grading 
permit 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 

MM 3.5.2c If inadvertent discoveries of subsurface 
archaeological resources are discovered 
during grading, work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery. 
The developer, the project archeologist, and 
the Tribe shall assess the significance of such 
resources and shall meet and confer 
regarding the mitigation for such resources. 
If the developer and the Tribe cannot agree 
on the significance of or the mitigation for 
such resources, these issues will be 
presented to the City of Wildomar Planning 
Director. The Planning Director shall make 
the determination based on the provisions of 
CEQA with respect to archaeological 
resources and shall take into account the 
religious beliefs, customs, and practices of 
the Pechanga Tribe. Notwithstanding any 
other rights available under the law, the 
decision of the Planning Director shall be 
appealable to the City of Wildomar. In the 
event the significant resources are recovered 
and if the qualified archaeologist determines 
the resources to be historic or unique as 
defined by relevant state and local law, 
avoidance and mitigation would be required 
pursuant to and consistent with Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.2 and CEQA 
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Guidelines Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4. 

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 

MM 3.5.2d To address the possibility that cultural 
resources may be encountered during 
grading or construction, a qualified 
professional archeologist shall monitor all 
construction activities that could potentially 
impact archaeological deposits (e.g., 
grading, excavation, and/or trenching). 
However, monitoring may be discontinued 
as soon the qualified professional is satisfied 
that construction will not disturb cultural 
and/or paleontological archaeological 
resources. A final mitigation monitoring 
report shall be prepared by the archaeologist 
documenting any resources found, their 
treatment, ultimate disposition, new or 
updated site records and any other pertinent 
information associated with the project. 
Final copies of the report will be submitted 
to the City of Wildomar, the developer, the 
Eastern Information Center, and the 
Pechanga Tribe. 

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 

Impact 3.5.4 No human remains have been identified within 
the project site; however, implementation of the 
proposed project could result in the inadvertent 
disturbance of currently undiscovered human 
remains. Any discovery of human remains 
would trigger state law governing the treatment 
of human remains.  

PS MM 3.5.4a If human remains are encountered, California 
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
requires that no further disturbance shall 
occur until the Riverside County Coroner has 
made the necessary findings as to origin. 
Further, pursuant to California Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), remains 
shall be left in place and free from 
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disturbance until a final decision as to the 
treatment and disposition has been made. If 
the Riverside County Coroner determines the 
remains to be Native American, the Native 
American Heritage Commission shall be 
contacted within a reasonable time frame 24 
hours. Subsequently, the Native American 
Heritage Commission shall identify the “most 
likely descendant” within 24 hours a 
reasonable time frame of receiving 
notification from the coroner. The most likely 
descendant shall then have 48 hours to make 
recommendations and engage in 
consultations concerning the treatment of the 
remains as provided in Public Resources 
Code Section 5097.98. 

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 

MM 3.5.4b All cultural materials, with the exception of 
sacred items, burial goods, and human 
remains, which will be addressed in the 
Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring 
Agreement required by mitigation measure 
3.5.2b, that are collected during the grading 
monitoring program and from any previous 
archeological studies or excavations on the 
project site shall be curated according to the 
current professional repository standards. The 
collections and associated records shall be 
transferred, including title, to the Pechanga 
Tribe’s curation facility, which meets the 
standards set forth in 36 CRF Part 79 for 
federal repositories.  

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring:  City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 
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MM 3.5.4c All sacred sites, should they be encountered 
within the project site, shall be avoided and 
preserved as the preferred mitigation, if 
feasible as determined by a qualified 
professional in consultation with the 
Pechanga Tribe. To the extent that a sacred 
site cannot be feasibly preserved in place or 
left in an undisturbed state, mitigation 
measures shall be required pursuant to and 
consistent with Public Resources Code 
Section 21083.2 and CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4.  

Timing/Implementation: As a condition of project 
approval, and implemented during ground-
disturbing construction activities 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Engineering 
and Planning Departments 

Noise 

Impact 3.8.1 The completed proposed project may expose 
persons to or generate noise levels in excess of 
standards established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies. 

PS MM 3.8.1a Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the 
project applicant shall submit a construction-
related noise control plan to the City for 
review and approval. The plan shall:  

• Depict the location of construction 
equipment staging areas. 

• Require that construction contractors 
equip construction equipment (fixed or 
mobile) with properly operating and 
maintained mufflers consistent with 
manufacturers’ standards. 

• Require that the construction contractor 
place stationary construction equipment 
so that emitted noise is directed away 
from the noise-sensitive receptors nearest 
the project site.  

• Describe other noise control measures 
that will be implemented during project-
related construction activities.  

• Specify that all construction activity, 
including staging and haul truck 
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deliveries, is subject to the same hours 
specified for construction equipment (i.e., 
between the hours of 6 a.m. and 6 p.m. 
during the months of June through 
September, and between the hours of 7 
a.m. and 6 p.m. during the months of 
October through May). Where alternative 
routes are available that would not 
substantially increase vehicle miles 
traveled, the plan shall denote haul routes 
that do not pass noise-sensitive land uses 
or residential dwellings. The construction-
related noise control plan shall also 
incorporate any other restrictions imposed 
by City staff.  

• Indicate the location of frame-mounted 
temporary noise curtains. The noise 
curtains shall be installed near the noise-
sensitive residential receiver locations to 
shield the neighboring homes from 
construction noise. Noise control curtains 
shall provide a minimum STC (Sound 
Transmission Class) rating of 20. The 
temporary noise curtains shall be installed 
without any gaps or openings on the 
project boundary between the noise-
sensitive receiver and the construction 
activities.  

• Construction equipment staging areas 
shall be located as far away as possible 
from nearby sensitive receptors.  

• Construction equipment shall be 
equipped with properly operating and 
maintained mufflers consistent with 
manufacturers’ standards.  

• Stationary construction equipment shall 
be placed so that emitted noise is directed 
away from the noise-sensitive receptors 
nearest the project site.  

• All construction activity including staging 
and haul truck deliveries shall be limited 
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to the hours of 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. between 
June and September, and the hours of 7 
a.m. to 6 p.m. between October and May.  

• Haul routes that do not pass noise-
sensitive dwellings shall be preferred and 
utilized so long as such haul routes do not 
substantially increase vehicle miles 
traveled.  

• Frame-mounted temporary noise curtains 
with a minimum STC rating of 20 shall be 
installed near the noise-sensitive 
residential receiver locations. The noise 
curtains shall be installed without any 
gaps or openings on the project boundary 
between the noise-sensitive receiver and 
the construction activities.  

• Fifteen (15) days prior to commencement 
of construction, the construction 
supervisor shall provide written 
notification of planned activities to the 
City of Wildomar, to each of the property 
owners along Via Carnaghi Lane, and to 
the home at 34520 Monte Vista Drive.  

• The construction supervisor shall maintain 
a complaint log noting date, time, 
complainant’s name, nature of the 
complaint, and any corrective action 
taken. A copy of the complaint log shall 
be provided to the City on a daily basis. 
The project manager shall publish and 
distribute to the potentially affected 
community a phone number that is 
attended during active construction 
working hours for use by the disturbed 
public to register complaints.  

• Each of these measures shall be drafted in 
a noise control plan submitted to the City 
for review and approval prior to issuance 
of grading permits. The construction 
supervisor shall ensure compliance with 
the noise control plan. The City shall also 
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conduct periodic inspections at its 
discretion to ensure compliance.  

The construction supervisor shall provide 
written notification of planned activities to the 
City of Wildomar and to each of the property 
owners located along Via Carnaghi Lane and 
the home at 34520 Monte Vista Drive 15 
days prior to commencement of each phase 
of construction.  

The construction supervisor shall maintain a 
complaint log noting date, time, 
complainant’s name, nature of the complaint, 
and any corrective action taken. A copy of the 
complaint log shall be provided to the City on 
a daily basis. The project manager shall 
publish and distribute to the potentially 
affected community, a phone number that is 
attended during active construction working 
hours for use by the disturbed public to 
register complaints.  

The construction supervisor shall ensure 
compliance with the noise control plan, and 
the City shall conduct periodic inspections at 
its discretion. 

Timing/Implementation: During construction activities 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Building and 

Planning Departments 
MM 3.8.1b The project applicant shall provide a 

“windows closed” condition, requiring a 
means of mechanical ventilation and standard 
dual-glazed windows with a minimum Sound 
Transmission Class (STC) rating of 30 for 
classrooms, libraries, and other noise-
sensitive rooms in the preschool building.    

Timing/Implementation: Prior to a certificate of occupancy 
of the preschool (as part of building permit 
requirements) 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Building Departments 

MM 3.8.1c For the preschool building, the project 
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applicant shall ensure that exterior walls have 
a minimum STC rating of 46. Typical walls 
with this rating will have 2x4 studs or greater, 
16-inch o.c. with R-13 insulation, a minimum 
7/8-inch exterior surface of cement plaster, 
and a minimum interior surface of 1/2-inch 
gypsum board. Interior wall finish shall be at 
least 1/2-inch-thick gypsum wallboard or 
plaster. Ceilings shall be finished with 
gypsum board or plaster that is at least 1/2 
inch thick. The roof system should have 
minimum 1/2-inch plywood sheathing that is 
well sealed to form a continuous barrier with 
a minimum insulation of R-19. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to a certificate of occupancy 
of the preschool (as a part of building permit 
requirements) 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Building Departments 

MM 3.8.1d All window and door assemblies used 
throughout the preschool shall be free of 
cutouts and openings and shall be well fitted 
and well weather-stripped. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to a certificate of occupancy 
of the preschool (as a part of building permit 
requirements) 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Building Departments 

MM 3.8.1e The project applicant shall prepare a final 
noise analysis prior to obtaining building 
permits for the preschool and submit the 
analysis to the City for review and approval. 
This analysis will finalize the noise 
requirements based on precise grading plans 
and actual building design specifications. If 
the noise analysis shows that the exterior 
noise levels at the preschool playground will 
exceed 70 dBA, the project applicant shall 
provide attenuation such as a noise barrier 
along the western property line, noise 
barrier or façade extensions along the 

Cornerstone Community Church  City of Wildomar  
Final Environmental Impact Report  September 2014  

3.0-16 



3.0 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

southern face of the preschool building, or 
other measures recommended by the 
acoustical expert to ensure the outdoor play 
area noise level is below 70 dBA.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to occupancy of the 
preschool 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Wildomar Planning and 
Building Departments 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

No revisions. 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

No revisions. 

3.0 INTRODUCTION TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

No revisions. 

3.1 AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES 

No revisions. 

3.2 AIR QUALITY 

No revisions. 

3.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.3-26: 

MM 3.3.1 Within two years of groundbreaking in undisturbed portions of the site, the 
applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a preliminary evaluation 
to determine if suitable habitat for white rabbit-tobacco and/or bottle liver 
occurs within the disturbance footprint. If suitable habitat is identified, focused 
surveys shall be conducted to determine the presence/absence of special-
status plant species with potential to occur in and adjacent to (within 100 
feet, where appropriate) the proposed impact area, including new 
construction access routes. These surveys shall be conducted in accordance 
with CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status 
Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (2009). These guidelines 
require that rare plant surveys be conducted at the proper time of year when 
rare or endangered species are both evident and identifiable. Field surveys 
shall be scheduled to coincide with known flowering periods and/or during 
appropriate developmental periods that are necessary to identify the plant 
species of concern. 

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.3-28: 

MM 3.3.2a Focused surveys shall be conducted within 12 months prior to construction 
activities. These surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the Burrowing 
Owl Survey Instructions for the Western Riverside MSHCP (March 29, 2006). 

In addition, pPer MSHCP Species-Specific Objective 6, preconstruction 
presence/absence surveys for burrowing owl within the survey area, where 
suitable habitat is present, will be conducted for all covered activities through 
the life of the building permit. Surveys will be conducted within 30 days prior to 
disturbance. Take of active nests will be avoided. Passive relocation (use of 
one-way doors and collapse of burrows) will occur when owls are present 
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outside the nesting season. If construction is delayed or suspended for more 
than 30 days after the survey, the area shall be resurveyed. 

Surveys shall be completed for occupied burrowing owl burrows within all 
construction areas and within 500 feet (150 meters) of the project work areas 
(where possible and appropriate based on habitat). All occupied burrows will 
be mapped on an aerial photo. 

MM 3.3.2b If burrowing owls are found to be present on-site, the project applicant shall 
develop a conservation strategy in cooperation with the CDFW, the USFWS, 
and the Regional Conservation Authority in accordance with the CDFW’s 
Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012). 

If burrowing owls are identified during the survey period, the City shall require 
the project applicant to take the following actions to offset impacts prior to 
ground disturbance: 

Active nests within the areas scheduled for disturbance or degradation shall 
be avoided from February 1 through August 31, and a minimum 250-foot (75-
meter) buffer shall be provided until fledging has occurred. Following 
fledging, owls may be passively relocated by a qualified biologist. 

If impacts on occupied burrows in the non-nesting period are unavoidable, 
on-site passive relocation techniques may be used if approved by the CDFW 
to encourage owls to move to alternative burrows outside of the impact 
area. However, no occupied burrows shall be disturbed during the nesting 
season. A qualified biologist must verify through noninvasive methods that the 
burrow is no longer occupied.  

If relocation of the owls is approved for the site by the CDFW, the City shall 
require the developer to hire a qualified biologist to prepare a plan for 
relocating the owls to a suitable site. The relocation plan must include all of 
the following: 

• The location of the nest and owls proposed for relocation. 

• The location of the proposed relocation site. 

• The number of owls involved and the time of year when the relocation is 
proposed to take place. 

• The name and credentials of the biologist who will be retained to 
supervise the relocation. 

• The proposed method of capture and transport for the owls to the new 
site. 

• A description of site preparation at the relocation site (e.g., enhancement 
of existing burrows, creation of artificial burrows, one-time or long-term 
vegetation control).  
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• A description of efforts and funding support proposed to monitor the 
relocation. 

If paired owls are present within 160 feet (50 meters) of a temporary project 
disturbance (e.g., parking areas), active burrows shall be protected with 
fencing/cones/flagging and monitored by a qualified biologist throughout 
construction to identify losses from nest abandonment and/or loss of 
reproductive effort. Any identified loss shall be reported to the CDFW.  

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.3-29: 

MM 3.3.2d Migratory Bird Surveys. If clearing and/or construction activities will occur, 
within undisturbed portions of the project site, during the migratory bird 
nesting season (March 15 January 1 through August 15), preconstruction 
surveys to identify active migratory bird nests shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist within 14 3 days of construction initiation. Focused surveys 
must be performed by a qualified biologist for the purposes of determining 
presence/absence of active nest sites within the proposed impact area and 
a 200-foot buffer (if feasible). 

If active nest sites are identified within 200 feet of project activities, the 
applicant shall impose a limited operating period (LOP) for all active nest sites 
prior to commencement of any project construction activities to avoid 
construction- or access-related disturbances to migratory bird nesting 
activities. An LOP constitutes a period during which project-related activities 
(i.e., vegetation removal, earth moving, and construction) will not occur and 
will be imposed within 100 feet of any active nest sites until the nest is deemed 
inactive. Activities permitted within and the size (i.e., 100 feet) of LOPs may be 
adjusted through consultation with the CDFW. 

The following additions to the text have been made on page 3.3-32: 

Implementation of the proposed project could conflict with the provisions of the Western 
Riverside County MSHCP. This would be considered a potentially significant impact. 

The MSHCP protects and preserves certain habitats and species in the region. The 
MSHCP delineates particular areas of concern through the identification of specific areas 
known as Criteria Cells. Areas identified as Criteria Cells typically contain certain 
restrictions on development and land alterations. The PSA is not within a Criteria Cell or 
any other special conservation area. A full analysis of the proposed project’s consistency 
with the MSHCP can be found in Appendix 3.3. 

The proposed project is located within the Burrowing Owl Survey Area (Figure 6-4 of the 
MSHCP). A nesting season survey was conducted and a report was prepared, following 
the guidelines provided in the MSHCP (Appendix 3.3).  

Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP addresses preservation of riparian, riverine, vernal pool, and 
fairy shrimp habitats. The proposed project may result in on-site improvements that will 
have direct permanent impacts to MSHCP riverine/riparian habitat within the PSA. 
Impacts to the riverine/riparian area may occur from construction of a parking lot. In 
order to comply with MSHCP Section 6.1.2, the project applicant shall prepare and 
submit a Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) to the 
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City. Off-site mitigation could be in the form of purchased mitigation credits from the 
Elsinore-Murrieta-Anza Resource Conservation District (EMARCD). 

A final component of the MSHCP is Mitigation Fee Areas, which are land areas that 
occur within the MSHCP and require a fee for development activities to occur. These 
fees are utilized to fund the minimization to certain endemic species. The proposed 
project is located within the MSHCP Mitigation Fee Area (Riverside County Ordinance 
810.2) and the Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Mitigation Fee Area (Riverside County Ordinance 
663). A standard condition for the proposed project includes the payment of these fees 
to comply with the overlying habitat conservation plan (the MSHCP). 

As demonstrated in the analysis by Principe and Associates (2013a) (see Appendix 3.3), 
the proposed project is consistent with the MSHCP. With adherence to the standard 
conditions and requirements, any impacts will be less than significant with mitigation 
incorporated. In addition, implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a and MM 
3.3.2b included above will result in the project having no impact with regard to the 
MSHCP. 

The following additions to the text have been made on pages 3.3-33 and 3.3-34: 

Impact 3.3.8 Implementation of the proposed project, in combination with existing, 
approved, proposed, and reasonably foreseeable development in the 
immediate area of the proposed project, will result in the conversion of 
habitat and impact biological resources. This impact is considered less than 
cumulatively considerable.  

The City, along with other jurisdictions in western Riverside County, participates in the 
MSHCP. The MSHCP is designed to protect over 150 species and conserve over 500,000 
acres in western Riverside County. Project compliance with the MSHCP and the 
Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan fully mitigates for impacts on 
covered species and ensures large segments of natural communities in western Riverside 
County will be preserved.  

Adherence to the standards and conditions, and implementation of mitigation measures 
MM 3.3.2.a and MM 3.3.2b, ensure the project will be compliant with the MSHCP. In 
addition, implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.3.2c and MM 3.3.2d ensures that 
impacts to coastal California gnatcatchers and other nesting birds are minimized. 
Furthermore, mitigation measures MM 3.3.3, MM 3.3.4a, and MM 3.3.4b ensure that 
impacts to jurisdictional waterways and associated riparian areas are minimized. Though 
the development of the proposed project will continue the urbanization of the area, 
participation in and implementation of the MSHCP will effectively reduce the project’s 
contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than cumulatively considerable level.  

Mitigation Measures 

Implement mitigation measures MM 3.3.2a through MM 3.3.2d, MM 3.3.3, and MM 3.3.4a and 
MM 3.3.4b. 

3.4  CLIMATE CHANGE 

No revisions. 
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3.5 CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.5-12: 

MM 3.5.2a   If during grading or construction activities cultural resources are discovered 
on the project site, work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the 
discovery and the resources shall be evaluated by a qualified archeologist 
and the Pechanga Tribe (Tribe). Any unanticipated cultural resources that are 
discovered shall be evaluated and a in the final report prepared by the 
qualified archeologist. The report shall include a list of the resources 
discovered, documentation of each site/locality, and interpretation of the 
resources identified, and the method of preservation and/or recovery for 
identified resources. In the event the significant resources are recovered and 
if the qualified archaeologist and the Tribe determines the resources to be 
historic or unique, avoidance and/or mitigation would be required pursuant 
to and consistent with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4 and 
Public Resources Code Section 21083.2 and the Cultural Resources Treatment 
and Monitoring Agreement required by mitigation measure CUL-2 MM 3.5.2b. 

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.5-13: 

MM 3.5.2d  To address the possibility that cultural resources may be encountered during 
grading or construction, a qualified professional archeologist shall monitor all 
construction activities that could potentially impact archaeological deposits 
(e.g., grading, excavation, and/or trenching). However, monitoring may be 
discontinued as soon the qualified professional is satisfied that construction 
will not disturb cultural and/or paleontological archaeological resources. A 
final mitigation monitoring report shall be prepared by the archaeologist 
documenting any resources found, their treatment, ultimate disposition, new 
or updated site records, and any other pertinent information associated with 
the project. Final copies of the report will be submitted to the City of 
Wildomar, the developer, the Eastern Information Center, and the Pechanga 
Tribe. 

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.5-16: 

MM 3.5.4a  If human remains are encountered, California Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5 requires that no further disturbance shall occur until the 
Riverside County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin. 
Further, pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), 
remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until a final decision 
as to the treatment and disposition has been made. If the Riverside County 
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the Native American 
Heritage Commission shall be contacted within a reasonable time frame 24 
hours. Subsequently, the Native American Heritage Commission shall identify 
the “most likely descendant” within 24 hours a reasonable time frame of 
receiving notification from the coroner. The most likely descendant shall then 
have 48 hours to make recommendations and engage in consultations 
concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources 
Code Section 5097.98. 
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3.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

No revisions. 

3.7 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

No revisions. 

3.8 NOISE  

The following changes to the text have been made on page 3.8-27: 

Mitigation Measures 

MM 3.8.1a Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the project applicant shall submit a 
construction-related noise control plan to the City for review and approval. 
The plan shall:  

• Depict the location of construction equipment staging areas. 

• Require that construction contractors equip construction equipment 
(fixed or mobile) with properly operating and maintained mufflers 
consistent with manufacturers’ standards. 

• Require that the construction contractor place stationary construction 
equipment so that emitted noise is directed away from the noise-sensitive 
receptors nearest the project site.  

• Describe other noise control measures that will be implemented during 
project-related construction activities.  

• Specify that all construction activity, including staging and haul truck 
deliveries, is subject to the same hours specified for construction 
equipment (i.e., between the hours of 6 a.m. and 6 p.m. during the 
months of June through September, and between the hours of 7 a.m. and 
6 p.m. during the months of October through May). Where alternative 
routes are available that would not substantially increase vehicle miles 
traveled, the plan shall denote haul routes that do not pass noise-sensitive 
land uses or residential dwellings. The construction-related noise control 
plan shall also incorporate any other restrictions imposed by City staff.  

• Indicate the location of frame-mounted temporary noise curtains. The 
noise curtains shall be installed near the noise-sensitive residential receiver 
locations to shield the neighboring homes from construction noise. Noise 
control curtains shall provide a minimum STC (Sound Transmission Class) 
rating of 20. The temporary noise curtains shall be installed without any 
gaps or openings on the project boundary between the noise-sensitive 
receiver and the construction activities.  

• Construction equipment staging areas shall be located as far away as 
possible from nearby sensitive receptors.  

City of Wildomar Cornerstone Community Church 
September 2014 Final Environmental Impact Report 

3.0-23 



3.0 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

• Construction equipment shall be equipped with properly operating and 
maintained mufflers consistent with manufacturers’ standards.  

• Stationary construction equipment shall be placed so that emitted noise is 
directed away from the noise-sensitive receptors nearest the project site.  

• All construction activity including staging and haul truck deliveries shall be 
limited to the hours of 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. between June and September, 
and the hours of 7 a.m. to 6 p.m. between October and May.  

• Haul routes that do not pass noise-sensitive dwellings shall be preferred 
and utilized as long as such haul routes do not substantially increase 
vehicle miles traveled.  

• Frame-mounted temporary noise curtains with a minimum STC rating of 20 
shall be installed near the noise-sensitive residential receiver locations. The 
noise curtains shall be installed without any gaps or openings on the 
project boundary between the noise-sensitive receiver and the 
construction activities.  

• Fifteen (15) days prior to commencement of construction, the 
construction supervisor shall provide written notification of planned 
activities to the City of Wildomar, to each of the property owners along 
Via Carnaghi Lane, and to the home at 34520 Monte Vista Drive.  

• The construction supervisor shall maintain a complaint log noting date, 
time, complainant’s name, nature of the complaint, and any corrective 
action taken. A copy of the complaint log shall be provided to the City on 
a daily basis. The project manager shall publish and distribute to the 
potentially affected community a phone number that is attended during 
active construction working hours for use by the disturbed public to 
register complaints.  

• Each of these measures shall be drafted in a noise control plan submitted 
to the City for review and approval prior to issuance of grading permits. 
The construction supervisor shall ensure compliance with the noise control 
plan. The City shall also conduct periodic inspections at its discretion to 
ensure compliance.  

The construction supervisor shall provide written notification of planned 
activities to the City of Wildomar and to each of the property owners located 
along Via Carnaghi Lane and the home at 34520 Monte Vista Drive 15 days 
prior to commencement of each phase of construction.  

The construction supervisor shall maintain a complaint log noting date, time, 
complainant’s name, nature of the complaint, and any corrective action 
taken. A copy of the complaint log shall be provided to the City on a daily 
basis. The project manager shall publish and distribute to the potentially 
affected community, a phone number that is attended during active 
construction working hours for use by the disturbed public to register 
complaints.  
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The construction supervisor shall ensure compliance with the noise control 
plan, and the City shall conduct periodic inspections at its discretion. 

3.9 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES 

The following changes to the second paragraph on page 3.9-5 under Impact 3.9.1.1: 

The Cornerstone Christian School at the proposed project site has a current enrollment of 225 
240 students, and those students are supported by 45 faculty members, resulting in a ratio of one 
faculty member for every five students. 
 
3.10 TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION 

No revisions. 

3.11 EFFECT FOUND TO NOT BE SIGNIFICANT 

No revisions. 

4. 0 ALTERNATIVES 

No revisions. 

5.0 OTHER CEQA ANALYSIS 

No revisions. 

6.0 ABBREVIATIONS 

No revisions. 

7.0 REPORT PREPARERS 

No revisions. 
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Bob Cashman, Council Member 951.677.7751 Phone 
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TO:  Reviewing Agencies and Other Interested Parties  
 
FROM:  Matthew C. Bassi, Planning Director 
 
DATE:  June 20, 2014 
 
SUBJECT: City of Wildomar Cornerstone Community Church Draft Environmental Impact Report 

(Planning Application No. 12-0194) 
 
The City of Wildomar (“City”) is the Lead Agency for the preparation and review of an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) for the Cornerstone Community Church project. The proposed project comprises the following actions by the 
City of Wildomar: 
 

1. Public Use Permit 778, Revised Permit No. 5 – Amendment to the previously submitted PUP 778. The 
modification will allow for the construction of a preschool (17,135 s.f.), administrative office building 
(23,024 s.f.), maintenance building (2,438 s.f.), sports field lighting, signage, and new parking lots at 
the existing church. 

2. Grading Permit – A grading permit will need to be prepared for the property development. The 
proposed project estimates approximately 49,000 cubic yards of cut and fill, but does not anticipate the 
need for import or export of fill material. 

3. Building Permit – Building permits will be needed to allow construction. 
4. Encroachment Permit – Encroachment permits will be needed for any construction that will occur on 

public property or within publicly held easements. 
 
The construction is anticipated to occur over two phases. As part of the project, a new approximately 1,900-lineal-
foot sewer line will be constructed in Monte Vista Drive to connect to an existing Elsinore Valley Municipal Water 
District sewer line at Canyon Drive. By connecting to the sewer, the proposed project can abandon the existing on-
site septic tanks. 
 
The City is requesting comments on the Draft EIR for the proposed project. This notice is being sent to responsible 
agencies, trustee agencies, and other interested parties along with a copy of the Draft EIR on CD. The public 
response period for the Draft EIR will begin on Tuesday, June 24, 2014 and end on Thursday, August 7, 2014. 
Written comments can be provided to Matthew C. Bassi, Planning Director, City of Wildomar, 23837 Clinton Keith 
Road, Suite 201, Wildomar, CA 92595. Comments can also be emailed to me at mbassi@cityofwildomar.org.  
 
The Planning Commission is tentatively scheduled to review the proposed project and the DEIR at their October 1, 
2014 meeting, and the City Council is tentatively scheduled to review the proposed project at their November 12, 
2014 meeting. Should you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at the above 
address, or telephone 951-677-7751(extension 213). 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Matthew C. Bassi 
Planning Director 
 

Enclosure-Draft EIR on CD 
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Attn: Leslie MacNair 
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Riverside County Flood Control Dist. 
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Riverside, CA 92501 
Attn: Shaheen Mooaman 
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Attn: Imad Baiyasi, Project Mgr. 
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Cultural Resources Department 
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Temecula, CA 92593 
Attn: Anna Hoover 

Southern Calif Assoc of Governments 
818 West 7th St, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435 
Attn: Intergovernmental Review 

Southern California Edison  
Third Party Environmental Review 
2244 Walnut Grove Ave. Quad 4C472A 
Rosemead, CA 91770 
Attn: Karen Cadavona 

Southern California Edison  
Local Governmente Affairs 
24487 Prielipp Road 
Rosemead, CA 91770 
Attn: Jeremy Goldman 

California Dept. of Transportation 
464 W. 4th Street, MS 725 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 
Attn: Dan Kopulsky, Chief Planner 

City of Lake Elsinore Planning Dept. 
130 S. Main Street 
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530 
Attn: Richard MacHott, Acting 
Planning Manager 

City of Murrieta Planning Department 
24601 Jefferson Avenue 
Murrieta, CA 92562 
Attn: Cynthia Kinser, City Planner 

City of Menifee, Planning Department 
29714 Haun Road 
Menifee, CA 92586 
Attn: Planning Director 

Cal-Tech/Mount Palomar Observatory 
1200 E. California Road, M.S. 105-24 
Pasadena, CA 91125 
Attn: Robert Brucato, Asst. Director 

Marty Nicholson 
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Murrieta, CA 92562 

Ray Johnson, Esq., AICP 
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Markham Development Management 
Group 
41635 Enterprise Circle North 
Temecula, CA 92590 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY FOR PUBLIC REVIEW OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT FOR THE CITY OF WILDOMAR CORNERSTONE COMMUNITY CHURCH 

PROJECT 
 

A Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) has been prepared by the City of Wildomar for the 
Cornerstone Community Church. The DEIR is available for public review and can be 
downloaded from the City of Wildomar website at www.cityofwildomar.org on June 24, 2014. A 
printed copy of the Cornerstone Community Church DEIR will also be available for review at 
Wildomar City Hall, 23873 Clinton Keith Rd., Suite 201, Wildomar, CA 92595 (8 am – 5 pm, 
Monday – Thursday).  
 
The proposed project comprises the following actions by the City of Wildomar: 
 

1. Public Use Permit 778, Revised Permit No. 5 – Amendment to the previously 
submitted PUP 778. The modification will allow for the construction of a preschool 
(17,135 sf), administrative office building (23,024 sf), maintenance building (2,438 
sf), sports field lighting, signage, and new parking lots at the existing church. 

2. Grading Permit – A grading permit will need to be prepared for the property 
development. The proposed project estimates approximately 49,000 cubic yards of 
cut and fill, but does not anticipate the need for import or export of fill material. 

3. Building Permit – Building permits will be needed to allow construction. 
4. Encroachment Permit – Encroachment permits will be needed for any construction 

that will occur on public property or within publicly held easements. 
 
The construction is anticipated to occur over two phases. As part of the project, a new 
approximately 1,900-lineal-foot sewer line will be constructed in Monte Vista Drive to connect to 
an existing Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District sewer line at Canyon Drive. By connecting 
to the sewer, the proposed project can abandon the existing on-site septic tanks. 
 
The DEIR identifies impacts that require mitigation in the following topic areas: Aesthetics; 
Biological Resources; Cultural Resources; Geology and Soils; Hydrology and Water Quality; 
Noise; and Transportation and Circulation. Significant and unavoidable impacts have been 
identified for project related construction noise. The proposed project site is not on any of the 
sites enumerated under Section 65962.5 of the Government Code, is not a hazardous waste 
facility, land designated as hazardous waste property, or a designated hazardous waste 
disposal site as reported on the California Department of Toxic Substance Control EnviroStor 
website.  http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/.  
 
In accordance with Sections 15072(a) and (b) of the CEQA Guidelines, this Public Notice is 
posted to officially notify the public, public agencies, responsible and trustee agencies, that the 
required 45-day public review period will commence on Tuesday, June 24, 2014 and conclude 
on Thursday, August 7, 2014.  Any written comments (via email or letter) on the DEIR must be 
submitted no later than 5 p.m. on August 7, 2014. Written comments may be mailed to: Matthew 
C. Bassi, Planning Director, City of Wildomar Planning Department, 23873 Clinton Keith Road, 
Suite 201, Wildomar, CA 92595.  Email comments can be sent to mbassi@cityofwildomar.org. 
 
 Posted: June 24, 2014 

http://www.cityofwildomar.org/
http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/
mailto:mbassi@cityofwildomar.org
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ATTACHMENT B 
Response to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2 

 
The following refers to Comment Letter 2 and the list of recommended mitigation measures concerning 
air quality impacts. 
 

1. Gravel pads must be installed at all access 
points to prevent tracking of mud onto 
public roads.  

The access road from Monte Vista through the project 
site is paved as it is also the main Church driveway and 
parking lot. Therefore the construction of the preschool 
building will occur on a paved roadway. The only other 
access to the project site is from the unpaved public Via 
Carnighi Roadway. This public road will be paved as part 
of the project. As the only public access to the project is 
from an unpaved road, there is no value in establishing a 
‘gravel pad’ to prevent tracking of mud onto public 
roads. 

2. Install and maintain track out control 
devices in effective condition at all access 
points where paved and unpaved access 
or travel routes intersect (eg. Install wheel 
shakers, wheel washers, and limit site 
access.)  

See 1. Above. 

3. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., 
shall be completed as soon as possible. In 
addition, building pads should be laid as 
soon as possible after grading unless 
seeding or soil binders are used.  

The area for the proposed preschool is already paved. 
The parking lots and roadway will be paved as part of the 
project. 

4. Pave all construction roads.  See 3. Above. All construction roads will be paved. 

5. Limit fugitive dust sources to 20 percent 
opacity.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. 

6. Require a dust control plan for 
earthmoving operations.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. 

7. When materials are transported off-site, 
all material shall be covered, effectively 
wetted to limit visible dust emissions, and 
at least six inches of freeboard space from 
the top of the container shall be 
maintained.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. 

8. All streets shall be swept at least once a 
day using SCAQMD Rule 1186 certified 
street sweepers utilizing reclaimed water 
trucks if visible soil materials are carried 
to adjacent streets.  

Street sweeping to avoid track-out is required by 
SCAQMD Rule 403.  

9. The contractor or builder shall designate a 
person or persons to monitor the dust 

The owner and applicant is on site and will be available 
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control program and to order increased 
watering, as necessary, to prevent 
transport of dust offsite.  

at all times during construction. 

10. Post a publicly visible sign with the 
telephone number and person to contact 
regarding dust complaints. This person 
shall respond and take corrective action 
within 24 hours.  

The owner and applicant is on site and will be available 
at all times during construction. 

11. Extend grading period sufficiently to 
reduce air quality impacts below a level 
of significance.  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
already below the threshold of significance as shown in 
Table 3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft 
EIR 

12. The simultaneous disturbance of the site 
shall be limited to five acres per day.  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

13. Any vegetative cover to be utilized onsite 
shall be planted as soon as possible to 
reduce the disturbed area subject to wind 
erosion. Irrigation systems required for 
these plants shall be installed as soon as 
possible to maintain good ground cover 
and to minimize wind erosion of the soil.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. Further the City will 
require that all landscaping be in place prior to 
occupancy or completion of each project feature. As the 
primary construction activity involves paving, the 
pavement itself will minimize erosion. Erosion during 
construction is also addressed through the water quality 
management plan required as MM 3.7.1 and included as 
Appendix 3.7 to the Draft EIR. 

14. Any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt or 
other dusty material shall be covered or 
watered three times daily.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. 

15. Any site access points within 30 minutes 
of any visible dirt deposition on any 
public roadway shall be swept or washed.  

Street sweeping to avoid track-out is required by 
SCAQMD Rule 403. 

16. A high wind response plan shall be 
formulated for enhanced dust control if 
winds are forecast to exceed 25 mph in 
any upcoming 24-hour period.  

Required by SCAQMD Rule 403. 

17. Implement activity management 
techniques including a) development of a 
comprehensive construction management 
plan designed to minimize the number of 
large construction equipment operating 
during any given time period; b) 
scheduling of construction truck trips 
during non-peak hours to reduce peak 
hour emissions; c) limitation of the length 

The construction will occur primarily on private land and 
will not affect access to adjacent properties. Access to 
Via Carnighi Lane and to Monte Vista during pavement 
of the roadway and installation of the sewer line, will be 
managed through a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) 
required as MM 3.10.3 and discussed on page 3.10-42 of 
the Draft EIR.  In addition, the air quality impact 
associated with construction is below the threshold of 
significance as shown in Table 3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on 
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of construction work-day period; and d) 
phasing of construction activities.*  

page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR There is no need to add this 
as provision as mitigation. 

18. Develop a trip reduction plan to achieve a 
1.5 AVR for construction employees  

Traffic impacts from construction activities are less than 
significant therefore this measure is not necessary. In 
addition, the air quality impact associated with 
construction is below the threshold of significance as 
shown in Table 3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of 
the Draft EIR There is no need to add this as provision as 
mitigation. 

19. Require high pressure injectors on diesel 
construction equipment.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

20. Restrict truck operation to "clean" trucks, 
such as a 2007 or newer model year or 
2010 compliant vehicles.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

21. Require the use of CARB certified 
particulate traps that meet level 3 
requirements on all construction 
equipment.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

22. Utilize only CARB certified equipment 
for construction activities.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

23. Restrict engine size of construction 
equipment to the minimum practical 
size.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

24. Use electric construction equipment 
where technically feasible.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

25. Use methanol-fueled pile drivers.*  No pile driving will occur as part of the project.  

26. Install catalytic converters on gasoline-
powered equipment.*  

Any gasoline-powered equipment is already required to 
have catalytic converters installed pursuant to CARB’s 
Large Spark-Ignition Engine Fleet Requirements 
Regulation.  

27. All forklifts shall be electric or natural 
gas powered.*  

No forklifts are anticipated for use at the project site. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
Response to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2 

 
28. Suspend use of all construction 

equipment operations during second stage 
smog alerts.*  

According to a 2008 report prepared by the SCARB, 
there has not been a stage 2 smog alert since the 1980’s. 
The air quality impacts associated with this project were 
determined to be less than significant therefore there is 
no reason to include this measure. 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/research/health/healthup/feb08.pdf    
 

29. Provide dedicated turn lanes for 
movement of construction trucks and 
equipment on- and off-site.*  

Very little construction equipment is necessary for the 
project. As shown on page 3.2-15 in Table 3.2-5 of the 
Draft EIR a small amount of heavy equipment is needed 
over the phases of the project. The nature of the grading 
equipment is such that it would be moved to the site 
once, used during construction, then removed following 
construction. As the equipment would not enter/exit the 
site regularly there is no need for a dedicated turn lane.  

30. Reroute construction trucks away from 
congested streets and sensitive receptor 
areas.*  

The preschool construction will occur in the parking lot 
of the Church however the paving of Via Carnighi and 
the parking lots will be adjacent to sensitive receptors. 
The access to the site is from Monte Vista which is a 
Secondary Arterial and I-15. It is not possible to provide 
an alternative or more efficient method of access to the 
site.  

31. Configure construction parking to 
minimize traffic interference.*  

No construction will occur in areas that will affect off-
site parking. Also see MM 3.10.3 that requires 
preparation of a Traffic Management Plan for 
construction in Monte Vista Drive. 

32. Prior to the issuance of a grading and 
building permit, the applicant shall 
submit verification that a ridesharing 
program for the construction crew has 
been encouraged and will be supported by 
the contractor via incentives or other 
inducements.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 

33. Minimize construction worker trips by 
requiring carpooling and providing for 
lunch onsite, and/or provide shuttle 
service to food service 
establishments/commercial areas for the 
construction crew.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation.. 

34. Provide shuttle service to transit 
stations/multimodal centers for the 
construction crew.*  

The air quality impact associated with construction is 
below the threshold of significance as shown in Table 
3.2-6 of Impact 3.2.1 on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR 
There is no need to add this as provision as mitigation. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
Response to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2 

 
35. Require the use of Zero-VOC paints, 

coatings, and solvents. (* Would reduce 
impacts to GHGs as well) 

The project will comply with SCAQMD Rule 1113 
Architectural Coatings. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
Response to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2 

 
The following refer to the commenter’s suggestions regarding greenhouse gas emissions.  
 

1. Provide bus services to students of the preschool and 
existing school.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

2. Provide shuttle service from existing multi-modal 
centers and/or locales with clusters of congregants 
to/from weekend services to reduce single occupancy 
vehicle trips.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

3. Implement a carpool/vanpool program for the school 
and church to reduce single occupancy vehicle trips.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

4. Reschedule weekend services to provide a minimum of 
one hour between each service in order to reduce traffic 
congestion and queuing in the project vicinity.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

5. All buildings shall be constructed to LEED Platinum 
standards.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

6. Buildings shall exceed Title 24 requirements by 15%.*  The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

7. Orient 75 percent of buildings to face either north or 
south (within 30 degrees of N/S) and plant trees and 
shrubs that shed their leaves in winter nearer to these 
structures to maximize shade to the building during the 
summer and allow sunlight to strike the building during 
the winter months.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

8. Design buildings for passive heating and cooling and 
natural light, including building orientation, proper 
orientation and placement of windows, overhangs, 
skylights, etc.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

9. Construct photovoltaic solar or alternative renewable 
energy sources sufficient to provide 100% of all 
electrical usage for the entire project.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

10. Install solar water heating systems to generate all hot 
water requirements.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
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ATTACHMENT B 
Response to Suggested Mitigation Measures from Letter 2 

 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

11. Utilize only electrical equipment for landscape 
maintenance. Install electrical outlets on project 
buildings for this purpose.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

12. Plant shade trees in parking areas to provide minimum 
50% cover to reduce evaporative emissions from parked 
vehicles.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

13. Plant at least 50 percent low-ozone forming potential 
(Low-OFP) trees and shrubs, preferably native, drought-
resistant species, to meet city landscaping 
requirements.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

14. Plant Low-OFP, native, drought-resistant, tree and 
shrub species, 20% in excess of that already required by 
city or county ordinance. Consider roadside, sidewalk, 
and driveway shading.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

15. Provide grass paving, tree shading, or reflective surface 
for unshaded parking lot areas, driveways, or fire lanes 
that reduce standard black asphalt paving by 10% or 
more.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

16. Provide direct, safe, attractive pedestrian access from 
project to transit stops and adjacent development.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

17. Provide safe, direct bicycle access to adjacent bicycle 
routes.*  

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

18. Connect bicycle lanes/paths to city-wide network.*  The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 

19. Provide a display case or kiosk displaying 
transportation information in a prominent area 
accessible to residents. (* Would reduce impacts to 
GHGs as well) 

The project GHG emissions was 
determined to be less than significant as 
discussed in section 3.4 of the Draft EIR 
therefore there is no need for this measure. 
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