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and recreational facilities. Therefore, the proposed Project would not require the need for new or altered park
facilities to serve the existing population base. Impacts would be less than significant, and this topic will not be
further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Other public facilities?

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not include plans to develop housing, and the
proposed Project would not generate substantial population growth. Operation of the proposed Project would
generate approximately 200 jobs, assumed to be filled by the existing residential population. The proposed
Project would not stimulate population growth or a population concentration above what is assumed in local and
regional land use plans, or in projections made by regional planning authorities. It is anticipated that these new
jobs could be filled by the existing residential population from the greater Riverside County area. As such, the
proposed Project would not generate substantial population growth, and there would be no substantial impact
to libraries or other public facilities in the area. Impacts would be less than significant, and this issue will not be
further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

416 Recreation
Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XVI. RECREATION

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

b) Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an [ [ O X
adverse physical effect on the environment?

a)

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

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The proposed Project would involve construction and operation of an air cargo
center, including a cargo building and a maintenance building, with no plans to develop housing. Operation of
the proposed Project would generate approximately 200 jobs, assumed to be filled by the existing residential
population from the greater Riverside County area. The proposed Project would not stimulate population growth
nor a population concentration above what is assumed in local and regional land use plans, or in projections
made by regional planning authorities. Furthermore, the March JPA General Plan does not designate the Project
site or adjacent properties as open space areas (March JPA 1999). Because implementation of the proposed
Project would not result in population growth or new housing, there would be minimal to no increase in the use
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b)

4717

of existing parks and recreational facilities. Impacts would be less than significant, and this topic will not be
further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

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

No Impact. The proposed Project would involve construction and operation of an air cargo center, including
a cargo building and a maintenance building, with no plans to develop housing or recreational facilities.
Operation of the proposed Project would generate approximately 200 jobs, assumed to be filled by the
existing residential population from the greater Riverside County area. The proposed Project would not
stimulate population growth such that additional recreational facilities would be needed. Furthermore, the
March JPA General Plan does not allow recreational facilities within or adjacent to the Project site (March
JPA 1999). Because the Project would not include recreational facilities nor require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities, there would be no impact. This topic will not be further analyzed in the
EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

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

XVILTRANSPORTATION - Would the project:

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

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3or will conflict with
an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to, level of
service standards and travel demand X O O O
measures, or other standards established by
the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

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

d) Resultin inadequate emergency access? ] L] X ]
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a)

b)

c)

d)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project would result in temporary impacts to traffic.
Operation of the proposed Project would result in increased traffic in the area because new land uses would be
added to a site that is primarily vacant and undeveloped. Project-generated traffic is currently unknown, and
additional traffic could result in conflicts with programs, plans, ordinances, or policies addressing the circulation
system. Traffic impacts will need to be analyzed for consistency with state and regional plans and policies,
including the adopted SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. Therefore, a traffic impact analysis is being prepared for the
proposed Project that will identify any potential impacts associated with consistency with applicable programs,
plans, and policies regarding transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Until the traffic impact analysis
is completed, and potential mitigation measures can be identified, impacts are considered potentially
significant, and this topic will be analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 or will conflict with an applicable
congestion management program, including, but not limited to, level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Potentially Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project would result in temporary impacts to traffic.
Operation of the proposed Project would result in increased traffic in the area because new traffic-generating
land uses would be added to a site that is primarily vacant and undeveloped. Project-generated traffic would
also result in increased vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Traffic impacts will need to be analyzed for consistency
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) concerning VMT; thus, a VMT analysis is being prepared for the
proposed Project that will identify any potential conflicts or inconsistencies with the requirements of CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3. Therefore, until the VMT analysis is completed, and potential mitigation measures
can be identified, impacts are considered potentially significant, and this topic will be analyzed in the EIR
prepared for the proposed Project.

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

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Regional access to the Project site is provided via I-215, with local access
provided via Heacock Street. The proposed vehicular access point and circulation outside/inside the site,
including the Project’s parking lots, would be reviewed and approved by March JPA’s planning and
engineering staff. The Project does not include any non-standard design features, nor does it have any
hazardous elements. Impacts would be less than significant, and this issue will not be further analyzed in
the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in development of a currently undeveloped
site, including development of site access along Heacock Street. Access to the Project site would be
provided through a signalized entrance along Heacock Street, which would be aligned with the existing
Lowe’s distribution facility entrance. Access to the Project site would be designed according to March JPA
standards and all applicable emergency access standards. Additionally, an internal emergency vehicle
access driveway would be constructed within the southeast portion of the Project site, which would connect
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to the existing access roadway (off Heacock Street) currently serving the warehouse and distribution
facilities to the south of the Project site. Entry into the project site at this existing driveway would be limited
to emergency vehicle use and would be gate controlled. Through March JPA’s site plan review, March JPA
would ensure that the proposed air cargo center meets code requirements related to emergency access.
Impacts would be less than significant, and this issue will not be further analyzed in the EIR prepared for
the proposed Project.

418 Tribal Cultural Resources

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

XVIIl.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

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

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

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

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

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

Potentially Significant Impact. In accordance with Assembly Bill 52, agency-to-agency consultation
by March JPA will be conducted by sending a formal notice to inform California Native American
tribes that have requested such notice of a project application within a geographic area with which
the tribe is traditionally and culturally affiliated to identify potential impacts to a tribal cultural
resource, as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074. Input from the tribes received
during consultation will be considered throughout the environmental document preparation
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4.19

process. Consultation under AB 52 was initiated by March JPA on June 9, 2020, via email. Twenty-
seven tribes were contacted, of which six have responded, and four have requested consultation.
Because consultation with tribes has not been completed at this time, additional information is
needed to determine whether the proposed Project could result in a significant impact to tribal
cultural resources. Furthermore, a cultural resources technical study is being prepared that will
include the results of a records search and field investigation. Therefore, until the consultation and
study described above have been completed, and potential mitigation measures can be identified,
impacts are considered potentially significant, and this topic will be analyzed in the EIR prepared
for the proposed Project.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. In accordance with Assembly Bill 52, agency-to-agency consultation
was initiated by March JPA on June 9, 2020 by sending a formal notice to inform California Native
American tribes that have requested such notice of a project application within a geographic area
with which the tribe is traditionally and culturally affiliated to identify potential impacts to a tribal
cultural resource, as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074. Twenty-seven tribes were
contacted, of which six have responded, and four have requested consultation. Tribal consultation
input will be considered throughout the environmental document preparation process. However,
because consultation with tribes has not concluded, additional information is needed to determine
whether the proposed Project could result in a significant impact. Therefore, until consultation has
concluded, and potential mitigation measures can be identified, impacts are considered potentially
significant, and this topic will be further discussed and analyzed in the EIR prepared for the
proposed Project.

Utilities and Service Systems

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:
a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or X ] ] ]
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry, and X O O O
multiple dry years?
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

c)

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

X

O

O

O

Generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

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

a)

b)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in new development on a site that is
primarily vacant and undeveloped. As such, the proposed Project would increase the intensity of uses on
the site, resulting in increased use of water, wastewater treatment, electric power, natural gas, and
telecommunication systems. Further, the proposed Project would result in an increase in impervious areas.
An increase in runoff from impervious surface can cause alterations to drainage courses, requiring new or
expanded stormwater drainage systems. In addition, the proposed Project would generate approximately
200 jobs during operations. As such, implementation of the proposed Project would require construction
of new water and wastewater connections to connect to WMWD’s water and wastewater collection and
treatment systems. Due to the size of the proposed Project and the potential for the Project to require water
and to generate wastewater in quantities beyond those currently handled by WMWD’s service
infrastructure, potentially significant impacts could result. Therefore, impacts are considered potentially
significant, and this topic, including any applicable mitigation measures, will be further analyzed in the EIR
prepared for the proposed Project.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.19(a), the proposed Project would increase the
intensity of uses on the site, resulting in increased water use. However, the proposed Project would not
trigger the need for a Water Supply Assessment pursuant to the requirements of Senate Bill (SB) 610.
Operation of the proposed Project is anticipated to require a permanent staff of approximately 200
employees, and the square footage of the proposed cargo and maintenance buildings would total 201,200
square feet and 69,620 square feet, respectively. Thus, the Project does not propose an
industrial/manufacturing/processing plant, or an industrial park planned to house more than 1,000
persons, occupying more than 40 acres of land, or having more than 650,000 square feet of floor area. In
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c)

d)

e)

addition, the Project would not result in a water demand equivalent to, or greater than, the amount of water
required by a 500-dwelling unit project. According to the 2014 March ARB Water Master Plan, development
within the Project site, along with development occurring within March JPA south of the Project site between
March ARB and Heacock Street was estimated to require a water supply equal to 429 EDU’s (WMWD 2014).

Although a Water Supply Assessment pursuant to SB 610 would not be required for the Project,
implementation of the Project would require construction of new water connections to connect to WMWD'’s
water distribution system. In addition, the Project would require supply of water to a new air cargo center
within a vacant site. Impacts are considered potentially significant, and this topic, including any applicable
mitigation measures, will be further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.19(a), the proposed Project would increase the
intensity of uses on the Project site, resulting in increased wastewater generation. As such, implementation
of the proposed Project would require the construction of new wastewater connections to connect to
WMWD'’s wastewater collection and treatment system. Due to the size of the proposed Project and the
potential for the proposed Project to generate wastewater in quantities beyond those currently handled by
WMWD'’s service infrastructure, potentially significant impacts could result. Therefore, impacts could be
potentially significant, and this topic, including any applicable mitigation measures, will be further analyzed
in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

Potentially Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project would result in the generation of solid
waste such as scrap lumber, concrete, residual wastes, packing materials, and plastics. Operation of the
proposed Project would result in an increase in intensity of uses on the Project site, which would likely be
associated with increased generation of solid waste. Therefore, impacts could be potentially significant,
and this topic, including any applicable mitigation measures, will be further analyzed in the EIR prepared
for the proposed Project.

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.19(d), the proposed Project would result in the
generation of solid waste during construction and operations. Construction activities may also result in the
generation of solid waste that require proper disposal of hazardous materials, including contaminated soils,
in an appropriate landfill. Therefore, impacts could be potentially significant, and this topic, and applicable
mitigation measures, will be further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.
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4.20

Wildfire

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XX. WILDFIRE - If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation ] ] X ]
plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to, ] ] X ]
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
¢) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources,
power lines, or other utilities) that may ] ] ] X
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?
d) Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, ] ] X ]
post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?
a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less-Than-Significant Impact. March JPA adopted a Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Plan within the
Safety/Risk Management Element of the General Plan (March JPA 1999). This plan outlines the
implementation programs needed to prevent risks to occupants and to minimize injury from an unavoidable
disaster or emergency. Any potential impacts created by the proposed Project would be less than significant
with implementation of the Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Plan programs within the General Plan.
The entrance to the Project site would be located along Heacock Street, approximately 3.5 to 4 roadway
miles east of the nearest I-215 on-/off-ramps. An access driveway to the site would be provided on Heacock
Street. Additionally, an internal emergency vehicle access driveway would be constructed within the
southeast portion of the Project site, which would connect to the existing access roadway (off Heacock
Street) currently serving the warehouse and distribution facilities to the south of the Project site. According
to the March JPA General Plan’s Transportation Element, Heacock Street is classified as a Major Arterial
roadway, which provides access to I-215 to the north via Cactus Avenue (Arterial Highway), and to the south
via San Michele Road (Minor Arterial), Indian Street (Minor Arterial), and Oleander Avenue (Arterial Highway)
(March JPA 1999). The proposed site plan, including the access driveways, will be reviewed and approved
by March JPA, the Riverside County Sheriff's Department, and the Riverside County Fire Department during
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b)

c)

d)

plan review to ensure that emergency access would be provided at all times. Therefore, implementation of
the proposed Project would not physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan. Impacts would be less than significant, and this topic will not be further analyzed in the
EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

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

Less-Than-Significant Impact. As shown in the County of Riverside General Plan Safety Element Figure S-
11, the Project in not in or near a local or state responsibility area, or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones (County of Riverside 2019). Thus, the proposed Project would not exacerbate wildfire
risks, exposing Project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of
a wildfire. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and this topic will not be further analyzed in
the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

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

No Impact. The proposed Project would not require the installation or maintenance of new infrastructure
such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. Additionally, the Project is
not located in a very high fire hazard severity zone, as described in Section 4.20(b). No impact would occur,
and this topic will not be further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

Less-Than-Significant Impact. As shown in the County of Riverside General Plan Safety Element Figure S-
11, the Project in not located in or near a local or state responsibility area, or in or near lands classified as
very high fire hazard severity zones (County of Riverside 2019). Thus, the proposed Project would not
expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides,
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes within or near a local or state
responsibility area or very high fire hazard severity zone. Although the Project is located within Zone D (areas
in which flood hazards are undetermined, but possible) on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps
06065C0765G and 06065C0745G (FEMA 2008), and there are existing drainage features traversing the
site, given that the site is not located in a designated fire hazard zone, impacts would be less than
significant, and this topic will not be further analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.
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4.21

Mandatory Findings of Significance

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

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in X O O O
connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects X L] ] ]
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

a)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.4, Biological Resources, the proposed Project has
the potential to impact sensitive vegetation communities and habitat for special-status wildlife.
Furthermore, as discussed in Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, the proposed Project could result in
potentially significant impacts to cultural resources. A biological technical report is being prepared to
identify whether the proposed Project would substantially reduce the habitat of wildlife species, cause a
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or an endangered plant or animal. A cultural resources
report is also being prepared to evaluate whether the proposed Project would result in adverse impacts to
historic or archaeological resources. Therefore, until the information described above has been completed,
and potential mitigation measures can be identified as needed, impacts would be considered potentially
significant, and these topics will be analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.
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b)

c)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project has the potential to result in significant impacts that
could cause cumulatively considerable impacts when viewed in connection with the effects of past, current,
or probable future projects. Therefore, until the various studies mentioned above are completed, and
mitigation measures identified, impacts would be considered potentially significant, and cumulative
impacts will be analyzed in the EIR prepared for the proposed Project.

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. As described throughout this document, construction and operation of the
proposed Project could result in potentially significant adverse effects on human beings. The analysis of
the proposed Project’s potential for environmental effects that can cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings requires additional study, and therefore these impacts would be considered potentially
significant until they can be fully analyzed in the EIR.
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http://gisdata-scag.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/197b33d52add4c73b6fd3bad46cff0c0_0
http://gisdata-scag.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/197b33d52add4c73b6fd3bad46cff0c0_0
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/

Bernardino

Cathedral Riverside

City

D Project Boundary

SOURCE: Bing Maps 2020; DRC Engineering 2020
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FIGURE 1

Project Location
Meridian Park D-1 Gateway Aviation Project
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Legend:

= Project Site

= Meridian Specific Plan
Amendment SP-5 Ord 10-02

SOURCE: March Joint Powers Authority (2017-10-06) FIGURE 2

March JPA General Plan Land Use Designations
Meridian Park D-1 Gateway Aviation Project
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Legend:

= Project Site

Residential R-10
Specific Plan SP-4 Ord 04-03

SOURCE: March Joint Powers Authority (2014-03-24)

D U D E I( 6 Figure Not to Scale

FIGURE 3
March JPA Zoning Designations

Meridian Park D-1 Gateway Aviation Project
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Site Plan: Air Cargo Center Component
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FIGURE 6
Site 7 Burn Areas and Features

Meridian D-1 Gateway Aviation Center Project
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