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of the conditions as described in the letter and pursuant to the LACSD Rules and
Regulations for Water and Wastewater Service. The letter describes a 10-inch water
main, which lies on Loch Leven Road on the northern side of SR-173 which would
essentially service the Proposed Project. The meter size will be determined based on
demand. At the time of the letter, it is unknown the size and the location of the meter to
be installed. The property owner is responsible for the operation, repair and
maintenance of the District-installed customer shut-off valve. Furthermore, there is an
existing sewer cleanout, which ties into a 6-inch main sewer line located on Loch Leven
Road. The approximate location of the connection is at the intersection of SR-173 and
Loch Leven Road. A Water Service application is required along with applicable fees to
the County of San Bernardino District Engineering Department. County approved
building plans shall determine the size of the meter.

The Project Site is serviced by Southern California Edison (SCE), which provides the
electrical service to the project area. The Proposed Project will receive electrical power
by connecting to SCE’s existing power lines along Highway 18, south of the Project Site.
The increased demand is expected to be sufficiently served by the existing SCE
electrical facilities. Total electricity demand in SCE’s service area is estimated to
increase by approximately 12,000 Gigawatt hours between the years 2015 and 2026.
The increase in electricity demand from the project would represent an insignificant
percent of the overall demand in SCE’s service area.

SoCalGas provides natural gas service to the vicinity and the Project Site. Therefore,
the Proposed Project will receive natural gas from the Southern California Gas Company
by connecting to the existing line along Highway 18, south of the Project Site. The
existing SoCalGas facilities are expected to sufficiently serve the increased demand of
natural gas. The commercial demand of natural gas is anticipated to decrease from
approximately 81 billion cubic feet (bcf) to 65 bcf between the years 2015 to 2035.
Therefore, the natural gas demand from the Proposed Project would represent an
insignificant percentage to the overall demand in SoCalGas’ service area. The Proposed
Project would not require the expansion or construction of new natural gas facilities.

The Proposed Project does not require the construction of new electric power, natural
gas or telecommunications facilities. The Project Site shall be serviced through existing
Southern California Edison and SoCal Gas facilities, which are expected to meet the
needs of the Proposed Project. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts to water or
wastewater facilities are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are
required.

b), €)

Less Than Significant Impact

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

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?

As mentioned in Section IX (b) of this document, The LACSD has five wells in the Grass

Valley Basin that provide approximately150 to 200 acre-feet of groundwater per year.
The Lake Arrowhead area is comprised of approximately 4,900 acres of mountainous
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d)

terrain where about 40 percent of the land has slopes of more than 30 percent grade.
The ground underneath the surface is mostly dense, fractured and jointed granite. This
terrain is very difficult to develop groundwater wells. Therefore, water is also imported,
when necessary, through the Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Woods Water Agency
(CLAWA).

In 2005, CLAWA entered an agreement with the LACSD and San Bernardino Valley
Municipal Water District (SBVMWD) to deliver water purchased from SBVMWD to the
Lake Arrowhead Woods area. This agreement provides that CLAWA will treat and
deliver 7,600 acre-feet of water to LACSD over a period of 10 to 15 or more years. The
agreement also gives CLAWA the right to utilize a portion of the water to satisfy
demands within the Agency’s service area during years of low State Water Project
(SWP) allocation. The agreement does however limit the deliveries of water to LACSD
and/or CLAWA to 15 percent of SBVMWD’s approved SWP allocations for that year.
This agreement will provide CLAWA with the ability to supplement its source of supply
while seeking additional long-term storage arrangements. Therefore, no significant
adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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?

The Project Site is located approximately 2.5 miles northwest of the Heaps Peak
Transfer Station. The Heaps Peak Transfer Station has a permitted maximum of
600 tons/day. According to CalRecycle’s estimated solid waste generation rates for
commercial development, the Proposed Project would generate approximately 10.53
pounds of solid waste per employee per day, or approximately 0.03159 tons per day,
which would account for 0.005265 percent of the permitted tons of Heaps Peak Transfer
Station. Waste generated from the Proposed Project is not expected to significantly
impact solid waste collection systems. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are
identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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

County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works, Solid Waste Management
Division reviews and approves all new construction projects which are required to submit
a Construction and Demolition Solid Waste Management Plan (waste management
plan).

Effective January 1, 2011, the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen)
requires all newly constructed buildings, including low-rise residential and most
nonresidential commercial projects, to develop a waste management plan and divert a
minimum of 50 percent of construction waste. This factor has been recently increased
to 65 percent.
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A project’s waste management plan is to consist of two parts which are incorporated into
the Conditions of Approval (COA’s) by the County of San Bernardino Planning and
Building & Safety divisions. As part of the plan, projects are required to estimate the
amount of tonnage to be disposed and diverted during construction. Additionally,
projects must provide the amount of waste that will be diverted and disposed of.
Disposal/diversion receipts or certifications are required as a part of that summary.
Burrtec is the franchise waste hauler for the area.

The mandatory requirement to prepare a Construction and Demolition Solid Waste
Management Plan would ensure that impacts related to construction waste would be
less than significant.

The Proposed Project would comply with all federal, State, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste. Solid waste produced during the construction phase
or operational phase of the Proposed Project would be disposed of in accordance with
all applicable statutes and regulations. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are
identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation
measures are required.

Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated
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 [] [] X []
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other [ ] [] X []
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant
concentrations from wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?
c) Require the installation or maintenance of [ | [] [] X

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

Page 58 of 65



Initial Study P201800510/P202000053
APN: 0335-122-10

May 2022

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

County

of San Bernardino General Plan 2007; Submitted Project Materials

a)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

The Project Site does not contain any emergency facilities; however, the Project Site
occurs adjacent to the SR-173, which serves as an official emergency route. The Office
of Emergency Services (OES), County Fire Department shall be responsible for the
continued update of emergency evacuation plans for wildland fire incidents as an
extension of the agency’s responsibility for Hazard Mitigation Planning in San
Bernardino County. OES shall update evacuation procedures in coordination with
Mountain Area Safety Taskforce (MAST) and provide specific evacuation plans for the
Mountain Region where route planning, early warning and agency coordination is most
critical in ensuring proper execution of successful evacuations. OES will monitor
population growth and evaluate road capacities and hazard conditions along
evacuation corridors to prepare contingency plans to correspond to the location,
direction and rate of spread of wildland fires. The Proposed Project would comply with
the policies within Goal S9 of the County of San Bernardino’s General Plan to ensure
impacts to the County’s emergency evacuation plan are reduced to a less than
significant level. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated
and no mitigation measures are required.

b), d)

Less Than Significant Impact

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

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?

With no major slopes, elevation on-site is approximately 5,250 feet above mean sea
level (msl). The Project Site is located in an area identified by the San Bernardino
County’s Hazard Overlay Map FH23 B (Lake Arrowhead), as a Fire Safety Area (FS).
The FS includes areas within the mountains, valley foothills and desert region. It
includes all the land generally within the San Bernardino National Forest boundary
and is characterized by areas with moderate to heavy fuel loading contributing to high
fire hazard conditions.

The County of San Bernardino Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan (MJHMP)
was FEMA approved on July 13, 2017. The MJHMP helps to define hazard mitigation
measures in San Bernardino County, which intends to reduce or eliminate loss of life
and/or property for unincorporated communities in San Bernardino County and within
areas overseen or managed by the Flood Control District, Fire District and Special
Districts Department. The MJHMP process encourages communities within the

Page 59 of 65



Initial Study P201800510/P202000053
APN: 0335-122-10
May 2022

unincorporated County to develop goals and projects that will reduce risk and build a
more disaster resilient community by analyzing potential hazards. By cooperatively
and jointly together as a Multi-Jurisdictional Planning team, the partners were able
to develop common goals and objectives for mitigation efforts. The individual
stakeholders can then take the goals and objectives back to their individual Special
Districts for discussion, ranking and project development, and then bring the resulting
projects back to the Multi-Jurisdictional Planning Team. The Multi-durisdictional
Planning Team can then integrate all projects into the appropriate project listing to
be acted upon by the most appropriate managing department or district for the listed
projects.

The current conditions of the Project Site are disturbed vacant land, with existing
commercial uses and a church surrounding the site. The Project Site’s region is
described as a heavily wooded mountainous terrain environment that is prone to
wildfires. Conditions of approval for the Proposed Project include a Fuel Modification
Plan, which demonstrates a plan for wildfire prevention and containment. A Fuel
Modification Plan was prepared by Richard Pope and Associates (dated January 8,
2020) (Available at City offices for review), which lists “Undesirable Plant Species”
that shall not be planted in any of the Fuel Modification Zones and referred to as
“target species” since their complete removal is a critical part of hazard reduction for
the Project Site. The Fuel Modification “Zone A’ is a setback zone with a minimum
width of 20 feet, that shall provide a defensible space for fire suppression forces and
to protect structures from radiant and convective heat. “Zone B” consists of irrigated
landscaping that has a minimum width of 50 feet and demonstrates the portion of
the fuel modification area that will be permanently and regularly irrigated. The
Project Site consists of approximately 20 trees which shall be trimmed to reduce
threat of wildfire spread to proposed and existing structures on the Project Site and
the vicinity. Final plans shall be reviewed and approved by the responsible Fire
Authority and Department of Building and Safety to ensure a less than significant
impact.

The Project Site occurs in an area identified as Zone D as shown in the FEMA Flood
Insurance Rate Map and is approximately 0.24 miles south of Lake Arrowhead.
Zone D is defined as areas of undetermined flood hazard. Although the Project Site
occurs near a large body of water, no significant risk to flooding as a result of runoff
or post-fire slope instability is expected. Lake Arrowhead sits at approximately
5,100 feet above msl and the Project Site occurs at a 150-foot higher elevation. The
Proposed Project is not anticipated to exacerbate wildfire risks, thereby exposing
project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire nor 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. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are
identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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

The Proposed Project is currently completely surrounded by development and is
currently serviced by existing infrastructure including roadways (i.e. SR-173, power
lines, natural gas lines, water, sewer and telephone). The Proposed Project does not
include the installation or maintenance of infrastructure and therefore the risk of fire
from these activities is not anticipated. Therefore, no impacts are identified or
anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no
mitigation measures are required.

No
Impact

Less than
Significant

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE:

b)

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?

[] [ X O

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)?

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

[] [ X O

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
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b)

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?

The General Biological Assessment prepared for the Project Site concluded that all
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts would be reduced to a less than significant
impact with implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2. Therefore, the
Proposed Project is not anticipated to have the potential to significantly degrade the
overall quality of the region’s environment, or substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population or drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. Potential impacts to cultural resources
were identified in the Phase | Cultural Resources Investigation prepared for the
Proposed Project. As discussed in this Initial Study, all direct, indirect, and cumulative
can be reduced to a less than significant level with implementation of Mitigation
Measures CR-1 through CR-2 and GEO-1. Adherence to mitigation measures as
presented in this Initial Study would ensure that important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory are not eliminated as a result of the Proposed Project.
Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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)?

Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual affects that, when considered
together, are considerable or that compound or increase other environmental impacts.
The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment that
results from the incremental impact of the development when added to the impacts of
other closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable or probable future
developments. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively
significant, developments taking place over a period. The CEQA Guidelines, Section
15130 (a) and (b), states:

(@) Cumulative impacts shall be discussed when the project’s incremental
effect is cumulatively considerable.

(b) The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the
impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not
provide as great detail as is provided of the effects attributable to the
project. The discussion should be guided by the standards of practicality
and reasonableness.

Impacts associated with the Proposed Project would not be considered individually or
cumulatively adverse or considerable. Impacts identified in this Initial Study can be
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reduced to a less than significant impact. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are
identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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

The incorporation of design measures, County of San Bernardino policies,
standards, and guidelines and proposed mitigation measures as identified within
this Initial Study would ensure that the Proposed Project would have no substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly on an individual or
cumulative basis.

Less Than Significant Impact

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation
measures are required.
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