
TO: 

□ 
(81 

• NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
or 

County Clerk, County of Riverside 

FROM: 

City of Corona 

400 S. Vicentia Avenue, Corona, CA 92882 

4080 Lemon Street, Riverside, CA 92501 Contact: Joanne Coletta, Community Development 
Director 

TO: C8J Office of Planning and Research 
P. 0. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

Sent via state.clearinghouse(a opr.ca.go\ 

(overnight or hand delivery) 

D 1400 Tenth Street, Rm. I 13 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Phone: (951) 736-2267 

Lead Agency (if different from above) 

Address: 

Contact: 
Phone: 

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code. 

State Clearinghouse Number 
(If submitted to SCH): 2018081039 

Project Title: General Plan Amendment 2020-0001 (GPA2020-000I) 

Project Applicant: City of Corona, Community Development, 400 S. Vicentia Ave., Corona, CA 92882 

Specific Project Location: City of Corona and Sphere of Influence 

General Project Location (City and/or County): City of Corona, County of Riverside 

Project Description: The proposed project is a technical update to the City of Corona's adopted General Plan and Climate 
Action Plan. The General Plan is a State-required legal document that provides guidance to decision-makers regarding the 
allocation of resources and determining the future physical form and character in the City and its SOI. Compared to 
ex1stmg cond1t1ons, the proposed proJect would result m an mcrease oi 11 ,5 11 umts, 39 ,29~ residents, 26,476,352 
nonresidential square feet , and 3 1,156 jobs in the City and SOI. No changes in land uses, intensity, or density would 
occur under the ro·ect exce t for the General Plan amendments that have been a roved since 2004. 

This is to advise that the (C8:J Lead Agency or D Responsible Agency) has approved the above described project 
on June 3, 2020, and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project: 

I r2l The project will have a sigruficant effect on the environment. 

□ The project will NOT have a significant effect on the environment 

2 rgJ An Environmental Impact Report was prepared and certified for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA 
and reflects the independent judgment of the Lead Agency. 
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□ A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and reflects the 
independent judgment of the Lead Agency. 

□ A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and reflects 
the independent judgment of the Lead Agency. 

3 IZI Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project. 

□ Mitigation measures were NOT made a condition of the approval of the project. 

4 IZI A Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Plan was adopted for this project. 

□ A Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Plan was NOT adopted for this project. 

5 IZI A Statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted for this project. 

□ A Statement of Overriding Considerations was NOT adopted for this project 

6 IZI Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

□ Findings were NOT made pursuant to the provisions ofCEQA. 

This is to certify that the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report with comments and responses and 
record of project approval, is available to General Public at: 

Custodian: Location: 

Sylvia Edwards, City Clerk Corona City Hall, City Clerk's Office 
400 S. Vicentia Avenue, Corona, CA 92882 
And at: 
ht!Qs://www.coronaca.gov/government/degartments-
divisions/buildinP./oroiects 

Date Reco;ved fm filIDgc lo \ 4 \ 'lo 
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THIS CHECK IS VOID WITHOUT A BLUE & GREEN BACKGROUND AND AN ARTIRCIAL WATERMARK ON THE BACK• HOLD AT AN ANGLE TO VIEW 

CITY OF CORONA 
400 S. Vicentia Avenue 
Corona, CA 92882-2187 

Bank of America .-. 
Bank of America. N.A. ~~ 
Los Angeles. California ~ 

GENERAL ACCOUNT 

Check No. 00675122 

Check Date 06/03/20 
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VOID IF NOT CASHED WITHIN SIX MONTHS 

TO THE 
ORDER 

OF: 

0 
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06/03/20 CF060320 3,343.25 FEIR FOR GPA2020-0001 

c.c ,r+7) 0/ 5/ Zo-z-o 

CITY OF CORONA 
VENDOR ACCT NO. CHECK DATE CHECK TOTAL VENDOR NO. CHECK NO. 

06/03/20 3,343.25 110760 00675122 



THIS CHECK IS VOID WITHOUT A BLUE & GREEN BACKGROUND AND AN ARTIFICIAL WATERMARK ON THE BACK· HOLD AT AN ANGLE TO VIEW 

CITY OF CORONA 
400 S. Vicentia Avenue 
Corona, CA 92882-2187 

PAY FIFTY Dollars and ZERO Cents 

I TOTHE RIVERSIDE COUNTY CLERK 
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Bank of America """' 
BankofAmerica,NA ~~ 
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Check No. 00675100 
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CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT 
AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

REGARDING THE 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR THE 
CORONA GENERAL PLAN TECHNICAL UPDATE PROJECT 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2018081039 

Exhibit A 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Califorrua Ennronmental Quality Act (CEQA) reqwres that a number of wntten findmgs be made 
b) rhe lead agency m connection with certificauon of an cnv1ronmental impact report (EIR) prior to 

approval of the proiect pursuant to Secuons 15091 and 15093 of the CEQ.A Gwdelines and Secuon 

21081 of the Public Resources Code. This document provides the fmdmgs requ1red by CEQA. The 

potential environmental effects of the proposed General Plan Technical Update proiect (proposed 

proiect) have been analyzed m a Draft Env1ronmenral Impact Report (DElR) (State Clearinghouse 

[SCH] 2018081039) dated December 2019. A Final EIR has also been prepared that mcorporates the 

Draft EIR and contams comments received on the DEIR, responses to the individual comments, 

rev1S1ons to the DEJR mcludmg any clarifications based on the comments and the responses to the 

comments, and the Mitigation Morutoring and Reporting Program for the proposed project (M.MRP). 
This document provides the fmdtngs requ1red by CEQA for approval of the proposed project. 

A. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS FOR FINDINGS 

The CEQA (Pub. Res. Code §§ 21000, et .req.) and the State CEQA Guidclrnes (Guidelines) (14 Ca. 

Code Regs §§ 15000, et seq.) promulgated thereunder, requtre the envu:onmental unpacts of a project 

be exammed before a project 1s approved. Specifically, regarding findings, Guidelines Section 15091 

provides: 

(a) No public ageng· shall approve or carry our a pro1ect for which an EIR has 

been cerufied which 1dcnafies one or more s1gruficant enYtronmental effects 

of the project unless the public agency makes one or more written ftndtngs 

for each of those significant effects, accomparued by a brief explanation of 

the rationale for each fmdtng. Tbe possible findings are: 

Changes or alterations ha,·e been requ1red m, or mcorporated into, the 
project wluch a,·oid or substantially lessen the significant em'1ronmenral 

effect as identified in the FEIR. 

2. Such changes or alterations are witlun the responsibility and iurisdiction 

of another public agency and not the agency makmg the finding. Such 
changes ha,·e been adopted by such other agency or can and should be 

adopted b} such other agency 

Corona General Plan ·1 echrucal Update Pro1ect 
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3. Specific economK, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, 

including provision of employment opporrunities for lughly trained 

workers, make infeasible the mwgauon mea~ures or proiect alternatives 

1denufied in the FEIR. 

(b) The findings required by subsecuon (a) shaU be supported by substanoal 

C\'idence in the record. 

(c) The find.mg m subdiYtston (a)(2) shall not be ma<le 1f the agency makmg the 

finding has concurrent iunsdicoon with another agency to deal with 

1dent1fied feasible miugauon measures or alternatives. The finding m 

subsecuon (a)(3) shaU descnbc the specific reasons for reiecong identified 

mmgauon measures and project alternauves. 

(d) \X'hen makmg the findings requu-ed m subchv1SJon (a)(I), the agency shaU also 

adopt a program for reporong on or monitonng the changes which it has 

either reqmred in the project or made a condition of appro\·al to avoid or 

substantially lessen s1g111ficant em·u-onmental effects. TI1ese measures must 

be fully enforceable through permit cond.tuons, agreements, or other 

measures. 

(e) The public agency shall specify the locaoon and custodian of the documents 

or other material which consutute the record of the proceedings upon wluch 

11s deos1on is based 

(f) A statement made pursuant to Srcuon 1,093 does not subsun11e for the 

findings requu-ed b) thi~ section 

The "changes or alterauons" referred to m Sect10n 1,091 (a)(1) abo\'e, that are requu-ed m, or 

mcorporated mto, the project which miogate or aYoid the significant environmental effects of the 

proiect, may include a wide vanery of measures or acuom as set forth m Gwdehnes Section 1,370, 

mcludmg: 

(a) A,YOJding the impact altogether b) not takmg a cernun awon or parts of an 

acoon. 

(b) r-wu.mizing tmpacts by lmuung the degree or magnitude of rhe acuon and its 

rmplemenrauon. 

(c) Rectifymg the tmpact by repamng, rehabilitating, or restonng the impacted 

em. u-onmen t. 

(d) Reducing or clmunating the impact over on1e by preser\'3UOn and 

maintenance operations dunng the life of the acuon. 

(e) Compensatmg for the impact b~ replacmg or prov1dmg substitute resources 

or environment~. 
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Regarding a Statement of Overriding Considerations, Guidelmes Section 15093 prondes: 

(a) CEQA requires the demion making agency to balance, as applicable, the 

economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide 

or statewide environmental benefits, of a proposed project against its 

unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to approve the 

project If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 

benefits, including region-,.ide or statewide environmental benefits, of a 

proposal [sic) project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental 

effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered "acceptable." 

(b) \Xlhen the lead agency approves a project which ,viii result in the occurrence 

of sigruficant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not 

substantially lessened, the agency shall state in wriung the specific reasons to 

support its action based on the final EIR and/ or other information m the 

record. The statement of overriding considerations shall be supported by 

substantial evidence in the recorrl. 

{c) 1f an agency makes a statement of o,·erriding considerations, the statement 

should be included in the record of the project approval and should be 

menuoned in the notice of determination. This statement does not substitute 

for, and shall be: in addition to, findings required pursuant to Section 15091 

B. CERTIFICATION 

I lavmg received, reviewed, and considered the EIR for the Corona General Plan Techiucal Update 

Project State Clea1inghouse No. 2018081039, as well as other mfonnauon m the record of proceedmgs 

on t!11S matter, the City of Corona C1ty Council adopts the following Findings (Fmdings) and Statement 

of Overriding Considerations, i11 its capacity as the lcgislauve body for the City o[ Corona (City), which 

1s the CEQA Lead Agency. The Findings and Statements of Ovemd.mg Con~1derauons set forth rhe 

environmental and other bases for current and subsequent chscreuonary actions to be undertaken by 

the City and responsible agencies for the implementation of the proposed proJect. 

In addJrjon, rhe City of Corona C1ry Council (City Council) hereby make findings pursuant to and m 

accordance with SeetJon 21081 of the California Public Resources Code and State CEQA Gu1delmes 

Sections 15090 and 15091 and hereby certifies that: 

(1) Changes or alterations ha,·e been required 111, or mcorporated into, the 

project which mitigate or a,·oid the significant em·ironmenral effect as 

1denufied 111 the Final £IR. 

(2) Such changes or alterations are w:ithin the respons1biliry and JUnsdicrion of 

another public agency and nor the agency making the finding. Such changes 

have been adopted by such other agency or can and should be adopted by 

such other agency. 
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(3) Specific econorruc, legal, social, technolog1cal, or other considerations, 

including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 

make infeasible the nutigation measures or project alternatives identified in 
the Final EIR. 

C. PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS 

The FEIR addresses the direct, indirect, and cumulauve ell\·ironmental effects of future construction 

and operation activities associated ,,ith the proposed project. TI,e FEIR provides the environmental 

infonnat:Jon necessary for the Cny to make a final decision on the requested discretionary actions for 

all phases of tlus project. The FEIR was also intended to support discretionary reviews and decis10ns 

by other responsible agencies. Discretionary action$ to be considered by the City may include, but are 

not I.inured to, the following: 

• Ccrt.tfy that the FEIR for the proposed pro1ect has been completed in compliance \vith CEQA, 

and reflects the independent judgement and analysis of the Cit)'; find that the City Council has 

renewed and considered the mformation contained in rhe FEJR prior to approving the project; 

adopt the l\tl.iogat.ion l\loni10nng and Reporung Program. finding that the l\,fitigat.ton Moruroring 

and Reporw1g Program is adequately designed to ensure compliance with the rrut.igation measures 

dunng proiect implementation; and determine that the significant adverse effects of the project 

either have been reduced to an acceptable level, or are outweighed by the specific o,·erriding 

considerations of the project as out.lined in the CEQA Finding~ of Fact and Statement of 

O,·crridmg Considerations, as set forth herem. 

• Approve the proposed project and related discretionary actions needed for future comtruct1011 

and operauon as a result of the proposed project. 

II. PROCEDURAL COMPLIANCE WITH CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT 

The Cny published a DEIR on December 19, 2019. A FEIR was prepared in the \X 'inrer of 2020 111 

compliance with CEQA requirements. The FEIR has been prepared m accordance with CEQA and 

the CEQ,-\ Guidehnes, as amended. As authorized in State CEQA Guidelines Secuon 15084(d)(2), the 

City retained a consultant to assist with the preparation of the environmental documents. City staff 

from multiple departments, representing the Lead Agency, have directed, reviewed, and modified 

where appropriate all material prepared by the consultant. The FEIR reflects the Ciry's independent 

analysis and judgement. The kcr milestones assoc1ated with the preparation of the EIR are summanzed 

below. As presented below, an extensive public mvolvernent and agency notification effort was 

conducted to sol.Jc1t rnput on the scope and content of the E IR and to solicit comments on the results 

of the ennronmental analysis presented in the DEIR. 

Corona General Plan TechnJc~l Update Proiect 
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A. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION ANO OUTREACH 

In conformance with CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelmes, and the City of Corona CEQ1\ Gwdelmc:s, 

the City of Corona conducted an extensive ennronmental review of the proposed project. 

■ Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft EIR. The NOP was published on August 14, 2018 

The public comment penod was from Augusr 14, 2018 to September 14, 2018. The NOP was 

published in the Smtinel lf''eekb· and posted at the Riverside County Clerk's office on August 15, 

2018. Copies of the NOP were made antlable for public review at the City of Corona, the City's 
website, and at the Corona Library. 

• Scoping Meeting. The public scopmg meeting for the Draft ElR was held on August 30, 2018. The 

meeting was held from 7:00 to 8:30 PM at the Circle City Center, 365 North Main Street, City of 

Corona. The notice of a publ.tc scoping meeung was mcluded in the published NOP. 

■ Draft EIR (DEIR). The completed Draft EIR was made aYailable to the publ.tc for 45 days 

beginrnng December 19, 2019, and ending February 3, 2020. TI1e scope of the DEIR was 

determined based on the CEQA Guidelines Append.ix G Checklist, comments received in 

response to the NOP, and commenrs received at the scoping meeting conducted by the City of 

Corona. Section 2.3 of the DEIR describes the issues identified for analr51s in the DEIR. The 

Notice of Availabilitv (NOA) for the DEIR was sent 10 uHerested persons and organizations, sent 

to the Stare Clearinghouse 111 Sacramento for distribution to public agencies, posted at the Cny of 

Corona, and published in the S!nline/ lVuk9. The NOA was posted at the Riverside County Clerk's 

office on December 19, 2019. The :N"ot:J.ce of AYailability of the DEIR was published in the Senhnel 
If/eek!) on December 18, 2019. 

■ Final EIR (FEIR). The Final ElR includes the responses 10 comments to the DEIR and errata 

sheets for the Draft EIR. The FEIR was released for a 10-day agenci review period prior co 
certificauon of tJ1e FEIR. 

• Public hearings. The Planning and Housing Commission held a public hearmg on the Drafc EIR 

on ~fay 11, 2020. The public heanng was published i.n the Senunel \X"eekly on August 22, 2020 and 

posted on the city's website. The final EIR was cerufied by the City Council on June 3, 2020. 

In summary, the C1ty conducted all requ1red noticing and scoping for the proposed proJect m 

accordance with Section 15083 of the CEQA Guidelines, and conducted the public review for the 

£IR, which exceeded the requu:emenrs of Section 15087 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

B. FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND CITY COUNCIL 
PROCEEDINGS 

The Cit) prepared a FEIR, including Responses to Comments to the DEIR. The FEIR/Response to 

Comments contains comments on the DEIR, responses to those comments, rens1ons to the DEIR, 

and appended documents. ,-\ total of se,·en comment letters were recei1·ed, all of which were from 
public agencies. 
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TI1e most prevalent concerns raised 111 these comment letters included impacts to utilities and service 
~ystems and biological rernurces. 

The rElR found that prior to mmgauon, 1mpkmen1auon of the proposed project will result in 

potentially significant impacts to Biological Resources, Geolog) and Soils, and Tribal Culrural 

Resources. However, miugaaon measures (MMs) have been developed to avoid or reduce aU of these 

impacts to levels considered less than s1gruficant, v.,irh the exception of ,\ir Quality, Agricultural and 

Forestry Resources, Culrural Resources, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, tl-1ineral Resources, Noise, and 

Transportation. The Cit) prepared a Statement of Ovemdmg Consi<lernuons for the impacts found to 

be significant and unarnidable. 

l\1embcrs of the public can view searchable agendas for scheduled Cit)' Council meetings and access 

agenda-related C1ty 1nformat1on and serYJces directly on the following website: 

https: / / \\'\vw.coronaca.gov / gm·cmmcn t/ mayor-city-council/ pu blic-meeungs. 

TI1e FEIR document will be pmted for newing and download with the previously posted DEIR pnor 

to the City's consi<lcrarjon of the FElR and project recommendations on the Cit)•'s website. 

A date for consideration of the FEIR and project recommendations at the City Council was set for the 

proposed project and notice of the meeting was provided consistent with the Brown Act (Go,·emment 

Code Sections 54950 et seq.). The City Council will take testimony on the proposed project and may 

contmue on Its calendar to a subsequent meeung date in its discretion. 

C. RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 

For purposes of CEQA and these Findings, the Record of Proceedmgs for the proposed project 

consi~ts of the foUo\l.ring documents and other endcnce, at a mmi.mum: 

■ The NOP, NOA, and aU other public notices issued by the City in conJunction w1tl1 the proposed 
project. 

■ The DEIR and FEIR for the proposed project 

• All written comments submitted b) agencies or members of the public dunng the public reYtew 

comment period on the DEIR 

■ All responses to written comments submitted b) agencies or members of the public during the 
public review comment pcnod on the DEIR. 

• :\ll wmten and ,·erbal public testimony presented dunng a nouced public hearing for the proposed 

proiect. 

■ The ;1.fjtigauon Moniroring and Reporting Program. 

■ The reports and technical memoranda mcludcd or referenced in the FEIR. 

■ ,-\ll documents, studies, ElRs, or other matenals 111corporated b) reference m the DEIR and FEIR. 
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■ The Resoluoons adopted by the C1tv m connection with the proposed proiect, and all documents 

mcorporated by referenct: therein, Ulcludmg comment~ recei\·ed after the close of the comment 

period :rnd responses thereto. 

• i\fatters of common knowledge to the City, mcJudmg but not !muted to federal, state, and local 

laws and regulauons. 

■ Any documents expressly cited 111 these Findmgs 

■ .-\ny other rele\'ant materials required to be m the record of proceedmgs by Public Resources Code 

Secuon 21167.6(e). 

D. CUSTODIAN AND LOCATION OF RECORDS 

The documents and other materials that constitutt: the ad1rurustraO\'e record for the Cm's acuom 

related to the proien are at the Cin of Corona - Planning D1vis1on, 400 S Vtcenua .A.\·enue, Ctty of 

Corona. 171e Cit) Plannmg D1vi~1on 1s the custo<lrnn of the adm1111strat1Ye record for the proiect 

Copies of these documents. which consutute the record of proceedings. are and at all rclc\ ant umes 

ha\·e been and will be anthble upon request at rJ,e offices of the Planrung D1Yis1011. This mformauon 

is provided m compliance ,vtth Public Resources Code Secuon 21081.6(a)(2) and Guidelines Section 

15091 (e). 

E. PROJECT LOCATION 

TI1e C1ty of Corona 1s located 111 the northwestern poruon of Riverside County, near the com·ergence 

of Los .-\ngelcs, Orange, and Riverside Counues, 45 n-uJes southeast of the Cny of Lo~ Angeles. Corona 

1s located m a nllcy. framed b) mountams and the Prado Basrn. Ongmal st:rtlement~ focused 

deYelopment m an area '-\<,tlun and adiacent to Grand Boule, ard. The Cit)· 1s bordered by the Cuy of 

Norco ro the nort11, the Cit; ofR.i,·ers1de ro thr east, and Riverside Count\ to me west and south. The 

Cleveland Nauonal Fore,t to the soum/sourhwest and thr Prado Basm to northeast border the Cit;·; 

rhese natural areas are barners to the future outward growth of Corona 

Two geograplucal areas are ,v,chm the "plannmg area" co, ered by the Corona General Plan, the C1ty's 

corporate lmurs (Cay) and Jts Sphere of Influence (SOI) ,\s defined by the Ciry and the Ri\·ers1de 

Count;• Local Agency rormauon Comm1ss1on, the SOI represent~ the logical service area of the cny. 

Corona includes 39 square miles, plus an addmonal 32 square mt.les w1tlun 11s SOI. TI1e SOI includes 

mree geographically distincr areas to tl1e west, east, and south of Corona's mcorporared borders: 

• The West Sphere encompasses the Prado Basm, Coromta, and the Foothill area. 

• The East Sphere mcludes the areas of I Jome Gardem, Eagle Valley East, and El Cernto. 

• 1 emescal Canyon makes up the South Sphere. 

F. PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

The Cit;· of Corona's guiding principles for the proposed General Plan update, Climare Action Plan, 

and General Plan 1:--IR, wluch ,,.,ill aid dec1~10n makers m their re\"le,, of the proposed pro1ec1 and 

associated ennronmental impacts, arc as follows: 
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l. Provide well-designed and accessible residential neighborhoods and commercial and industrial 

districts to provide opportuniues for people to live, work, and play. 

2. Retain and enhance Corona's small-town character and its neighborhoods to provide a diver,ity of 
housing, neighborhoods, and amenities. 

3. Resrore downtown Corona as the symbolic, functional, and historic core of the city. 

4. Ensure that people, goods, and services move safely and efficient!)' through the city and connect 
to the larger region 

S. lmprove employment opportunities for Corona's residents by encouraging exisung businesses ro 

invest and expand m Corona; recruit clean, high-technology businesses and research-and 

development companies; provide Jobs that match the skill of Corona's residents; and support the 
city's economic base through adequate land and mfrastrucrure. 

6. Ensure that Corona is a safe community for residents, business, and visitors. 

7. Respect and enhance Corona's environmental resources by creating connections between the butlt 

and natural ennronment to increase awareness of and opportunities for enJoyment by Corona's 
residents and mtegrate conservauon practices to lessen the burden on the environment. 

8. Engage Corona's active citizenry to achieve an efficient and responsive government that works 

with its c1t1zens anti regional agencies to meet collective needs and pro\'lde timely and 
understandable informauon. 

9. roster a ,·1brant commumry that supports healthy lifesryles, h1stoncal resources, arts, education, 
and culture for all residents 

G. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

171e proposed project is a technical update of the C1ty of Corona's adopted General Plan, which 

includes an update to the C1ty's Cl.unate Action Plan (C\P). The General Plan is a State-reqwred legal 

document that pro\'Jdes guidance ro decision-makers regarding the allocaoon of resources and 

detemunmg the future physical fonn and character of developmenr in the Ci!"\ and its SOI. It is the 

official statement of the City regardmg the exrent and rypes of development needed to achie"e the 

community's physical, economic, social, and environmental goals. Although the General Plan is 

composed of 1ndi\·idual sections, or "elements," that individually address a specific area of concern, 

the General Plan embodies a comprehensn·e and integrated planning approach for the jurisdiction 

The C-\P Update e~tabli,hes goals and policies that incorporate env1ronmenral responsibility into the 
everyday management of community operations. 

Ill. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT FINDINGS 

A. FORMAT 

Secuon 15091 of the CEQ.-\ Guidelines requires that a Lead Agency make a finding for each s1gmficam 

effecr for the project. This section summarizes the significant env1ronmental impacts of the project, 
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describes how these impacts are to be m.iugated, and discusses nrious alternatives to the proposed 

project, which were developed in an effort to reduce the remaining sigruficant environmental 

impacts. All impacts are considered potentially s1gn1ficant pnor to mitigation unless otherwise stated 
111 the findings. 

This remainder of this section is divided mto the follo\ving subsecuons: 

Section B, Findings on "No Impact" and "Less Than Significant Impacts," presents 

environmental issues, as identified in Chapter 5 of the DEi R, wluch would result in no impact or less 
than significant impacts. 

Section C, Findings on Impacts Mitigated to Less Than Significant, presents s1giuficant impacts 

of the proposed proiect that were identified in the FEIR, the mitigation measures identified in the 
Miugation Monitonng Program, and the rauonales for the findings. 

Section D , Significant and Unavoidable Impacts that Cannot be Mitigated to Below the Level 
of Significance, presents s1gruficant impacts of the proposed pro1ect that were identified in the FElR, 

the mitigation measures idenufied in the l\1itigation l\1onitoring Program, the findings for significant 
impacts, and the rationales for the findings. 

Section JV, Alternatives to the Proposed Project, presents alternatives to the project. and enluates 

them in relation to the findings set forth in Section 15091 (a)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines, which 

allows a public agenC) tO apprm·e a project chat would result in one or more significant environmental 

effects if the project altemati,·es are found to be infeasible because of specific economic, social, or 
other considerations. 

Section V, Statement of Overriding Considerations, presents a description of the proposed 

project's one sigt11ficant and unavoidable adverse impact and the justification for adopting a statement 
of OYerriding considerations. 

Section VI, Findings on Responses to Comments on the DEIR and Revisions to the FEIR, 
presents the City's fmdmgs on the response to comments and rens1ons to FEIR, and decision on 
whether a recirculated DEIR ts necessary or not. 

B. FINDINGS ON "NO IMPACT" AND "LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS" 

Based on the environmental isrne area assessment 111 the FEIR, the City determined that the proposed 

project would have no unpact or less than significant impacts, including direct, indirect, and cumulative 

impacts, for the environmental issues summarized below. 'llie rationale for the conclusion that no 

significant in1pact would occur in each of the issue areas ts based on the environmental evaluation in 

the listed topical EIR sections m Section 5 of the DEIR, which include Environmental Setting, 
EnvJiontnental Impacts, Cumulative Impacts, and '.\litigation l\feasures. 

Rele,·ant General Plan policies are listed and numbered in the DEIR; additionally, applicable local, 

state, and federal regulations that are required independentlr of CEQA review and also sen·e to prevent 

the occurrence of, or reduce the significance of, potential environmental effects are included in the 
DEIR. 
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The EIR concluded that all or some of the impacts of the proposed project with respect to the 

following issues either will not be sigruficant or will be reduced to belO\:v a level of s1gruficance by 

implementing project design features or exJSting regulatory re9U1rements as detailed 111 Chapter 5 of 

the DEIR Those issues include: .-\esthetics, Biological Resources, Culnml Resources, Energy, 

Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Errussions, Hazards anc.l Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and 

\X'ater Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Population and Housmg, Public Ser.Ytccs, Recreation, 

Transportation, Utilities and Service Systems, and \XliJdfirc. CEQA Gu1delmes Section 15901 reguires 

that an EIR may not be cernfied for a project which has one or more significant em·ironmental effects 

un less one of three possible findmgs is made for each s1gi1ificance effect. Smee the following 

environmental issue areas were determined to have no impact or a less than s1gniftcant impact, no 
findmgs for these issues are reguired. 

1. Aesthetics 

Impact 5.1-1: Develo pment in accordance with the General Plan Update would not 
substantially alter or damage scenic vistas or reso urces or degrade views along 
a state scenic highway. (Threshold AE-1 and AE-2] 

General Plan 

Visual resources m the C1ty and SOI include scenic mountain views, scenic city views, prominent scenic 

,·istas, and scenic corridors. 171e proposed land use plan would allow for de,·elopment of currently 

undeveloped parcels and mtensification of existing land uses along the long scenic corridors. The land 

use designations of the existing General Plan would remain the same under the Proposed Project The 

General Plan would continue to preserve open space areas, parks, and agricultural lands that provide 

news of scemc ,·1stas. The generally low-density rc~idential uses, estate, and rural res1denaal uses 

adjacent to these scenic vistas and resources would remam unchanged, thereby preserving views of 
these scenic vistas and resources. 

Future development in the Hillside D1stnct are re9u1rcd to develop and unplement land use controls 

that preserye sig111ficant visual resources from potential loss or disruption, such as encouraging 

development design that reflects the land's distinct environmental and topographical features, per the 

City's municipal code (Chapter 17.59, Hillside D1stnct). The Residential and Indusa·ial Development 

Design Guidcl111es, the design guidelines adopted in specific plans, and the goals anc.l polmes of the 

General Plan L'pdate related to the preservation of sceruc vistas and resources, such as Goal CD-6 

(Policies CD-6. 1 through 6.4) and Goal CD-7 (Policies CD-7.1 through 7.3) would ensure that 

development would not sigruficantly alter or adversely damage the City's scc1uc ,·1stas and resources. 

Climate Action Plan 

.-\dd.itionally, the proposed Climate :\ction Plan (CAP) would implement the General Plan and help 

reduce GHG emissions generated by existmg and proposed land uses in the Cny 171e CAP would nor 

affect tl1e building density or mtens1ry allowed by the proposed land use plan and would not detract 

from the ,·isual gualiry of Corona. 111crefore, impacts would be less than sigruficant:. 
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Finding. Compliance with eX1sting regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would mirurruze 

ad,·erse impacts of aesthetics to less than s1giuficant levels. The proposed proJect would have a less 

than s1gruficant direct, indu-ect, and cumulative impact on scenic vistas ,VJthin a scenic highway. 

Accordingly, no changes or alterauons to the proposed project were required to avoid or substantially 

lessen any sigrnficant envu-onmental unpacts under those thresholds . 

Impact 5.1-2: Buildout in accordance with the proposed land use plan would alter the 
existing visual appearance of the City and SOI, but would not substantially 
degrade its existing visual character or quality. [Threshold AE-3) 

General Plan 

Future development U1 accordance with the General Plan Cpdate would allo,v for new development 

of currently undeveloped parcels and intensification of already developed areas in the City. Although 

new development would alter the visual appearance of the City, it would not degrade Corona's visual 

character or quality Buildout under the General Plan Update would occur in areas already developed 

and urba111zed, or area~ that arc designated for development. 1\reas designated as open space, parks, 

and agricultural lands would remain undeveloped under the implemenrauon of the General Plan 

Cpdate. However, the General Plan Cpdate does not preclude agriculrural lands from being amended 

in the future by a separate Genernl Plan 1\mendment to accommodate development. 

The Commurnty Design Element of the General Plan Update includes policy directives to ensure that 

conunued investments 111 the City will enhance vitality, context, fo1m, and funcuon. Through these 

policies, Corona supports communities and districts in the City and seeks to establish and retain rheir 

unique sense of place. Therefore, llnplementallon of the General Plan Upda te would not Introduce a 

substanual amount of new de"elopment or mtensity development to the pomt that 1l would damage 

or alter the exisung vm1al character or quality of the C1ty. The goals and policies in the Commurnty 

Design Element are implemented through more detailed residential and nonresidential design 

gu1delmes and spec1ficat1ons. Tale 17 of the Corona municipal Code 1s the City'!' Zoning Ordinance 

and governs the de\'elopment and use of property through the implementation of dc"elopmcnt 

standards that are mtended to preserve visual resources and maintain the aestheuc appearance o f 

residenual neighborhoods and nonresidential properties and corridors. The City's Zomng Ordinance 

would ensure thar de,·elopment under tl1e General Plan Update would continue to mainta111 and be 

companble with the City's ,·isual character. 

The General Plan Update Land Use Element policies, LU-1.5, LU-2.4. LC-2.8, LU-5.1 through LU-

5.13, LC-7.9, LC-7 .10, LC-9.2, LU-9.7 through, LC-99, LU-11.8 through LU-11.12, LU-12.6, LU-

13.6, LU-14.1, and LU- 17.20 through L U-17.22, also ensure that the City's ,-isual character is preserved. 

By complying \lvith rhe Ctry' existing regulauons and the General Plan Update policies, future 

de,·elopments would be bwlt to reflect and maintain Corona's existing ,·i,ual character and rernurces. 

Impacts would be less tlian significant 

Climate Action Plan 

,\dditionally, the proposed C\P would u-nplement the General Plan and hdp reduce GHG emissions 

generated by existing and proposed land uses in the Cny. The CAP would not affect the building 
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density or intensity allowed b) the proposed land use plan and would nut substantiaUy affect the visual 

character of the Cit) Therefore, impacts would be less than s1gruficant. 

Finding. Compliance with eXJsung regulatory requu ements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

ad\'erse unpacts of aestheocs to less than s1gn1ficant le\'cl~ The proposed pro1ect would have a less 

than s1gruficant duect, induect, and cumulatJ\'C impact on visual charncter or visual quali ty. 

Accordingly, no changes or alteraa ons to the proposed proiect were required to a\·01d or substantially 

lessen any significant e!l\·ironmencal impacts under those thresholds. 

Impac t 5.1-3: Future develo pment in accordance with the General Plan U pdate wo uld 
g enerate additional light and glare in the City and SOI that wo uld impac t 
surro unding ex is ting land u se s; however, lig ht and glare wo uld be minimized 
through adherence to the City's lig hting s tandards. [Threshold AE-4] 

General Plan 

Sources of light and glare 111 the Cit} include bwldmg lighang (in tenor and ex tenor), ~ccunt) lighang, 

sign 1llurrunanon, ballfield lighting and parking area lighung. The~e sources are mostly associated with 

the residential, commercial, and industrial uses and the larger commumty parks in tl1e more den•loped 

areas of the Cit)·- Other sources of nighmme light and glare include streetlights, vehicular traffic along 

surrounding roadwap, and ambient lighung from surroundmg commuml:!es. 

h1rure development in accordance \\,th the General Plan Lpdate would occur m areas designated for 

development and \\'Ould allo"' for de\·elopmenc of currently unde\·eloped parcels and allerations, 

mtemificauon, and redistnbution of exisung land uses, which could mcrease rughttime light md glare 

m the C11-y. New de\·elopment would mtroduce new sources of light and gla re, however, development 

and redevelopment projec ts in the C11y would be reqUJred to comply with the restdenual, commercial, 

and mduswal landscape design guidelines, which consider accent bghung and lighting 1n the Cny's 

landscape a,sessment districts. Chapter 17.76 of the municipal end<' ensures that lighting in parking 

areas 1s designed and arranged to rrunim1ze the effects of spill light, and Chapter 17.86 md1cates that 

all exteri01 hghang he directed dm.\·nward to rrunuruze spillover onto ad1acent properues, sensta\·e land 

uses, and open space areas. 

The General Plan L:pdate includes policies to minimize light and glare, ,uch as Policies LU 11 12, HC-

2 4 and I IC-2 6 By emunng that all future de\·elopmenr pro1ects comply with the C11y's mumc1pal 

code secuons and General Plan Cpdate policies pertammg to light and glare, any potenoal spillm·er 

would be rrun1J111zed, and Jmpacts would be less than sigmficant. 

Climate Action Plan 

Addiuonalh, the proposed Ch.mate -\cuon Plan C:\P would implement the General Plan and help 

reduce GHG emJssions generated by existing and proposed land uses m the C.11y The C1\P would not 

affect the building d~nsity or mtensay allowed by the proposed land use plan. Howe\ er, the C,-\P 

would encourage solar panel mstallauons, ,vh1ch ha\·e the potenual to create sources of light and glare 

1n the Ctt). The Ctt} would review indJndual appl.icauons for new solar mstallaaom to ensure tha t tl1e: 

would not cause glare Jmpacts. Therefore, impacts would be less than s1gruficant 
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Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory reguiremcnts and General Plan Policies would nunmuze 

adverse unpaccs of aesthetics to less than sigruficant levels. The proposed proiect would have a less 

than significant direct, mdirect, and cumulauve impact on Light and glare. Accordmgly, no changes or 

aherauons to the proposed project were required to avoid or substanoally lessen any significant 

em·ironmental impacts under those thresholds 

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

Impact 5.2-1: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to Below the Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.2-2: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significanr Impacts that Cannot be 
M itigated to Below the Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.2-3: The proposed project would not rezone forestland or timberland, nor would the 
proposed project result in the loss or conversion of forestland to non-forest 
uses [Thresholds AG-3, AG-4, and AG-5 (part)) 

General Plan 

;\ccording to CALFIRE, there arc no current o r planned fixed commercial umber operations subject 

to a Timber I faITestmg Plan in southwest Riverside County and there are no umber productJon zones 

rn the Cny of Corona or ns SOI. TI1e implementation of the General Plan Update would not result in 

loss or co1wcrs1on of umberland to non-forest uses. Poruons of the City and SOI contatn woodland 

and forest vegetation, predominantly 111 eastern and western pcnphcncs of the project area. Isolated 

woodlands that could fall under the definiuon of forest land per Califorrua Public Resource Code 

Section 12220(g) are located in Temescal Canyon, the western boundary of the C1ty, and west of 

Cororuta. The R.Jyers1de County portions of the Cleveland Nauonal Forest only reach moderate 

eb·ations of 2.000 to 3,000 feet a,·erage mean sea level (ams!) and do not support large expanses of 

marure conifers. Riparian scrnb, woodland, and forest ,·egetauon arc prcdonunantly found in El 

Cerrito, Temescal Canyon, and the northern portion of tl1e Cny, east of Prado Basin. These isolated 

woodlands arc prirnanly located on water and flood control, vacant, open space, and narural open 

space lands. Therefore, implementation of the General Plan Cpdate would not impact forestland m 

the City or SOI. 

Climate Action Plan 

The updace to the City's Climate 1\cuon Plan focuses on GHG reducuon targets 10 ach1eYe the 2030 

and 2040 reduction goals. TI1e Climate Acuon Plan Update would implement the General Plan and 

would help reduce GHG emissions generated by ex.isung and proposed land uses in the City. The C.-\P 
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would nor affect the building intens11:y or densu:y allowed by the proposed Land L'se Plan . .AddmonaUy, 

the Climate 1\ction Plan Update includes l\1easure 6.1 which would reduce the urban heat island effect 
by promoting tree planting. 

Finding. Compliance with exisung regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

ad,·erse impacts of forest resources to less than significant levels. The proposed project would have a 

less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative tmpact on forest resources. Accordingly, no 

changes or alterauons to the proposed project were required to aYoid or substantially lessen any 

signi ficant ennronmental impacts under those thresholds. 

3. Biological Resources 

Impact 5.4-1: see Section C. Significant Environmental Impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-2: see Section C. Significant Emrironmental Impacts that can be Reduced ro a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-3: see Section C. Significant Environmental impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-4: see Section C . Significant Environmental Impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-5: see Section C. Significant .bnvironmental Impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-5: see Section C. Signi.icant Environmental impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.4-6: Future projects in accordance with the General Plan Update would be required 
to comply with the Western Riverside Multi-Species Habitat Conservation 

Corona General Plan Tech1ucal Cpdate Proiec1 
CEQ. \ F111chngs of Fact and 
Statem.-nt of Overndmg C:ons1dcraaom . 14 . 



General Plan 

Plan, the Stephen's Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan, and Corona's 
local biological resources policies and ordinances. [Thresholds B-5 and B-6] 

The City is a participant m the W'e,tern Riverside County MSHCP, a comprehensive, mulu­

junsdictional plan that addresses biological and ecological dJ,·ersit} by conserving species and 

associated habitats while allowing approval of development in western Riverside County. Projects that 

are approved must pay fees for review and construction of the project in accordance with municipal 

code Chapter 16.33, Multiple Species Habitat Conser\'ation Plan (MSHCP) ~iitigation Fee. 

In addition to the MSHCP, a long-term (30-year) HCP for Stephens' kangaroo rat is administered by 

the Riverside Counr-y Habitat Conservarion Agency. The MSHCP provides take authorization for 

Stephens' kangaroo rat within the f\.lSHCP area but outside the HCP. Projects in the eastern and 

southern pomons of the Cny and SOI would also comply with the HCP for the Stephens' kangaroo 
rat. 

1' foreover, Chapter 12.22, Community f--orest.ry Program, of the Corona Municipal Code recognizes, 

designates, and protects landmark trees. The municipal code restricts permanent removal of landmark 

trees except in emergency situauons. lmplcmcntauon of the General Plan Update ,vould not conflict 
\\'1th this ordinance. 

Compliance with MSHCP, the Stephens' kangaroo rat HCP, and the City's municipal code, 111 addition 

to the pol.JC1es of the General Plan l)pdate such as ER-6.4 and ER 9.4, would protect b1ologicaJ 
resources. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

:\ddiuonally, the proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and help reduce GJ IG emissions 

generated by existing and proposed land uses 111 the Ciry. 111e CAP would not affect biological 
resources or ordinances and habi1at conservauon plans. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requ1rements and General Plan Policies would muumize 

ad,·erse unpacts to biological resources to less than significant levels. The proposed project would ha,·e 

a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulatJ\·e unpact on consistency with habitat consen•ations 

plans. AccorciJnglr, no changes or alterauons to the proposed pro1ect were required to avoid or 

substantially lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

4. Cultural Resources 

Impact 5.5-1: see Section D. Significant and Una,,oidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to Below the Level of Significance. 

Corona General Plan Techrucal Upda1e Pro1ect 
CEQ.-\ 1-mdings of Fact and 
Siatement of O, erndmg Cons,deraaons • IS -



Impact 5.5-2: see Section C. Significant Environmental Impacts that can be Reduced to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

Impact 5.5-3: Grading activities could potentially disturb human remains. [Threshold C-3) 

General Plan 

The General Plan Cpdate includes Polle,· HR 3.8 which would mm1m1ze potential 101pacts ro human 

remains. Morem·er, the Cahfomrn H ealth and Safety Code, Secuon 1506-1 .5, and Public Resour ces 

Code, Secuon 5097 98, mandate the process to be followed in the e, ent if an accidental discovery of 

any human remams tn a locauon other than a dedicated cemetery. Specifically, California Health and 

Safety Code, Secuon 7050.5, re9u1res that 1f human remains arc dtscoYcred on a proiect sne, 

d1srurb:mce of the slle shall remain halted unul the coroner has conducted an 11wesogat1on u1to the 

cucumstance,, manner, and cause of any dead1. and the recommendauons concerning the treatment 

and dispos1uon of the human remains ha,·e b een made to the person respom1ble for the excavauon. 

or to his or her authorized reprcsentatl\'e, 111 the manner pro,·1de<l tn Section 5097.98 of the Public 

Resources Code If the coroner deterrrunes that the remains are not subject to his or her authonty and 

1f the coroner recogn1;,es or has reason to behe,·e the human remams to be those of a Native Amencan. 

he or she shall contact, by telephone \VJtlun 24 hours, the Natin• .\merican f Ieritage Comm1ss1on. 

Although soil-d1sturbmg acu,·1oes associated \VJth development in accordance w1th the Genernl Plan 

Cpdate could result m the discovery of human remains, comphance vmh eXJsong law would ensure 

that significant impacts to human rema111s would not occur. 

Climate Ac tion Plan 

:\dd10onall), the proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and help reduce GHG emissions 

generated by eX.1st1ng and proposed land uses m the Cuy. The CAP would not affect the treatment of 

human remains 111 d1e C:1ty or SOJ Comequently, implementation of the Cny's CAP would result m 

less d1an s1gn1ficant unpacts to human remains. 

Finding. Compliance with exis ting regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would m11111nize 

adverse unpacts to culrural resources to less than ~1gn.i ficant le,·els. The proposed p roiect would ha,·e 

a less than s1gruficant dtrect, md!rect, and cumulatiYe unpact on undiscm·ered human remams. 

,-\ccordtngly, no changes or alteration s to the proposed pro1ect were required ro aY01d or substantially 

lessen any s1gruficant em·ironmental unpacts under those thresholds. 
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5. Energy 

Impact 5.6-1: Impleme ntatio n of the General Plan Update would not result in potentially 
significant environmental impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources. [Threshold E-1) 

General Plan 

Development projects constructed under rbe General Plan Update would create temporary demands 

for electricay. Natural ga~ 1s not generally re9uircd to power construction e9u.ipment, and therefore is 

nor anticipated during construction phases. Electnaty use would 0uctuate according to the phase of 
construction. 

Development projects would also temporanly mcrease demands for energy associated with 

transportauon. Tram:ponarion energy use depends on the type and number of trips, ,·ebicle miles 

traveled, fuel efficiency of vehicles, and travel mode. The use of energy resources by these vehicles 

would fluctuate according to the phase of construction and would be temporary; all operation of 

constructJon equipment would cease upon completion of project construction. Furrhennore, the 

conscrucuon contractors are anticipated to minimize nonessential 1dlmg of construction equipment 

during construcuon in accordance with Secuon 2449 of 13 CCR Article 4.8, Chapter 9. 

Operation of new development projects accommodated under the General Phm Update would create 

addn.ional demands for electriciry and natural gas compared to c~sting conditions. Electncal sernce 

to the Ct!) and SOI would be prm·ided by SCE and Corona D\VP through connecuons to existing 

off sne electrical lines and new on site infrastructure According to Table 5.6-4, }'ear 2030 Pumas/ 

Eled1it1()' Com11n1/>fio11, on page 5.6-17 of the DEIR, br 2040, electricil)· use in the City and SOI would 

increase by 454,089,365 k\\/h/year, or approximately 32 percent, from existing condiuons. 

Additionally, as shown 111 Table 5.6-5, ) ·e,;r 2040 Forccasl l\'awml Gas Consumption, on page 5.6-17 of the 

DEIR, existing nan1ral use in the City and SOI would total 43,945,421 therms annually. By 2040, 

nan1ral gas use in the C1ty woulr.J increase by 1,239,875 thenns annually, or approximately 3 percent, 
from existing condiuons. 

\X'hile the electricity and natural gas demand for the C1ty and SOI would increase compared to exisung 

conditions, developments accommodated under the General Plan L'pdate would be re9uired to comply 

with the current and future updates to the Building Energy Effic1enq Standards and C:\LGreen, ,vhich 

would contribute m reducmg energy demands. New and replacement buildings would result in greater 

energy efficiency than existing buildings. In addition to the Building Energy Efficiency Standards and 

CALGreen, the General Plan Update includes the followmg polmes to increase energy efficiency and 

reduce wasteful, rneffic1ent use of energy resources: LC-6.2, ER-12.14, ER-13.2, ER-13.3, ER-13.4, 
IC-7.2, IU-7 3, TU-7.4, IU-7.6, IU-7.7, and JU-7.8. 

The Cny and SOI would consume transportation energy dunng operauons from the use of motor 

vehicles. As shown in Table 5.6-6, Operatio11-&lated Annual Pue! Usage: rid! I 'MT, on page 5.6-20 of the 

DEIR, implcmentatJon of the General Plan Cpdate would generallr increase V:'.\fT across the different 

fuel type categories overall when compared to the ex.isung baseline conditions. HoweYcr, wlule CNG 
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usage would result m a net mcrease, OYeraU gasoline and diesel fuel usage would generally decrease by 

20,974.690 gallons and 1,265,558 gaUons, re~pecu...ely 

In addmon ro regulatory compliance that would contribute to more fuel effiaent \'ehicles and less 

demand m fuels, the General Plrn L'pdate mcludes policies that would contnbute m mmirruzmg overaU 

\'1\,[T. and therefore, fuel usage The Land Use Element mcludes pobc1es that focus on siruatmg 

res1dcnllal uses near commercial and office land uses m addnion to transit centers and facilities (e.g. 

Policies LL'-1.2, u;-8.2, LU-8.3, LL'-8.4, LU-13. 1, LC 13.2). hirtheanore, proposed pohctes m the 

General Plan L'pdare also include improving public transportauon and acuve transll (e.g., b1kmg and 

walking) 1nfrastn.1cture 111 the City and SOI (e.g., Po!JC!es ER 12 5 through ER-12.9, CE-4.1 through 

CF.-4.1 through CE-4.10, and CE- 5.1 through CE-510) Therefore, compliance w11h regulations and 

the policies in the General Plan llpdate would enrnre that unpacts are less than s1g111ficant 

Climate Action Plan 

l\1oreonr. the proposed CAP would unpkment the General Plan and help reduce GHG erruss1ons 

generated by ex.iscmg and proposed land uses in the Cny. The update to the C11y's CAP focu~es on 

GHG reducuon measures to achteYe the 2030 and 20-10 reducuon goals The proposed CAP would 

unplement the General Plan Lpdate and would help reduce GHG errusstons generated by eXJsung and 

proposed land uses m the City and SOI ·1 herefore, unplemenrauon of the proposed CAP would remit 

tn beneficial unpacts ro GI JG 

Finding. Compliance ,,.,1th rx1sung regula tory requirements and General Plan Policies would 

mminuze ad, crse unpacts to energy resources to less than s1gmficant levels The proposed project 

would h;we a less than significant du-ect, mdu-ect, and cumulative unpact on energ\ resources 

,\ccordmgly, no changes or alterauons to the proposed project were required to avoid or substanually 

lessen any s1gruficant em iron men ml unpacts under tho~e thresholds 

Impac t 5.6-2: The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 
for renewable energy or energy effic iency. (Threshold E -2] 

General Plan 

The state's elecmc1ty gnd 1s trans,uoning to renewable energy under Cal..tfomia's RPS Program 

Renewable sources of elecuicity mclude wmd, smaU hydropo\\er, solar geothermal, biomass, and 

b1ogas. Cal..tforrua has RPS requmments of 33 percen1 renewable energy by 2020 (SB X 1-2), 40 percent 

by 2024 (SB 350), 60 percent by 2026 (SB100), 60 percent by 2030 (SD 100), and 100 percent by 2045 

(SB 100). The statewide RPS ret1u1rcments do not directly appl) to 1ndmdual development projects, 

but to utihoes and energy pronders such as SCE and Corona D\\'P, whose compliance RPS 

reqwrements would contribute to the State obiecm·e of transmonmg to renewable energy 'Il1e land 

uses accommodated under the General Plan Cpdate would comply with the current and future 

11eraoom of the Building Energr Effic1enC) Standards and C\LGreen The General Plan Update 

includes Policies F.R 13.4, IL'.-7.4, IC-7 6, and ll]-7 7 \\l11ch would support the state\l.'!de goal of 

tnmsmorung the clectnctty gnd to renewable sources. Therefore, 1mplementauon of the General Plan 
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Updare would not conflict or obstrnct implementaaon of Cahforma's RPS Program, and no impact 

would occur 

Climate Action Plan 

The proposed CAP ,vould not result m addiuonal changes to and would not affect the development 

dens1ty or intensity allowed by the proposed land use plan of the General Plan Update. The proposed 

C'\P would complement the statewide goal of transmonmg the electricity gnd to renewable sources 

and would nor interfere or obsrrnct with the unplemenration of the RPS Program; no impact would 
occur. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would llllntm1ze 

adverse 1mpac1s to energy to less than significant levels. The proposed pro1ect would have a less than 

significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact on renewable energi or energy efficiency plans 

.A.ccordmgly, no changes or alrerauons to the proposed project were required to aYoid or substanualli 

lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

6. Geology and SoiJs 

Impac t 5.7-1: The General Plan Update would not subject people and structures in Corona 
to seismic-related hazards. (Thresholds G-1 and G-3] 

General Plan 

Corona 's location and underlying geology make 1t suscepuble to seisllllc and geologic hazards, 

mcludmg surface (fault) rupture and scisnuc ground shaking. I\luch of rhc western portion o f the Ciry 

extend111g southeast through the SOI 1s \\~thin a fault zone Two active surface faults-the Chino Fault 

and Glen h-y segment of the Elsmore hult-could produce earthquakes of 7]\ [, causing surface 

ground ruptures. J\landatory compliance wnh ex1sung regulauons, mcluding the preparation and 

submittal of seismicity reports with all grading plans, would be reduced to a less than significant b·el. 

Addmonally, the \Xb1ttier-Elsmore fault 1s potenually capable of producmg the most intense ground 

accelerations in the City because it is closest. The greatest seventy of ground shaking would occur in 

central Corona, Temescal Valley, and northern Corona. Compliance ,1,,ith the CBC, including specific 

prov1s1ons for seismic design, would mitigate and llllnillllze the effects of earthquakes. The CBC has 

been accepted as the basic design standard in the City of Corona and Riverside County. The design of 

strncrures in accordance w1th the CBC is expected to llllflimize the effects of ground shakmg to the 

greatest degree feasible and to less than significant le,·cls except for a catastropluc seism1c event. 

Secondary effects of earthquakes can lead to ground deformation, includmg liquefacuon, lateral 

spreading, seismically-induced landslides, and ground lurchmg. The Ciry of Corona, and m Ya!ley 

regions and allm·ial floodplains are susceptible to liquefaccion. Much of the northern porrion of the 

City is susceptible to liquefaction. Although lit1uefacuon is expected within the City, based on th(' 

mandatory compliance with existmg regulations, mcludmg the preparation and submittal of soil 
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engtneering reports, liquefaction impacts to any new developments \\~thin the area would be reduced 
to a less than significant level. 

Marginally stable slopes may be subject to landslides caused by earthquakes. The terrain of the City is 

varied, ranging from relatively flat to hilly. 1\ny gradmg permit for a hillside de,·elopment must have 

an engineering geology report prepared and submitted to the Cny. Therefore, landslides unpacts are 

nor expected to any new de,·elopmenr in the City. 

Lateral spreading is a phenomenon where large blocks of intact, nonliquefied soil move downslope on 

a large liY.udied substratum. Site-specific mass grading and compacuon that would occur as pan of 

future development in the City would rrutigate any potential tmpacts from seismically-induced lateral 
spreading. 

The potential hazard posed by seisrruc settlement and/ or collapse within the City is considered 

moderate based on the compress1biliry of the underlying alluvial sot.ls and the presence of shallow 

groundwater. Because unconsolidated soils and undocumented fill material are present ·within the Ciry, 

seismically mduced settlement and/ or collapse are potential impacts. Subsidence of basins attributed 

to overdrafr of groundwater aquifers or OYerpumpmg of petroleum reserves has been reported 111 

vanous parts of southern California. Altl10ugb groundwater withdrawal in the Cn:y has led to lowered 

ground,vater le\·els, it has not been excessive. A portion of the Prado-Corona oil field is located within 

the City. Based on the relari,·ely small size of the 01] field, ll5 cessation of producuon, and the presence 

and use of groundwater spreading basins within tlie area, subsidence due to overpumpmg of 

groundwater or petroleum reserves is not considered a potenually s1g111ficant impact for the Cay. 

Seismically induced ground lurching occurs when soil or rock masses move at right angles to a cuff or 

steep slope in response to seismic waves. Structures built on these masses can experience sigmficant 

lateral and vertical deformations if ground lurching occurs. Although ground lurching is expected 

within the City, based on mandatory compliance with exisang regulauons, including the preparation 

and submittal of soil engineering, engineering geology and se1srrucity reports, ground lurching impacts 

to any new developments within the area would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

Mandatory compliance with eXJsting regulations, including the preparauon and submmal of soil 

engmeermg, geotechnical evaluation, and seismicity reports for new developments, would reduce 

impacts to a less that significanr level. Add.lt!onally, the General Plan Update includes the following 

policies to ensure that risks to residents and businesses are nunimized: PS-1.2 th.rough PS-1.6. 

Climate Action Plan 

.'\dditionally, the update co the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 

and 2040 reducuon goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help 

reduce GHG emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not 

affec t ~eisrruc hazards m the City or SOI. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory rcquuements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to geology and soils to less than significant le,·els. The proposed project would have a 

less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact on seismic hazards. Accordingly, no changes 
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or alterations to the proposed project were reguired to a,·01d or substantiall) lessen any significant 
enYironmental impacts under those thresholds 

Impact 5.7-2: Unstable geologic unit or soils conditions, including soil erosion, would not 
result due to implementation of the General Plan Update. (Thresholds G-2 
and G-3) 

General Plan 

Soils in the City are particularly prone to erosion during the grading phase of development, especially 

during hea,1· rains. Reduction of erosion potential dunng constrnction acti,·ities can be accomplished 

through a Storm \X'a ter Pollution Prevention Plan (S\X'PPP), which specifies best management 

practices for temporary erosion controls. Standard erosion control measures would be implemented as 
part of the S\XPPP for any proposed project to minimize the risk of erosion or sedimentation during 

construction. The S\X'PPP must include an erosion control plan that prescribes measures. The erosion 

control plan (reguired under Section 15.36.060, Erosion Control Plan, of the City's Municipal Code) 
would also include treatment measures to trap sediment. 

During operation of a project, the City's Municipal Code (Chapter 15.36, Grading Regulations) regmres 

that projects submit a grading plan and geotechn1cal evaluation to mimmize differential settlement and 
the slipping or sliding of earth; therefore, minimizing unpacts from unstable geologic or soil condi!Jons. 

Mandatory compliance v.~th existing regulaaons, including the preparation and sub1111ttal of S\,'PPP, 

soil engineering, and geotechnical evaluauon for new developments, would reduce 1Inpacts to a less 
than significant level. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The CAP would not affect geology and soil hazards in the Cit)' or SOL Conseguently, 
unplemenration of the CAP would result 111 less than significant impacts to soil erosion. 

Finding. Compliance w1th exisung regulatory reguirements and General Plan Policies would mimrmze 

ad\·erse impacts to geology and soils 10 less than significant le,·els. The proposed project would haYe a 

less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulauve impact on soil erosion. Accordmglr, no changes or 

alterations to the proposed pro1ect were reguired to avoid or substantially lessen any significant 
environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.7-3: Soil conditions would not result in risks to life or property. [Thresholds G-3 
and G-4) 

General Plan 

Highly expansi,·e soils swell when they absorb water and slumk as they dry and can cause structural 

damage to building foundations and roads. The City and SOI is known to have a low to moderate 
potential for expansive mils. The presence of expansive soils in areas proposed for construction would 

be considered a potenoally significant unpact. Corona unplemenrs a number of existing codes and 
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poiJcie, that serve to mitigate the impacts of development witlun areas contalIUllg txpansive soils. 

Regulations relating to geology and soils are identified in the Corona Muniopal Code, Chapter 15.36, 

Grading Regulations, which requires that projects submit a soil engmeering report. Recommendations 

an the georechnical report are requued to be included on grading plans and implemen red during proiect 

construction activities. Therefore, application of the existing regulations idenafied in the municipal 

code, CBC, and grading regulations would minimize the nsk associated with any development 

proposed w1thm areas contairung expansive soils to less than significant le,·els. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 'lbe proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by ex.1sti.ng proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect geology and 

~oils hazards and dC\·clopment in the City or SOI. Therefore, unpacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requ1.rements and General Plan Policie5 would mininuze 

adnrse impacts to geology and mils to less than ~1gnificant levels. The proposed pro1ect would have a 

less than significant duect, tndirect, and cumulam·e impact on soil hazards. Accordingly, no changes 

or alternuons lO the proposed project were required to avoid or substantially lessen any significant 

environmental impacts under thme thresholds. 

Impact 5.7-4: Future development in the City of Corona would require connection to the 
City's sewe r system . (Threshold G-5) 

General Plan 

l·uture development within the City would uul..tze the local sewer system, as mdicated by the followmg 

General Plan policies: Il]-3.3, IU-3.4, JU-3.6 through IC-3.8. New development is required to be 

connected to the City's sewer system m accordance witl1 Policy IC-3.8. Therefore, impacts that would 

result from soil cond.iuons 111 relation ro septic tanks or other on-sire wastewater disposal systems 
would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the Cny's C\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieYc the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed Co\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existJ.ng and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect geology 
and soil hazards m the City or SOI. Impacts would be less than significant 

Finding. Compliance with ex1st111g regulatory requtremenrs and General Plan Polictes would trunim1ze 

adnrse impacts to geology and soils to less than significant lenls. The proposed project would have a 

less than s1gn1ficant dtrect, indirect, and cumulative unpact from sepuc tanks Accordingly, no changes 

or alteratiom to the proposed project "-'ere required to aYoid or substantially lessen any significant 
enYironmental impacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.7-5: see Section C. Significant EnviroI1ITJental Impacts that can be R educed to a Less 
Than Significant Level. 

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Impact 5.8-1: see Section D. Significam and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to Below the Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.8-2: The proposed project would conflict with the plans adopted for the purpose 
of reducing GHG emissions. (Threshold GHG-2) 

General Plan 

Applicable plans adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG enussions include CAR.B's Scoping Plan 

and SC\G's 2016-2040 RTP /SCS. The CAR.B Scoping Plan is applicable to state agencies, bur 1s nor 

directly applicable to c1ties/counries and ind.iYidual projects. J IoweYer, new regulations adopted by the 

state agencies outlined in the Scopmg Plan result u1 G HG emissions reductions at the local level. 

~tatewidc strategies to reduce GHG emissions include the LCFS and clrnngcs 111 1he corporate a\'erage 

fuel economy standards (e.g., Padey I and Pavley California Advanced Clean Cars program). 

Development projects accommodated under the General Plan Update arc rcquued ro adhere to tht" 

programs and regulauons identified by the Scoping Plan and implemented by state, regional, and local 

agencies to achien the state,\,jde GHG reduction goals of 1\B 32. Future development projects would 

be requued to comply v.,jth these GHG emissions reduction measures as they are statewide strategies. 

The General Plan update includes policie~ that would help reduce GJ JG emissions and therefore, help 

achieve GHG reduction goals. 111erefore, the General Plan Cpdate would not obstruct the Cr\RB 
Scoping Plan. 

The SCAG RTP /SCS 1s Southern California's regional transportauon plan 10 achie"e the passenger 

vehicle emissions redurnons identified under SB 375. Table 5.8-7, Gmeral Plan Update Coflm/e11!) 1111/h 

SC4G '.r 2016 2040 RTP/ SCS Tra11spo,1a11on-LJ1nd Use Strategies. on page 5.8-40 of the DEIR, provides 

an evaluation of the proposed project m comparison 10 the three primary transportation-land use 

strategies in the 2016-2040 RTP/ SCS. ,\s shown in the Table, the General Plan L'pdate would be 

consistent wJth the applicable strategies. ,\ddiuonally, as demonstrated m Table 5. 11 -1, SC.4G} 207 6-

20./-0 RTP / SCS Co11s1,len!J A11a!y.r1.r, of Section 5.11, LJ111d Use and Planning, the General Plan Update 

would be comistent ,vith the 2016-2040 RTP /SCS goals. The General Plan Update would provide 

residents in the City and SOI to both live and work 111 the C1ty and SOI mstead of commutmg to other 

area,, which would contnbute m minimizing V:\fT. Therefore, the General Plan Update would not 

interfere w1th SCA G's ability to implement the regional strategies outlined in che 2016-2040 RTP / SCS 

and no impact would occur. 
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Climate Action Plan 

The proposed CAP would not result in add11ional changes to and would not affect the development 

den~ity or intensny allowed by the proposed land use plan of the General Plan Update. T he proposed 

CAP would be complemenrnry of state,,~de and regional plans to reduce GHG and would 1101 mterferc 

with or obstruct the implementation of the Scoping Plan or the 2016-2040 RTP / SCS, and no impact 

would occur 

Finding. Compliance with ex1sung regulatory requu:ements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

ad,·erse impacts to greenhouse gas emissions to less than significant le\'cls. The proposed project would 

have a less than siglllficant d.u:ect, ind.u:ect, and cumulative impact on consis tency \VJth plans adopted 

for the purpose of reducmg GHG emissions. Accordingly, no changes or alterauons to the proposed 

proiect were requu:ed to avoid or substantially lessen any significant environmental impacts under those 
thresholds. 

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Impact 5.9-1: Project construction and operations would involve the transport, use, and/or 
disposal hazardous materials. [Thresholds H-1, H-2, and H-3] 

General Plan 

Construction in accordance w1th the General Plan Update would invoh·e demolition, grad.mg, and 

construction of new buildings. Potentially hazardous materials used during construcnon include 

substances such as paints, sealants, solvents, adhesl\·es, cleaners, and diesel fuel. There 1s potenual for 

these matenals to spill or to create hazardous cond1uons. However, the materials used would not be m 

such quantmes or stored m such a manner as to pose a s1gruficant safety hazard. Additionally, project 

construction workers would be trained in safe handling and hazardous materials use To prevent 

hazardous conditions, ex1sru1g local, state, and federal laws are to be enforced at the construction sites. 

Cal/OSfL\ has regulauons concerning the use o f hnardom materials, including requirements for 

safety trammg. exposure warnings, avatlabiliry of safety equipment, and preparauon of emergency 

action/preYention plans. All contaminated waste encouraged would encountered would be reqwred to 

be collected and disposed at an approximately licensed disposal treatment facility. The followmg 

General Plan policies would mJnmuze nsks associated '-~th bnsmesses that use hazardous materials 

during construcuon: PS-3.1, PS-3.2, PS-3.5 through P.S-3.9, ER-1.2, and ER-1.3. Furthermore, strict 

adherence 10 all emergency response plan requirements set forth by the Corona Fire Department 

(CFD) would be required throughout the duration of proiect construction. 

The General Plan Update would allow for the development of a vanety of land uses, including 

residenual. commercial, office, c1,·ic, and open space uses. Operation of the future residential uses that 

would be accommodate would involve the use of small quannues of hazardous materials for clearlll1g 

and mamtenance purposes, such as paints, household cleaners, fertilizers, and pesticides. Operauon of 

future commercial uses would abo invoh-e use of small amounts of hazardous materials . The use. 

storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials by future residents, commercial, and industrial 

tenams/ owners would be reqmred to comply w1th existmg regulations of senral agencies, including 
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the California Deparunent of ·1 oxic Substances Control, US l:.nvuonmental Protecuon Agency, 

California DiV1s10n of Occupational Safety and Health, California Department of Transportation, and 

Riverside County Fue Department. 

Regulations that would be required of those uses that mvoh·e transporting, using, or disposing of 

hazardous materials include RCRA, which prondes the "cradle to grave" regulauon of hazardous 

wastes; CF.RCLA, which regulares closed and abandoned hazardous waste sites; the Hazardous 

.Materials Transportation Act, which gm·erns hazardous materials uansportation on U.S roadways; 

International Fire Code (IFC), which creates procedures and mecharusms to ensure the safe handling 

and storage of hazardous matenals; CCR Title 22, which regulates the generation, uansportation, 

ueatment, storage and c:usposal of hazardous waste; and CCR Title 27, which regulates the treatmenr, 

storage, and disposal of solid wastes. For development m California, Government Code 

Section 65850.2 requires that no final ceroficate of occupancy or its substanual equivalent be issued 

unless there 1s verification that the owner or authorized agent has met, or is meeting, the applicable 

requirements of the Health and Safety Code, Semons 25500 through 25520. 

Compliance with applicable laws and regulations governing the use, storage, transport, and disposal of 

hazardous materials would ensure that all potenually hazardous materials are used and handled in an 

appropriate manner and would mimmize the potcnnal for safety impacts. Future uses under the 

General Plan Update would be constn1cted and operated with strict adherence to all emergency 

response plan requtrements set forth by the Riverside County DEi I and the CJ:<l) Addiuonally, the 

General Plan Update includes policies that would minimize nsks from busmesses tliat use hazardous 

materials, such as Pol..tc1es PS-3.1, PS-3.5 through PS-3.9, ER-1.4, HC-2.4, and LC-12.7 

The use, storage, and transport of hazardous matenals and hazardous wasres m compliance with the 

laws and regulations mentioned aboYe would mininuze the potential for releases of hazardous matenals 

that could pose substantial hazards to the public or the envtronment and would entail prompt 

containment and cleanup of spills. Businesses handling reporting quantities of hazardous or exuemely 

hazardous materials would maintain business plans. TI1e General Plan Cpdate mcludes policies which 

would minimize nsks from accidental release: PS-3.1 through PS-3.8. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed C\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 
emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses m the City. The C\P would not affect the 

transport, use, and/ or disposal of hazardous materials in tl1e City or SOI. Impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would mmunize 

adverse impacts to hazards and hazardous materials to less than sigruficant levels. The proposed project 

would have a less than significant c:urect, indirect, and cumulative impact on transport, use, and/ or 

disposal of hazardous matenals. Accorc:ungly, no changes or alterauons to the proposed pro1ec1 were 

required to avoid or substantially lessen any signtficant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.9-2: The project site is on a list of hazardous materials sites. [Threshold H-4] 

General Plan 

There are numerous hazardous materials sites 111 the City and SOI. A few dozen sites of the greatest 

arr described in Table 5.9-1, Ha:;_ard,ms Materials Cleanup Situ in Corona (Opm Cases), on page 5.9-9 of 

the DEIR. Development of projects in accordance with the General Plan would disturb soil in which 

sou, sou vapor, and/or groundwater may be contarni.nared with hazardous materials exceeding 

environmental screening levels for the proposed land uses. Any development, redevelopment or reuse 

un or next to hazardous materials slles would requrre an envrronmenral site assessment by a qualified 

professional to ensure that the rele\·ant projects would not disrurb hazardous materials sites or plumes 

of hazardous materials diffusing from one of the hazardous materials mes, and that any proposed 

development, redevelopment, o r reuse would nut create a substanaal hazard to the public or the 

environment. Each development proiect involving a purchase or lease would have a Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment (ES.A) conducted for its project site. Those ESAs 1denufymg 

recogrnzed em;ronmenrnl condittons would recommend P hase II ESr\s consisting of sampling and 

testing of soil, soil vapor, and/ or groundwater for hazardous matcnals; and human health risk 

assessments based on concentrations of hazardous matcnals identified. 

Properties contaminated by hazardous substances are regulated at the local, state, and federal level and 

are subject ro compliance \vith stnngenr laws and regulatJons for mvestigatiom and reme<liat1on which 

would reduce impacts ro less than significant levels . Also, the following policies 1n the General Plan 

L"pdate would 1n.inimize risks from hazardous materials Sites: PS-3.5 and PS-3.8. 

Climate Action Plan 

Morem·er, the update to the City's C:\P focuses on GHG reduction straregies to achieve the 2030 and 

2040 rcducuon goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce 

GHG emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect 

hazardous matcnals SHes in the City or SOI and impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance ,vith existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to hazards and hazardous materials to less than significant levels. The proposed project 

would have a less than sigruficant direct, mdirect, and cumulative impact from hazardous materials 

sites . .Accordi.ngly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid or 

substant1ally lessen any significant environmental 1mpacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5. 9-3: Implementation of the proposed project would not result in safety hazards or 
excessive noise for people residing or working in the airport influence area of 
the Corona Municipal Airport. [Threshold H-5] 

General Plan 

:urport operation$ and their accompanymg noise and safety hazards require careful land-use plannmg 

on adjacent and nearby lands to protect residential and business communities in Corona from the 

potential hazards tha t could be created by airport operations. Pursuant to Section 21096 of the Public 
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Resources Code, the lead agency must consider whether the project will result m a safety hazard or 

noise problem for persons usmg the airport or for persons restrung or working Ill the project area. 

1\irport safety hazards include hazards posed to aircraft and hazards posed by a1rcraft to people and 

property on the ground. \X11th proper land-use planrung, aircraft safety risks can be reduced. primarily 

by a\·oiding incompatible land uses. The Corona Municipal Airport is predominantly a recreational 

airport. Because the airport is not planned for expansion and would remain primanly recreational in 

nature, and only lower elevaaon bmld.mgs surround It and would continue to surround it upon project 

1rnplementation, tl1e Corona Municipal Airport poses no unique hazards. Buildout of the proposed 

pro1ect could rnvoh-e development within the Corona MunJC1pal Airport influence area. Table 5.9-3, 

Consisren,y 1J11fh ALU( Sf.!{ef_)· Zones.for rhe Corona Mun1tipal / 1uport, on page 5.9-37 of tl1e DEIR, shows 

that impacts to potential hazards within each zone as a result of project implementation would be less 

than significant. Additionally, the following General Plan policies minirruze safety impacts from 

proximity to tl1e Corona Municipal Airport: PS-4.1 through PS-4.7, and LU-23.1 through LU-23.8. 

Aircraft noise in the City is t")pically characteri1ed as occasional, and the maJority of flights served b) 

the Corona !\lunicipal Airport are for recreaaonal purposes. As shown in Figure 5.13-4, of Sccaon 

5.13, Noue, of the DEIR, the Airport is not a substanual source of noise because the 65 dB,\ noise 

contour does not extend past the airport boundary, and noise does not substantially affect sensim-e 

receptors in the City. PoliC) N-4.4 would restrict development of land uses ,vi thin the 65 dBA CNEL 

contour of the Corona Municipal Airport to industnal, agricultural, or other open space actinties. and 

require that all deYelopmcnt Ill the ncin11:y of rhe Airport comply w1tl1 the noise standards 111 the 

Airport Master Plan. Consequently, noise impacts as~ociared with proximity to the Corona Municipal 

1\1rport are less than significant. Additionally, the following General Plan policies minlrnize the noise 

impacts from proximity to the Corona Mu111c1pal ,\irporr: N-4.4 and N -4.5. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update tO the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achie\·e the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP would 11nplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect safety 

hazards or result in excessive noise within two miles of the .-\irport in the City or SOI. Tlierefore, 
impacts would be less rhan sigrnficant. 

Finding. Compliance ,v-ith existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Pol1C1es would rrurum.t2c 

adverse impacts to hazards and hazardous materials to less tl1an significant leYels. The proposed project 

would ha,·e a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulati\·e impact from proximity to an airport 

or airport mfluence area. Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed proiecr were required 

to avoid or substanaally Jessen any significant environmental 1mpacrs under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.9-4: Project development would not affect the implementation of an emergency 
responder or evacuation plan. [Threshold H-6) 

General Plan 

Regional access m and from Corona 1s lirruted to 1-15 or SR-91. Several larger arterials in the Cit) 

funnel traffic tO larger arterials and freeways. At the same time, most major roadways and transit routes 

exmng the community are crossed by one or more disaster prone areas- including Algu1s1 Pnolo, very 

high fire hazard severity zones, 100-ycar flood zones, dam inundation zones, and other hazards. Any 

of these disasters can cause damage to transportation infrastructure, preventing or impeding access by 

emergency responders and evacuation by residents. 

The C1ty of Corona has prepared an emergency operauons plan to ensure the most effective allocauon 

of resources for the maximum benefit and protecuon of the civilrnn populauon in time of emergency. 

The obiective of the emergency operations plan 1s to incorporate and coordinate all available resources 

mto an efficient organization capable of responding lo any emergency. The Corona Disaster Council, 

m accordance with Section 2.52.050 of the Corona Municipal Code, is responsible for ensuring that 

the plan remams current and effccuve. To ensure the effectiveness of emergency planning and hazard 

mitigation, the Corona Fire Department works w1th an array of community paru1ers. ~futual and 

automatic aid agreements are also maintained with numerous surrounding local, state, and federal 

agencies to allow for appropriate backup services in case of an emerge11C), disaster, or other sunilar 
e,·enr. 

As part of the 2019 Building Code adopuon process, Corona Fire has amended the hre Code to reguIIe 

two porn ts of access for aU new development and for areas proposing increased residential densmes 

i\loreo\'er, the City of Corona is preparing a \'i'ildfue Assessment and future Community \'i'ildfae 

Planning Program (C\X'PP) to address these suscepuble areas m greater detail. The buildout of the 

General Plan Update would not result in substantial changes to the circulation patterns or emergency 

access routes, and would not block or otherw1se mtcrfere with use of evacuation routes. Buildout would 

not Interfere "-rith operation of the City's Emergency Operations Center and would not interfere with 

operaaons of emergency response agencies or w,th coordmation and cooperation between such 

agencies. 171e Circulation Element provides policies co ensure that adeguate, efficient, and safe access 

for emergency Yehicles is provided including Policy CE-1.12. 1l1e Public Safety Element provides 

policies to ensure that efficient and orderly noaficaaon and evacuauon 1s pro\·ided on a citywide basis, 

as well as 10 maintain roadway evacuation routes to facilitate eYacuations and ensure proper 

functionality after an emergency: PS-9.3, PS-9.4, and PS-11.5. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update tO the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 171e proposed C.-\P would implement rhe General Plan and would help reduce GHG 
emissions generated by ex.1st1ng and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect the 

implementation of an emergency responder or evacuation plan m the City or SOI. lmpacts would be 
less than sigmficanr. 
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Finding. Compltmce with ex1sring regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to hazards and hazardous matenals to less than significant levels. The proposed proicct 

would have a le,s than s1gi1ific::i.nt direct, 1nd1rect, and cumulau,·e impact from a confbct with an 

emergency evacuation plan. Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed pro1ect were 

required to avoid or substanually lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.9-5: Portions of the City and SOI are in Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones 
designated by CAL FIRE and could expose structures to fire danger. 
[Threshold H-7] 

General Plan 

\X'1ldland fires are uncontrolled fires typ1Cally 111 areas of lmle or no development, but these fires can 

spread quickly to the urban/wildland interface where development meets expanses of vegetaove fuels. 

Portions of the City's northern, western, and southern are designated Very High Fire Hazard Seventy 

Zones. Based on the existing land use map, these areas are predominantly undeveloped, open space, 

nat1.1ral open space, agriculrural, and single-family residential Because the proposed General Plan 

Update would not exceed levels of land use denslly, mtensity, or land use designations beyond what is 

currently in the 200-l General Plan, these very high fire hazard areas would propose similar uses under 

the General Plan Update. To help protect the City and its residents from fire hazards, the Corona Fire 

Department. hre Pre,·ention Dl\·ision pro,·1des a wide range of sernces, mclud.mg the enforcement of 

local, state, and federally mandated regulations; public educations; conducting fire safety mspections; 

1ssumg fire code permits, plan checks and new construcuon inspections, weed abatement and fuel 

mod.tficauon; hazardous materials disclosure program; juven.ile fue setter mtervention program; and 

the invesugation of all fires to determine ouse. As part of the 2019 Buildmg Code adoption process, 

Corona Fire has amended the Fire Code to require two points of access for all new development and 

for areas proposing increased residential densities 

In add1t1on, Secoon 15.16.020 of the Corona l\fu111c1pal Code designates the hre Chief to prepare and 

maintain the City of Corona's map of Very I Iigh Fire f lazard Severity Zones in the LR.A; these areas 

match the VI 1FHSZs designated by CAL FIRE as show 111 Figure 5.20-2, Ve9· High rire I lazard Smri(J 
Zones, of Section 5.20, 11."ilrjf,rr, of the DEIR. The proposed General Plan Cpdate Land Use and Public 

Safety elements include goals and policies to minimize potential ,vildfire impacts m Corona. 

lmplernentauon of LU- 10.3, LU-10.4, LL"-16.7, Ll-22.10, LU-22.14, LU-23.6, and PS-3.3 would 

reduce impacts to fire through landscaping and design; collaboraung with Corona Fue. CAL FIRE, 

tl1e Forest Service, and local, county, and regional governmental agencies to rrunirruze hazards and 

pronde response; requiring compliance vmh CRC; allow;ng emergency responders to use the Corona 

l\funicipal Airport; ensuring development docs not reduce fire protection sernces below safe levels; 

paymg unpact and demand fees; and e,·aluating emergency management. 

Because the State of California, County of RiHrside, and the City of Corona require adherence 10 

build.tng codes and re,iew by the fire department to reduce fire hazards, 1mpacts of fire hazards would 

be less than significant 
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Climate Action Plan 

The update lO the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. TI1e proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emJssions generated by existing and proposed land uses m the City. TI1e CAP would not result in 
exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of loss, iniury, or death involving wildJand fires in 

the City or SOI. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with exisung regulatory re9uirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to hazards and hazardous materials to less than significant leYels. The proposed project 

would have a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative unpact from fire hazards 

Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were requu:ed to avoid or substantially 

lessen any significant envu:onmental impacts under those thresholds. 

9 . Hydrology and Water Quality 

Impact 5.10-1: Development pursuant to the General Plan would not violate water quality 
standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade 
surface or groundwater quality. (Threshold HYD-1) 

General Plan 

Crban rnnoff resulting from storms or nuisance flows (runoff during dry penods) from development 

projects can carry pollutants to receiving waters. Runoff can con tam pollutants such as oil, ferulizers, 

pesticides, trash, soil, and animal waste. This runoff can flow directly mto local streams or lakes or into 

storm drains and continue through pipes until 1t is released untreated into a local waterway and 
evrntually the ocean. 

Clearing, gradmg, exca\·ation, and construction acU\'1t1es associated \V1th buildour of the General Plan 

Cpdare may impact water quality due rn sheet erosion of exposed soils and subsequent deposition of 

particulates in local drainages. Although erosion occurs naturally in the environment, primarily from 

weathering by water and wmd acuon, improperly managed construction activiues can lead to 

substantially accelerated rates of erosion that are considered detrimental to the environment. 

Both State and local regulations effecuvel} miugate construction stormwater runoff impacts from the 

buildout associated ,vtth the General Plan update. The CJty's grading ordinance contains expanded 

requirements for grading, site erosion control, and NPDES requirements. '!1115 ordinance affects all 

grad.mg construcuon sites of any s12e. In addmon, development of projects results in one acre or greater 

of soil disrurbance are required to comply with the Construction General Pennit (CGP) and associated 

local NPDES regulations to ensure that the potential for soil erosion is nuni.mized on a project by 

project basis. The proiect specific S\X'PPP(s) are required to be prepared in accordance with the site­

specific sedunenr risk analyses based on the grading plans. The S\'i/PPP must describe construcuon 

BJl.fPs that address pollutant source reduction, and provide measures/ controls necessary to mitigate 

potential pollutant sources In addition to existing regulauom that control and minimize pollutants 

from construction acttvities, the General Plan L.:pdate mcludes se\'eral policies that ensure that new 
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development rrunimizes potential water quality impacts includmg: ER-1.2, ER-1.3, ER-7.1, llJ-1.8, Il.J-
5.7, and JC-5.8. 

Development resulting from the Corona General Plan Update may re,ult 10 long-tcnn impacts to the 

qualit) of stormwater and urban runoff, subsequently unpacting downstream water quality. 

Developments pursuant to the General Plan Update could potentially crea te new sources for runoff 

conta1runation tl1rough changing land uses. To help prevent long-term impacts associated with land 

use changes and tn accordance wirh the requirements of the City of Corona's l',.funicipal Code Chapter 

1.3.7, UP, and the Riverside County MS4 Pennit, new development and sigruficant redevelopment 

proiecrs must incorporate LID/slte design and source control 81',[Ps to address post-construction 

storm water runoff management. In addiuon, proiects must develop a proiect-specific \X1arer Quality 

Management Plan (\X1Q.'.\1P) that descnbes rhe menu ofBMPs chosen for the project as well as include 

operation and maintenance requirements for all structural and any treatment control BMPs. 

Furthermore, as part of the sta tewide mandHe to reduce trash witl,in receiving waters, the City of 

Corona and its SOI is required ro adhere to the requirements of the amended trash total maximum 

daily load (Il\.1DL). 11,e requrrements mclude the installauon and maintrnance of trash screening 

devices at all public curb inlets, grate inlets, and catch basin inlets. In addmon to existing regulations 

that control and mmimize pollutants from operation of development projects 111 the City, the Genera.I 

Plan ~pdare mcludes several policies that ensure that ne,v development mininuzes potential water 

quality tmpacts including: IU-4.7, IU-5.1, IU 5.2, IU-5 3. JU 5.-l, IU-5.5, JU-5.6, IL'-5.7, IU-5.8, IU 
5.9, and IU-5.10. W'1th the implementation of federal. state, and local rcgulat.ion,, and the policies of 

the General Plan Cpdatc, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG rcducuon strategics to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 11,c proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

errussions generated by existing and proposed land uses 1n the Cny. The CAP ,,·ould not affect rhe 

bu1ldmg densiry or Intensity allowed by the proposed Land Use Plan. Therefore, unpacts would be less 
than sigmfican t. 

Finding. Compliance with eX.1sung regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to hydrology and water quality to less than sigruficant levels. The proposed project 

would ha,·e a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulati,·e impact on groundwater quality. 

1\ccordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required ro avoid or substantially 

lessen any sigrnficant em·ironmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Corona General Plan Tecluucal Cpdatc Pt01ect 
CEQ_-\ F111dings of Fact and 
Statement of Overnding Consider:aoom 31 



Impact 5.10-2: Buildout o f the General Plan would generate a substantial inc rease in water 
demand but would not decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially wilh groundwater recharge such that the project would impede 
sustainable groundwater management of the basin. [Threshold HYD-2] 

General Plan 

The Corona General Plan Cpdate area relies on local and groundwater ce,ources for approXlITlately 40 

percent of Jt~ water supply. 11,erefore, rncrease, in populaaon could generate a higher demand for 

groundwater resources. However, the City of Corona updates its urban water management plan 

(l 1\X'MP) C\ ery five years, quanafymg exisang and proiected water suppl.tes and demands to ensure 

there will not be any water supply shortages or stgn1fican1 groundwater deplenon. 11,e 2015 U\X'MP 

highl.tghted sufficient surface and underground water supplies through 2040 concluding no nsk of a 

net deficit m aquifer Yolume or lowenng of the groundwater table. The General Plan 1.Jpdate does nor 

contain any changes to the underlying land use des1gnanons that wcre evaluated in the 2015 U\Vl\lP; 

and therefore. implementation of the General Plan would not substantially decrease groundwater 

suppl.tes or recharge. 

f'urthermorc, the Ctty prepared a groundwater management plan 111 2008 to assist with sustainably 

operacing the Temescal Basin, Bedford Ba~in, and Coldwater Basin and mcreasmg the cel.tability of the 

water supply The City preparc.:d a Recharge Master Plan for the Temescal Basin in 2013. The City and 

FVl\f\X'D ha,·e entered into an agreement regardmg the cooperau, c management of the Coldwater 

Basm which assigns an operaang committee '"1th the pnmary purpose of ensuring that the City and 

EVM\X'D are aUowed co pump sufficient water from the Coldwater Basm to meet the1r respecm·e 

requirements and to maxinuzc the sustamable use of the basin. 

Furthermore, the D\X'R. released 1ts final list of critically ovcrdrali.cd basms m January 2016. The l.tst 

did not include the Temescal Basm, the Coldwater Bas!Il, or the Bedford Basin. The Temescal Basm 

and Coldwater Basm ace managed to prcYent cnucal O\·erdraft. The C11:y has unplemented the Recharge 

.!\laster Plan for the Temescal Basm, and proicc ts are underway to mcrease the volume of tcruary­

treated reclaimed water avaJablc for recharge and to increase the number and capaclty of recharge 

basms. In addmon, the City of Corona reqwres adherence to the \'\,'acer Effiaenr Landscape Ordinance 

and latest buildii1g code requt.rements for installa tion of new plumbing fixtures co impro,·e water 

efficiency for new de\·clopmenr proiccrs. -\s a result, new construcaon is becoming mcreasingl) more 

water effic1enr Through the Municipal Code, the Cny of Corona also unplements additional water 

conservacion measures in the e\·ent of a drought. 

!\lorcm·er, the General Plan L'.pdate mcludes several goals and pollc1es that decrease the demand for 

potable water 111 the City includmg: Goal ER-2 (pol.tcies ER-2.2 through F.R-2.9), Goal ER 3 (pol.tc1es 

ER-3.1 through ER-3.6), and policy FR-5.:>. \X'ith the unplemenranon of federal. state, and local 

regulauom, as weU as th!' pol.tc1es of the General Plan L'pdate, impacts \vould be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focu~es on GHG reducaon scrateg1es to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reducaon goals The proposed CAP would in1plement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 
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emissions generated by ex1stmg and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect the 

building density or 1ntem1ty allowed b: the propose Land Cse Plan Therefore, impacts would be less 

than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requi.rements and General Plan Po licies wou ld 1rw1uruze 

adverse impacts ro hydrology and water quality to less than significant le\·els. The proposed project 

would have a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative imp act on groundwater sup plies. 

1\ccordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were reguired to avoid or substanuaUy 

lessen any significant environmental tmpacrs under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.10-3: Develo pment pursuant to the General Plan would inc rease the amount of 
impervious surfaces and therefore could alter drainage patterns, but would not 
increase the potential for erosion and siltation on or offsite or create runoff 
water that would exceed the capacity of storm drain systems or provide 
substantial sources of polluted runoff. (Thresholds HYD-3 (i) , (ii), and (iii)] 

General Plan 

Development within the General Plan area and the change in land uses will result in an increase in 

unpervious surfaces. This could result m an increase m stormwater runoff, higher peak discharges to 

drainage channels. and the potenual to cau se erosion or sedimentat10n in drainage swale~ and streams. 

Increased runoff Yolumes and velocities could create nuisance floodmg in areas without adequate 

drainage faciliues or increase the pollutant load to storm drain systems Under the existing and 

proposed condiuons, dramage patterns 1.viU largely be maintained and will utilize the existing drainage 

facilities w1th10 the public right-of-way. Current runoff is captured and conyeyed by exisung storm 

dram 111frastructure in the C1ry and SOl and 1s eventuaUy discharged into the Sanrn Ana RJVer. 

Under the proposed condition, m·eraU dra111age parrems, flow rates, and flow volumes will be 

mamrained based on the high level of impervious condition under the existing con diaon and will not 

1J1crease the opportunity for erosion or scour downstream. H ydromod.ification requirements and 

standard flood control reguirernents for new development will minimize impacts of increased flo1.vs 

an d volumes on downstream receiving wa ters. Implementation of the proposed land uses withm future 

rede,·elopm ent areas v.,ill n ot result m increases ll1 surface water peak flows or volumes over the exis ting 

conditions and will likely result in reduced discharges due to on-site water quality and LID features. 

Implementation of the proposed land use changes within undeveloped areas will likely result m 

increased runoff. but discharge will be required to rema1J1 wtthin the parameters dcfmed by the most 

current !\faster Plan of Drainage or sire-specific watershed study. 

The General Plan Cpdate mcludes several poltc1es that ensure that new dcvelopmcnr rnJ.n1ITU7eS 

erosion and siltation and reduces U11pacts to the storrnwater system (policies IC -5.1 through 5.9) . \'vi.th 

the unplementauon of these measures, any impacts to the stormwater system capacity would be less 

than significant. Furthermore, the County of R.n-erside and City of Corona requ1re a standard condtt1on 

of appro,·al that all new development or significant redevelopment projects complete drainage and 

hydrology analyses to ensure that on- and off-site drainage facilities can accommodate increased 

srormwater flows. Implementation o f these provisions would minimize increases m peak flow rates or 

runoff volumes. AU new development or significant redevelopment project applicants would also be 
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reguired to prepare a \X'QM:P for submittal to the City of Corona's Department of Public \'\'orks that 

describes the BMPs and sire design measures chat will be implemented to minimize stonn rnnoff from 

the sites 

Future developmenr in the General Plan area would im·olve conscrncoon activities that could increase 

the potential for erosion and/ or siltation. However, none of the future developments would alter the 

course of an existing stream or aver. Standard erosion control measures would be unplemented as part 

of the S\X'PPP for any proposed project to mininuze the risk of erosion or sedimentauon during 

construction. The General Plan Update includes several policies that ensure that new de,·elopment 

minimizes potential water guality during conscrnction (Policies ER 1.2, ER 1.3, ER-7 .1, IU-1.8, IC-

5.7, and IU-5.8). \X'1th the m1plemcntauon of these measures dunng the constrnction and operntioml 

phases of future development, any erosion, silrntion, or polluted runoff would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

Moreover, the update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducuon strategies to ach1e,·e 2030 and 

2040 reduc tion goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce 

GI JG emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses 111 the City. 1l1e CAP would not affect 

the building density or 1nrensity allowed by the p roposed Land Cse Plan. Impacts would be less than 

s1g111ficanr. 

Finding. Compliance Wlth eXJsung regulate!') requirements and General Plan Policies would min1mize 

adverse impacts to hydrology and water quality to less than significant le\'els. The proposed project 

would ha,,e a less than significant d1.rect, indirect, and cumulatn·e impact on stonn water qualif) . 

Accordmgly, no change~ or alterations 10 the proposed project were required to avoid or substant1ally 

lessen any sigrnficant env1.ronmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.10-4: Portions o f the General Plan area proposed for development are located within 
flood zones or dam inundation areas but the proposed project would not 
impede or redirect flood flows. [Thresho ld HYD-3(iv)] 

General Plan 

.Accorcling ro figure 5.10-3, Dam ll/lmdatio11 Zones, on page 5.10-17 of the DEIR, portions of the pro1ect 

area are Wlthm the d am inundauon zones of Prado, Mabey Canyon, I farnson Street, Lee Lake, Lake 

Mathews, and 1\fockingbird Canyon dams. Table 5.10-4, Resenioir lmmdation Ha:;;_ards. on page 5 10-37 

of the DEIR, lists each dam with a high hazard rating that would cause significant damage in Corona. 

111e primary mundacion hazard to Corona is Lake Mathews, located seven miles southeast of Corona 

in the Gavilan Huls. Two dams contain Lake Mathews. Failure of either dam would cause floocling 

along the Temescal \X'ash in the eastern and northeastern pans of the Ciry. 

The probability of dam failure is extremely low, and the C1ry of Corona has ne,·er been unpacted by a 

major dam failure. Dams in California are continually monnored and inspected by various 

goYemmemal agencies, and dam owners are regut.red to maintain Emergene;· :\coon P lans (EAPs). 

,\<ld.itionally, the City's General Plan Update includes the following policies to mminuze hazards: PS-

2.2 and PS-2.7. 
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As shown m hgure 5.10-2, Flood Hazards, on page 5 10-15 of the DEIR, northwestern Corona from 

Prado Dam to the Airport and westward through Santa Ana Canyon is within a 100-year flood zone. 

Mabey Canyon \Xlash and Temescal Creek are also prone to a 100-year flood. r\reas around Temescal 

Wash, t-..fabey Canyon Wash, Main Street \X'ash, and the Arlington Channel are w1tlun a 500-year flood 

zone. All new development would be required to meet federal floodplain regulauons, including that 

the lowest floor of the structure is rai,ed abovi- the 100-year base flood elevation. This would ensure 

that future developments do not impede or redirect flood flows in a manner that would mdirectly and 

adverse]) impact surrounding uses. Flood insurance would also he required. 

The City's Mumcipal Code Title 18, Floodplam Management, rmnimizes public and private losses due 

to flood conditions in specific areas by restricting or prohibiting uses that result in damaging increases 

in flood heights or velocities. 171e code also requtres that uses \'ulnerable to floods, including facilities 

that ser\'e such uses, be protected against flood damage at the time of initial construction. Addiuonally, 

the General Plan Cpdate includes policies tha t would reduce unpacts from flooding and dam 

inundation: PS-2.2, PS-2.3, PS-2.4, PS-2.5, PS-2.6, and PS-2.7. \'\11th the: unplementation of these 

policies and federal, state, and local regulatiom, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve die 2030 and 2040 reduction 

goals. 17,e proposed CAP would iniplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG emissions 

generated by ex1stmg and proposed land uses 111 the City The C-\P would not affect the building 

densu:y or intensity allowed by the proposed Land Use Plan. Therefore. impacts would be less than 
significant. 

Finding. Compliance w1tl1 exisung regulatory requ1rements and General Plan Policies would minirn.ize 

adverse inipacts 10 hydrology and water quality to less dian significant leYels. The proposed proiect 

would ha\·e a less dian s1gruficant direct, 111direct, and cumulauve impact from inipeding or redirecting 

flood flows. Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid or 
substanually lessen any significant ennronmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.10-5: The proposed project would not result in flood hazards associated with flood 
zo nes, tsunamis, or seiche zones, or due to dam inundation. 
(Threshold HYD-4) 

General Plan 

The General Plan L'pdate includes several policies that ensure diat new de,·elopment muurruzes 

p otential water quality impacts during construction (PoliC1es F.R- 1.2, ER-1.3, ER-7. l, IL'-1.8, IU-5. 7, 

and IU-5.8) and operation (Policies IU-5. 1 through IL' -5.9). Released water from a seiche would result 

in much smaller footprints than the dam inundation zones, and die probability of this occurring is 

extremely low. In the rare chance that a seiche does occur, die se1che would flo\\' mto the dam 

inundauon zones. as illustrated on Figure 5.10-3, Dam ln1111dation Z1111es, on page 5.10-17 of the DEIR. 

As discussed 111 lmpact 5.10-4, w1th the implementation of General Plan Update policies and federal, 

,late, and local regulations, future de'l.'e!opment pursuant to the General Plan L'pdate would not release 

pollutants due to inundation and se1Ches, and unpacts would be less than significant 
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The General Plan area is more than 30 miles from the Pacific Ocean and is weU outside the tsunami 

inundation zone. No impacts would occur. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. T11e proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissiom generated by existing and proposed land uses tn the City. The CAP would not affect the 

builclmg density or intensity allowed by the proposed Land Use Plan. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with ex.1sting regulatory reqmrements and General Plan Pohcies would minun1ze 

adverse impacts to hydrology and water quality to less than significant levels. The proposed project 

would ha\'e a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact from flood hazards. 

Accordmgl) , no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid or substanuaUy 

lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.10-6: Buildout of the General Plan would not obstruct or conflict with the 
implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan. [Threshold HYD-5) 

General Plan 

Impact S.10-1 details measures that are in place to ensure future development has a less than significant 

impacr on surface and ground water quality. These measures also ensure that furore de, elopment does 

nor obsu1.1ct or conflict with the implcmcntaaon of the Santa Ana Basm Plan or the Santa 1\na 

\'\'atershed Action Plan. 

Impact 5.10-2 discusses the regulaaons that safeguard groundwater supplies and ensure sustarnable 

groundwater management. ·111ese regulations and policies ensure that future development does not 

obstruct or conflict ,,1th the Coronll Groundwater Management Plan. The goals and policies of the 

General Plan would ensure that the City would not obstruct with the tmplementation of the watershed 

acuon plan the Santa Ana \'\1atershed Region of Riverside County, the Recharge Master Plan for the 

Tcmcscal Basm, or the Corona Groundwater Management Plan: Goal ER-1 (pol.tc1es ER-1.1 through 

ER-1.7), Goal ER-2 (Policies ER-2.1 through ER-2.9), Goal ER-3 (Policies ER-3.1 through ER-3.6), 

Goal ER-4 (Policies ER-4.1 through ER-4.S), Goal IU-1 (Pol.tcies IU-1.1 through IC-1.9), Goal IU-2 

(Pol.tcie, IC-2.1 through IU-2.10), Goal JU-3 (Policies JU-3 1 through IU-3. 10), Goal Ill-4 (Policies 

Ill-4.1 through IL"-4 .7), and Goal IL'-S (IC-5.7 through IU-S.10). Therefore, the buildout of the 

General Plan would not obstrSuct or conflict \V1th the implementauon of a wa ter quality control plan 

or a sustainable groundwater management plan; impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update ro the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to acrucYc the 2030 and 20-m 

reduction goals. 171e proposed C1\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GI JG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would not affect the 
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building density or mtenmy aUowed by the proposed Land Use P lan. Impacts would be less than 

sigruficant. 

Finding. Compliance w1th existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies \VOuld rnuumize 

adverse impacts to h ydrology and water quality to less than significan t lenls. The proposed project 

would ha,·e a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumula tive impact associated with consistency 

wirh a groundwater management plan. Accordmgly, n o changes or alterations to the proposed project 

were required to avoid or subsrantiaUy lessen any significant environmental impacts under those 

thresholds. 

10. Land Use and Planning 

Impact 5.11-1: Project implementation would not divide an established community. 
[Threshold LU-1] 

General Plan 

The proposed General Plan Update would improve connecuvu:y and compaubili ty of potential furure 

projects with exiting uses, planned uses, the natural em·ironment, and the City's SOI. T he Circulation 

Element of the proposed General Plan Update provides policies designed to ensure the prevention 

dividing communities, as a result o f the con struction of new or modi fied roadways. Policies m the 

element would also lughl.tght complete streets networks, where pedestnans and other mobil1ty users of 

all ages and abilities would be accom modated safely, as well as bicycle and pedestrian networks. New 

development would be required to contribute to those improvem ents among others. The Circulation 

E lement ensure, the connectivity o f active transportation routes, in order to prevent the division of 

established communnies. The Land Cse Plan would derermine where growth would occur and rhe 

amounr of aUowable growrh in Corona. Growth would occur on vacant land along the p eriphery, in 
approved specific plan areas and limited mfill sires. For example, Policy CE-1. 1 would limit street 

capacity to only serve expected demand on City streets, and CE-5.9 would create uninterrupted Class 

J bicycle routes through the City that connec, ro the Santa Ana River Trail. 

The General Plan L pdatt would not pli) ,1calh d1nde ;m1 of thc,c commu111ae,; rarher. the propo,ed 

pro1ecr ,eel.., to ma1nrnm and prcsen-e the qualin of Corona's cx1stmg communiucs 

Climate Action Plan 

Addiaonally, the update ro the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 

and 2040 reducaon goals. Tl1e proposed C-\P would implement the General Plan and would help 

reduce G J IG emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in rhe City. 171e CAP would 

not affect the building density or in tenSH) allowed by the proposed Land Use Plan or result in the 

creation of new roadways that ha,·e the porenttal to dffide an esrabl.Jshed community. ireasure 7-2 m 

the C,\P would expand bicycle routes in the C1ry and would help connect neighborhoods. Therefore, 

unpacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with exisnng regulaton· requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

ad, erse impacts to land use and planning to less than sigmficant levels. The proposed proiect would 
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haYe a less than s1gn1ficant d1.rect, indirect, and cumulat1Ye unpact from dividing an established 

community. Accordingly, no changes or alterauons to the proposed proiect were reguired to avoid or 

substantially lessen any significant em·1.ronmental unpacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.11-2: Implementation of the proposed General Plan Update would not conflict with the 
Corona Municipal Airport ALUCP. [Threshold LU-2] 

Support for tlus environmental impact conclusion 1s fully discussed tn Section 5.11, l..and U;e and 

Plan11111g, and in particular, starting on page 5.11-36 of the DEIR. 

Gene ral Plan 

The General Plan Update 1s consJStcnt with AB 1358, the Califorrua Complete Streets Act of 2008 

because Complete Streets 1s one o f the key components proposed in the C1rculation Element of the 

General Plan Cpdatc. The proposed proiect's consistency with state planning law and the Cahforrua 

Complete Streets Act 1s pro\·1ded in the analysis for Impacts 5 17- I and 5.17-2, and the City's mobility 

and circulation plan provides for safe mobility for all users-bicyclists, pedestrians, transit riders, and 

moton sts- appropriate to the function and context of each roadway. 

The Corona General Plan Update is considered a project of rcgiom\~de significance pursuant to the 

criteria outlined in SCAG's Intergovernmental Review Procedures Handbook and Section 15206 of 

the CEQA Guidehnes. The proposed project's consistency with the applicable RTP/SCS goals are 

shown in Table 5.11-1, Conmten9· with SC ·1Gs 20{6 2040 Regional Trampo11atio11 Plan/5Hslainable 
Communities Strat® Coals, on page 5.11 -38 of the DEIR . 

. -\irport operations and their accompanying noise and safety hazards require careful land-use plannmg 

on adiacent and nearby lands to protect the res1den tial and business communities in Corona from the 

potential hazards that could be created by airport operations. ALUC review is required for adopuons 

of, or amendments to a General P lan or Specific Plan; zoning ordinance; ]\faster Plan for public use 

airports; and heliports within the airport in f1uence area; as well as for discretionary projects if the .ALUC 

has not yet detennmed that the General Plan 1s consistent \\~th the ,-\LL.:CP or the local agency has 

overruled the ALUC (Public Utilities Code Sections 21676(6), 21676(c), 21664.5, 21661.5, and 

21676.5). Table 5.11-2, Rmmde Cou111J ALUC Poli,ies and Proposed General Pla11 Update Co11sisteno, on 

page 5.11 -42 of the DEIR, identifies tha1 consistencies of the: proposed General Plan Cpdate ,v~th the 

Riverside Counry ALUC policies. Since the proposed project includes an update to the City's General 

Plan and the Cny falls \l.,ithm the ALUCP for Corona 11unicipal Airport, a determination of consistency 

with the ALCCP by AU;C 1s reqwred prior to the Corona City Council taking acuon on the project. 

As determined by r\LCC at 1ts meeang on 11arch 12, 2020, the General Plan Update is consis tent with 
the ALCCP. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the Ciry's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The C:-\P would not affect the building density or mtenstt} allowed by the proposed 

Land l ' se Plan or interfere with the ,-\LUCP. TI1erefore, impacts would be less than sigmficanr. 
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Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse unpacts to land use and planning to less than significant b·els. The proposed project would 

ha,·e a less than s1g111ficanr direct, indirect, and cumulative impact from consistency Mth regional land 

use plans. Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to a\'oid or 

substantiaUy lessen any significant e1w1ronmenral unpacts under those thresholds. 

11 . Noise 

Impact 5.13-1: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Impacts chat Cannot be Mi tigated 
to Below the L evel of Significance. 

Impact 5.13-2: Buildout of the proposed project would no t cause a subs tantial increase m 
traffic noise levels. (Threshold N -1] 

General Plan 

BuiJdout of the General Plan would result man increase 111 traffic along local roadways p roXJmate to 

existing sens1t1Ye receptors. Table 5.13-11, Traffic Noi.,e lnmam Along Roadw(!y SPgments, on page 5.13-

35 of the DEIR, shows the estimated traffic noise increase along study roadway segments. '!lie traffic 

noise increase is the difference between the projected future noise le,·el and the existing noise level. A 

sigrnficant traffic noise impact could occur if the project would result in an mcrease of 3 dBA CNEL 

or more, which 1s considered a barely perceptible change 111 outdoor environments. As shown m Table 

5.11 -3, no sigrnficant traffic noise increases of 3 dBA CNEL or greater are estimated along the study 

roadway segments from implementation of the General Plan Update. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focu~es on GHG reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

e1russions generated by eiusting and proposed land uses in the City. The C:\P would not affect the 

btulding density or intensity aUowed by the proposed Land Use Plan, and would not result m new trips. 

Therefore, no m1pacts would occur. 

Finding . Compliance with eXJsting regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would rrunimize 

adYerse impacts to noise to less than significant levels. The proposed project would have a less than 

significant direct, indirect, and cumulati,·e impact from traffic noise. Accordingly, no changes or 

alterations to the proposed project were required to a,·oid o r substantiaUy lessen any significant 

em·ironmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.13-3: see Section C. Significant Environmental Impacts that can be Reduced to a 
Less Than Significant Level. 
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Impact 5.13-4: The proximity of the project area to an airport or airs trip would not result in 
exposure o f future residents and/ o r workers to new airport-related noise. 
[Thresho ld N-3) 

General Plan 

Aircraft noise ill the City is typically charactenzed as occasional, and the majomy of flights served by 

the Corona Mumcipal Airport are for recreauonal purposes. Existing noise contours for the Corona 

Municipal Airporr are shown 1n Figure 5.13-3, Corona Municipal Airpo11 J'\'oue Conto1m, on page 5.13-23 

of the DEIR. Pursuant to Section 21096 of the Public Resources Code, the lead agency must consider 

whether the project will result in a safety hazard or noise problem for persons usmg the airport or for 
persons resid.mg or working in the project area. 

As shown in Figure 5.13 3, the airport is not a substantial source of noise because the 65 dB,\ noise 

contour does not extend past the airport boundary. Noise does not substantially affect sens1tiYe 

receptors ill the CHy because the airport is half a mile from the nearest residential neighborhood. Noise 

exposure areas of 55 dBA CNEL and abm·e are largely within open space and industrial use areas 

immediately surrounding the airport. Policy N -4.4 would restrict development of land uses within the 

65 dBA CNEL contour of the Corona Municipal Airport to industnal, agacultural, or other open space 

acti,·iues, and require that all deYelopment in the vJCin.iry of the Airport comply v.irh the noise standard, 

m the Airport !\laster Plan. l11erefore, impacts would be less than sigrnficant. In addiuon, the folJov,ing 

General Plan policies rrunirruze noise impacts from proxunity to the Corona Municipal I\irport: N --1 .4 

and N-4.5. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C\P focuses on CHG reducaon strategies to ach1eYe 2030 and 2040 reduction 

goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG emissions 

generated by existing and proposed land uses 1n the City. The CAP would not affect building denmy 

or intensity allowed in the area of the Corona l\fun.icipal Airport. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with exisang regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minirruze 

adverse impacts to land use and plannmg to less than s1gn1ficanr levels. The proposed project would 

have a less than signi ficant direct, rndirect, and cumulati\·e 1mpact from au·craft noise. Accordingly, no 

changes or alterations to the proposed proiect were required to avoid or subs tan tially lessen any 
sigrnficant em-ironmental impacts under those thresholds. 

12. Population and Housing 
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Impact 5.14-1: The proposed project would directly result in population growth in the City of 
Corona and its SOI. [Threshold P-1] 

General Plan 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in an increase of 11 ,511 housing units, 39,298 

residents, 26,478,352 square feet of building space, and 31,156 jobs OYer approxunately 20 years in d1e 
City of Corona and a s SOI. 

As shown in Table 5.1 4-8, Proposed Housing Umt lnmasei11 the Cil) of Corona and SOI, on page 5.14-10 of 

the DFIR, the General Plan Update would result in an increase of 5,494 residenual units m the City 

and 6,017 uruts in the SOI, for a torn! increase of 11 ,511 residential units in the City and SOI. The 

increase in untts would result in a population Increase of 18,720 residents in the City and 20,578 

residents 111 SOI , for a total increase of 39,298 people m the City and SOI. :\t buildout there would be 

54,026 units and 184.086 people in the City and 16,913 units and 57,842 people in the SOI, for a total 

of 70,939 u111 1s and 241,928 people in the Ciry and SOI. The forecast population (184,086 persons) 

and housing units (54,026 uruts) at General Plan buildout would exceed the SCAG growth proiections 

(172,300 persons and 49,400 housrng uruts, see Table 5.14-7, SC.-1(, Growth Projections/or the Ci() of 

Corona a11d RJVerside Coun!J, on page 5.14-7 of the DEIR) by 6.8 percent and 9.4 percent, respectivelr, 
for the Cay of Corona. 

l t 1s important to note the differences between project buildout and SCAG pro1ections. SCAG 

projecuons are uti.l.Lzed in this analysis for general comparison purposes. Bwldout of the City 1s not 

I.inked to a development tunel.inc and is based on a reasonable worst-case bu1ldout of the parcels in the 

Ciry. The sta1e of California has a shortage of housmg. In 2019, Governor Newsom signed sen:ral bills 

aimed to address the need for more housrng, 111cludu1g the H ousing Cm1s Act of 2019 (Sena te Bill 

330). The proposed project addresses the need for additional housing to accommodate population 

growth 111 the City. The Housing Element of the General Plan Cpdate includes several policies to 

support a ,·anct} of housing types and densiues to accorrunodate residents in the City. Thus, although 

the increases to populauon and housmg units are greater than SCAG's regional forecasts for 2040. 

impacts would be less than significant wJth the incorporation of the Housing Element policies. 

Additionally, the proposed project would also allow for 82,191,657 square feet of additional 

nonresidential development in the Ciry and SOI. The development would consist of job-generating 

land uses, such as commercial, o ffice, industrial, and institutional uses which are estimated to generate 

a rota] of 106,474 jobs (84,395 in the City; 22,079 in the SOI), approximately 31,156 more jobs than 

compared to existing conditions. This is considered a substantial increase tn employment and an 

increase that would indirectly induce population growth. Howe,·er, the forecast for employment 

(84,395 jobs) in the City of Corona at General Plan buildout would not exceed the SC:\G growth 

proJeCtlons (88,400 Jobs); the number of jobs would be 4.5 percent less than SCAG growth projection 
esnmates. 

The General Plan would allow for up to 84,395 jobs and 54,026 residential units 111 the City. TI1is would 

result in a jobs-housing ratio of 1.56. As shown in Table 5.14-9, Job1-Housi11g Bala11,-e at Cmeral Pla11 
B11tldo11t. on page 5.14-12 of the DEIR, the City's 1ob-housing ratio would mcrease from existing 
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conditions but would continue to be within the target ratio of J .3 to 1 7 for every housmg urut. The 

SOI's Job-housing rauo would improve from exming conditions, 0.40, to post-2040 buildout, 1.31 

The land uses 1J1 the General Plan provide opportunities for residents 1J1 the City and SOI to both live 

and work in the City and SOI rather than community to other areas. The Economic Development 

Element identifies several policies auned at prov1d1ng a work force that accommodates high-paring 

Jobs for Corona residents. Therefore, the Jobs-housing ratio in the Ci ty and SOI would continue to be 
balanced. 

Implementation of the General Plan Update would directly induce population and employment growth 

in the area but would impro,·e the Jobs-housing balance in the SOI and would mamtam the jobs­

housing balance m the C1ty, for an overaU balanced Jobs-housing ratio in the CitJ and SOI. 
Furthermore, the General Plan Update accommodates future grov.rth in the Ciry by providing for 

mfrastrucrure and public serv1ces to accommodate the project growth. Proposed policies under the 

General Plan Update's Commurury Development Element also ensure chat the City provides adequa te 

housmg choices for various income levels. ror example, P olicies H-1.1 and H-1.2 of the I fousing 

Element call for the improvement of housmg to provide access to affordable housing to lower and 

moderate-income households, and the promouon of speolic plans that provide a vanet)· of housing 

types and densities. Therefore, impacts would be less than s1gn1ficant. 

Climate Action Plan 

T he update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 111e proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and would help reduce GI 1G 

eiruss1ons generated by e:asting and proposed land uses in the City. The goals o f the C\P mclude 

increasing energy efficiency in existing and new residential and commercial units. The C-\P would meet 

these goals through the unplemcntauon of Measures 1.1 through 4.1. The CAP would not affect 

population or the number of homing un11s in the Cit)· or SO1. Therefore, impacts would be less th an 
significant. 

Finding. Compliance with eXJstmg regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to population and housing 10 less than significant b·els. The proposed proiect would 

have a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact from population and employment 

growth ,\ccorclingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed proiect were reqU1red to aY01d or 

substanuaUy lessen an} significant ennronmental impacts under those thresholds . 

Impact 5.14-2: Implementation of the General Plan Update would nol result in displacing 
people and/ or housing. [T hreshold P-2) 

General Plan 

The Cit)· of Corona and its SOI are developed with a ,·ariery of land uses. The proposed General Plan 

Update would aUow existing uses to continue and would not change land use designauons, density, 

and mtensity levels beyond tha t which is cw-rently m tl1e 200-l General Plan. Compl.tance \Vlth the 

f-:lousmg Element would facilitate the development of a variet)· of housing types by providing a supply 

of land that is adequate to accommodate the RH~A and main tam an im·entory of housing opportunity 
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sites. 1\ccordmg lO RHN:\, the Ciry's share of regional future housmg need5 1s 770 new units between 

January 1, 2014 through October 31, 2021. Under exisang land use policies and approved plans, a total 

of 2,578 residential units can be accommodated on underutilized and vacant s11es; of these units, 2,108 

uruts gualify as feasible for the development of very low- and low-mcome units. 

The City and SOI have approximately 59,428 housmg units; the proposed General Plan update would 

increase the number o f housmg units U1 the C1ty and SOI by 11,5 11 and the total number of housing 

units in the City and SOT at General Plan Update would be 70,939. Because land use designations, 

densay, or intensity levels would be the same, and no ex.1sting uses or populations would be forced to 

move or be relocated as a result of proiect implementation: bu!.ldout of the 2004 General Plan and the 

proposed General Plan Cpdate are the same. The General _Plan update would accommodate 11 ,511 

new units compared to existmg conditions Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C:\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduc11on goals. 171e proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by exisung and proposed land uses in the City. The C,\P would not displace 

people or housing. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory reguirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to population and housmg ro less than s1giiificant levels. The proposed proiect would 

have a less than sii,'11.lfica.nt direct, mduect, and cumulati,-c 1mpact from displacing people or housing. 

Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were rcqwred to avoid or substanaally 

lessen any s1gruficant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

13. Public Services 

Impact 5.15-1: The proposed project would introduce new structures, residents, and workers 
into the Corona Fire Department, Riverside County, and CAL FIRE service 
boundaries, thereby increasing the requirement for fire protection facilities 
and personnel. [Threshold FP-1] 

General Plan 

Bu1ldout of rhe General Plan Update would result in 18,720 new residents and 13,423 new workers in 

the C1ty of Corona and 20,578 new residents and 17,733 new workers in the SOI. The increase in 

resideJJts and workers m the Cay of Corona and SOI would result m an increase in demand for fire 

sen·ices and facilities. 

The Corona Fire Department has nor historically met its response ume goals1 in the City's penphery 

areas due to the location of the ti.re staaons. TI1e Corona Fire Department sel"\"es as the initial attack 

1 The Corona Fife Department !(oals arc 7 nunutcs an<l 30 ,ccon<ls from 9 1-1 nouficauon for rnmal arrack urnt, an<l 6 
m111utcs and 25 seconds for fire and spcc,al opern11nn, (Corona 2018) 
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unit for frres in the City and some areas of the SOI. 1l1e Corona Fire Department does not have the 

command and control structure and eqwpmenr (e.g., bulldozers and rankers) to provide services for 

an extended attack. TI1erefore, anything that requires substantial resources (e.g., wtldfires over 5 acres) 

reqw.res effecuve support from the Corona F1re Department's partners (1.e., Riverside County Fi.re 
Department, C-\l, FIRE, and the US Forest Service). 

Fire velucles, equipment, and expansion of existing facilities 1s funded partially through Development 

Impact Fees (DIF) from new deYelopment (Section 16.23.040 of the Corona I\funicipal Code). 

Additionally, the City created a Community Facilities District (i.e., tax assessment district) to finance 

the costs of providing police, fire, and paramedic sen·1ces for portions of the City. However, the 

maiority of the funds for facilities, equipment, and senxe personnel come from the City's General 

Fund Funding from property taxes, as a result of population growth, would be expected to grow 

roughly proporuonal ro ;my increase in residential units, bus111esses, and/ or industnal/manufacnmng 

i.n Corona and Its SOI. The Corona Fire Department is financially responsible for services within the 

LR,\, which is \\~thin the City boundaries. The additional demand for fire services and protection 

generated within the City would be satisfied through these sources (DJF, Commuruty Facilities District, 
and General hmd). 

HoweYer, over 50 percent of the population and job growth associated with the General Plan update 

would occur in the City's SOI, which is currently designated an SRA, which means that fires in the SOI 

are sen·ed by the Riverside County Fire Department and are the financi;d responsibility of the srate 
(i e., CAL FIRE). 

Until the unincorporated cornmuruties \\~thin the City's SOI are incorporated 11110 the City of Corona, 

staff111g le,·els for fire sen,1ces in Corona would continue to be established by the Corona Fire 

Department, and staffing levels for fire services in the unincorporated communiues would continue to 

be established br the Riverside County F1re Department. If the un111corporated communities were 

incorporated into the Cit) of Corona, LAFCO would require a "Plan for Services" pursuant to the 

Cortese-Knox-I lertzberg Local Government Reorgaruzation Act of 2000 (Act). The Plan for Sen•JCes 

must idenufy 111 detail how and when sen·1ces will be provided and funded. r\dditionalJy, the areas in 

the SOI are at lugher elentions and regu1re additional 111frastructure to get water uphill. Therefore, 

annexauons may require additional water supply and infrastructure (pump stattons) to provide a 

redundant water system in the evcnr of a ,vildfire. ,\ccordmg to the Corona Fire Department, because 

the SOI 1s current!)' v.~thi.n the SR,\ and the Cit)· does not have the faciliues, eqUJpment, and staffing 

to support tl1is area. 111e Plan for Services for annexauons would idenufy the recommendauons for 

addmonal, equipment, and facilines to ensure the same level of sen,ice ro the residents and businesses 
of the SOI. 

TI1e Corona F1re Department and the Riverside County Fi.re Department periodically review their 

existing resources and facilities to determine the adequacy of their fire and paramedic sen·ices. Future 

developmenr projects would be reviewed by the City of Corona, Corona Ftre Department, and the 

Riverside Counl') Fi.re Department on an individual basis to ensure compliance with requirements in 

effect at the ume buildmg permm are issued. Future projects would also be required to comply with 

the adopted fire codes, building code, and nationally recognized fire and life safety standards of the 

State of Cahforma As part of the 20 I 9 Building Code adoption process. Corona Fire has amended the 
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Fire Code to reguire two points of access for all new de\·elopment and for areas proposmg increased 
residential densiues. 

Furthermore, policies in the Public Safety Element of the General Plan l.:pdate would ensure adequate 

protection of public health and safety as they relate to fire and emergency services, such as Policies PS-

8.1 through PS-8.9; Policies PS-9.1 PS-9.9; and Policies PS-101 through PS-10.9. Funding for 

additional staff, eguipment, and facilities would come from the Cit) 's General Funds, Community 

Faality D1str1cr Fees, and f)JF fees in order to sen·e the growing population or through contractual 

reguirements with CAL FIRE established in the Plan for Services for annexations. 111erefore, impacts 

to fire protecuon and emergency senrices and facil1tit>s would bt> less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducaon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed C\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by ex1song and proposed land uses m the Cit)•. TI1e C\P would not affect fire 

faciliues or services ll1 the Ctt)' or SOI. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory reguirements and General Plan Policies would mininuzc 

ad\'erse ll11pacts to fire services to less than s1gn1ficant levels. The proposed pro1ect would have a less 

than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative ll11pact to fire facilities and services. Accordingly, no 

changes or alterations to the proposed project were regmred to avoid or substantially lessen any 
sigrulicant environmemal impacts under tho,e thresholds. 

Impact 5.15-2: The proposed project would introduce new structures, residents, and workers 
into the Corona Police Department's service boundaries, thereby increasing 
the requirement for police protection facilities and personnel. 
[Threshold PP-1] 

General Plan 

T mplementa tion of the proposed General Plan t.:pda te would introduce an additional 18,720 residents 

and 13,423 workers in the City of Corona, 20,578 residents and 17,733 workers in the Cay's SOJ. 

Therefore, there would be an increase in demand for police setYtces in both the Ciry and SOT. 

According to the 2017-2018 Corona Police Strategic Plan, one of the Corona Police Deparanenr's 

goals 1s to maintain adeguate staffing ra tions, which states that a min1J11um of one officer per thousand 

residents 1s recommended. The proposed project would introduce a total of 39,298 residents- I 8,720 

residents in the City and 20,578 residents in the SOI. Based on the City', service goal of one officer 

per 1,000 residents, the police department would need to hi.re an addiuonal 19 officers to accommodate 

the population growth in the City of Corona= and 21 officers to accommodate the growth in the SOJ,3 

for a total of 40 officers. TI1e additional officers would not be hired all at the same time, as the grmvth 

in populauon would occur O\'Cr a period of time. l\ioreoyer, the luring of addioonal officers would be 

18,720 rcs1<knts / 1,000 , I officer = 18. 7 (19) officers 
1 20.5 78 rcs,drnts / 1,000 , I of firer = 20 6 (21 ) officers 
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dependent on the department's assessed needs, based primarily on the gro'-ving number of calls for 

sen·iced or decreases m average response tunes m the furure. 

hinds for additional police facilmes, equipment, and officers would come from the DIF collected from 

new residential, commercial, and mdustnal/manufacturing developments. Additionally, the City 

created a Community Facilities District (i.e., rax assessment districr) to finance the costs of providing 

police, foe, and paramedic sen·ices for portions of the C1ty. Howenr, the ma1oriry of the funds for 

facilities, equipment, and service personnel come from the City's General Fund. Funding from 

property taxes, as a result of population growth, would be expected to grow roughly proportional to 

any increase in residential units, businesses. andi or mdustnal/manufacruring in Corona and its SOI. 

The additional demand for police sen•ices generated ~'!thin the City would be satisfied through these 

sources (DIF, Community Facilities District, and General Fund). 

I lowever, over 50 percent of the population and JOb growth associated wirh the General Plan Update 

would occur within the SOI, wluch 1s currently served by tl1e Riverside County Shenff's Department. 

Police sen,ices staffing levels 111 the City of C:orona would continue to be established by the Corona 

Police Department, and the Riverside County Sheriff's Department would continue to establish 

staffing levels for police sen•ices in the uruncorporarcd commumties until the uruncorporated 

communities in the SOI are incorporated into the City of Corona. The Corona Police Department 

would pronde police sen·ices to newly incorporated areas, and LAFCO would require a "Plan for 

Se1T1ces" pursuanr to the Conese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorgamzauon ,\ct of 2000. 

The Plan for Services must identify in detail how and when sen·ices will be proYided and funded and 

the recommendauons for additional staff, equipment, and facilities to ensure the same level of ser,:1ce 
ro the residents and busmesscs of rhc SOI for police scn•ices. 

Furthennore, goals and policies m the Public Safet) .E:.lement of tl1e General Plan Cpdate would en~ure 

adequate protection of police services: Goal PS-5 (Policies PS-5.1 through PS 5.9), Goal PS-6 (Policies 

PS-6.1 through PS-6.6). and Goal PS-7 (Policies PS-7.1 tl1rougb PS-7.7). :\s deYclopmenr increases in 
the City and SOT, the available funds from taxes, Commuruty Facility District Fees, and DIF received 

from such development, and additional requirements out.l.tned in the Plan for Sen·1ces for annexations 

would provide the addiaonal facilities, equipment, and officers needed to serve the growing population. 
Impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Ac tion Plan 

The update to the C1ry's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reducaon goals. The proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the C1ry. The C:\P would not affect police 
facilities or sernces 111 the City or SOI. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance w1th existing regularory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to police services to less than significant levels. 171e proposed project would have a 

less than s1grnficant direct, indirect, and cumulative tmpact to police and emergency facilities and 

sen·ices. Accordmgly, no changes or alterations to the proposed proiecr were required to avoid or 

substanaally lessen any significant ennronmcntal unpacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.15-3: The proposed project would generate up to 7,579 additional srudents who 
would impact the school enrollment capacities of the Corona-Norco Unified 
School District and the Alvord Unified School District. [Threshold SS-1] 

General Plan 

DeYelopment m accordance with the General Plan Update would allow for up to 11,511 additional 

homes and 11,034 additional households, resulting in an tncrease of 39,298 residents m the City of 

Corona and !ls SOI. The increase m residents would also lead to an increase in the Cay and SOI's 

student population, which is primarily served b y CNCSD. There is one school in the Cay of Corona 

that 1s served by AL'SD-Promenade Elemenrary School 

,-\s shown m Table S.1 S-9, Gene,a/ Plan Update B11ildo11t Student Ge11eralio11, on page S.1 S-44 of the DEIR, 

buildout of the General Plan Update would generate up to 3,917 elementary srudents, 1,191 middle 

school sn1denrs, and 2,471 high school students in the City of Corona and SOI The CNUSD would 

have adequate capacity for students generated b y rl1e proposed project; the remauung capacities would 

be able to accommodate 8,596 elementary srudents, 1,911 middle school students, and 222 high school 
srudents. 

If and when CNUSD needs to expand and constn1ct new facilities to accommodate tl1e growth 

generated by buildout of the General Plan Update, funding for new schools would be oriented from 

the fee program pursuan t to SB 50, and state and federal funding programs. Pursuant to Secaon 65996 

of the Government Code, payment of school fees 1s deemed to provide full and complete school 

facilities miugauon. Additionally, funds from Measure U and Measure GG would be used by CNUSD 

to fund the construction of schools. Furthermore, policies in the Parks, Recreation , Cul rural Arts, and 

Education E lement of the General P lan Update would ensure adequate school se1-Y1ces: PR-3.7, PR-
3.8, and PR-3.10. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C,.\P focuses on GHG reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reducoon goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by exisung and proposed land uses in the Cny. The CAP would not affect school 

facilities o r sen·ices 1n the City or SOI. Impacts would be less than sigmficant. 

Finding. Comphance with eXJstmg regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse impacts to schools to less than s1gruficant levels. The proposed pro1ect would haYe a less than 

significant direct, indirect, and cumulati\'e impact to school facilities and sen-ices. Accordingly, no 

changes or alterations to the proposed project were requtred to avoid or substantially lessen any 

s1grufican t environmental impacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.14-4: The proposed project would allow up for to 39,298 residents in the General 
Plan Update area, increasing the service needs for the Corona Public Library, 
Home Gardens Branch Library, and El Cerrito Branch Library. (Threshold PS-
1] 

General Plan 

The proposed proiect would allow de\·elopment of up to 11 ,5 11 new homes, resulting in up to 39,298 
new residents m the City and SOI. 

The American Library Associauon does not have standards for facility size and circulation, but rather, 

supports local benchmarks. T he California Library Assodat.ion FY2015 surveys mdicate that the 

median library was 0.45 sf/ capita in size. Corona pro\·1des 0.38 sf/ capita. Using benchmarks against 

city and county libraries across California, Corona would need to acquire 12,500 sf to meet the median 

benchmark. Tf Corona 1s benchmarked to the standards of Riverside County, 0.5 sf/capita, an 

additional 20,000 sf is needed. These figures are equrvalent to two branch outlet libraries. Although the 

G eneral Plan Cpdate would result in up to 39,298 additional residents, this does not necessarily mean 

that there would be a sigrnficant demand for more library colJecrion items or facility space. The General 

Plan Update addresses library facilities fees to ensure that adequate facilities and resources are 

continuall) available to the City's growing population. Funding for library services comes pnmaril) 

from the City of Corona's General Fund and development impact fees. as well as library fin es and fees 

collected from patrons, and state, federal, or government aid. As development occurs, the General 

Fund should gro·w proporuonally with rhe property tax collecuons. Additionally, access to onlme 

resources, including eBooks and audiobooks, are available on the Corona Public Library and R.i~·erside 
County Library System. 

Moreonr, the policies 1n the Parks, Recreation, Cultural Arts, and Education Element of tl1e General 

Plan Update would ensure adequate library sernces: PR-3.1, PR-3.2, PR-3.3, PR-3.4, and PR-3.5. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to tl1c City'$ CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 240 

reduction goals. TI1e proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

errussions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. TI1e CAP would not affect library 

faciliue, or seffices in the City or SOI. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance 'with ex..imng regulatory requrrements and General Plan Policies would rrunimize 

adnrse unpacts to libraries to less than significant levels. The proposed proicct would have a less than 

significant direct, indirect, and cumulative unpact co library facilities and services. Accordingly, no 

changes or alteraaons to tl1e proposed project were required to avoid or substantially lessen an} 
significant ennronmental impacts under those thresholds. 
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14. Recreation 

Impact 5.16-1: The proposed project would g enerate additional residents that would increase 
the use of existing park and recreational facilities . [Threshold R-1] 

General Plan 

Buildout of the proposed proiect would allow for the deYelopment of up to 1 1,51 1 dwelling units 

(5,494 uruts III the City and 6,017 unHs in the SOI), wluch would result m an estimated pop ulation of 

39,298 residents (18,720 residents in the City and 20,578 residents tn the SOI). The proposed project 

would increase the existing population in the City and SOI from 202,630 residents to 241,928 residents 

by buildout. This mcrease in population would rncrease the use of existing park and recreaaonal 
facilities. 

There 1s no state or federal statute detailing how to calculate the City's le,·el of park service. Typically, 

each jurisdiction determines the appropriate park standard based on d1e guidance provided by Section 

666477 of the Cai.J.fornia Government Code, commonly referred to as the Quimby Act. The Cay's park 

standard is 3 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents. Table 5.16-2, Demand for Puhbc Parks in the C'ity and 

SOI al General Plan Buzldo1d. 011 page 5.16-20 of the DEIR, summarizes the aYai.labili ty of parkland in 

the City and SOL The General Plan would result 111 an increase in park.land demand of 56 acres rn the 

City and 62 acres in the SOI, for a total of 118 acres. 

\'(!Jule there 1s a deficiency of parkland of approximately 330 acres, 1f pnvate golf courses arc excluded, 

golf courses are anilable for public use, and there 1s approximately 474,167 acres of natural open space 

111 or ad,acent to the Cu:y, which is more than adequate publicly av:ulable recreational land in the Cu:y 

and SOI. As identified in Table 5.16-2, the park needs of the addiaonal growth would be 

accommodated by d1e ex.istmg parkland in the Ciry and SOI. New de"clopment would be required to 

pay development impact fees and/or dedicate parkland or pay an in-lieu fee. The availability of new 

facilities would prevent the accelerated physical detenoration of existing facilities. The Ciry also 

includes trails, special use and mmi parks, recreauonal programs and amenities, and Join t-use school 

faciliaes to sen·e the proposed residen ts. The General Plan Update includes policies that support a 

comprehensive and ample system of parks in the C1ty including: PR-1.1, PR-1.4, PR-1.5, PR-1.7, PR-
2.2, and PR-2.8. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C:\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 20-W 

reduction goals. 1be proposed C-\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses m the Cuy. The C-\P would not increase 

demand for recreational facilities or services in the City or SOI. Therefore, unpacts would be less than 

significant. 

Finding. Compi.J.ance with eXJstmg regulatory requu-ements and General Plan Policies would 

mirunuze adverse impacts to park facilities to less than significant levels. The proposed proJect would 
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ha\·e a less than s1gnificanr direct, 111dtrect, and cumulatt\'e impact to park faalmes and services 

Accordmgly, no changes or alterauons ro the proposed project were required to a\'01d o r substanually 

lessen any significant cnv1ronmental impacts under those thresholds 

Impact 5.16-2: Implementatio n of the proposed General Plan U pdate wo uld not result in 
e nvironmental impacts associated with new and/ or expanded recreational 
facilities. [Threshold R-2) 

General Plan 

Based on the City's populaaon growth and an1labilit) of funds, portions of unde\·eloped land would 

be improved as parks and recreauonal facilities to provide residents with new recreational oppornmiues 

while meeting the City's parkland standard of 3 acres per 1,000 residents. Parks are also a perrrutted 

use under o ther land use designaLions (e.g. residential land uses), which could result ll1 the development 

of additional parkland oppornmities oumde of park-designated parcels. De\'elopment and operaoon 

of future new or expanded parks and rccreauonal faciliues mar have an ad\·erse rrnpact on the 

ennronment Subseguent eiw1ronmental revie'"' for mdindual park de\·elopment would be required. 

Potentially adn:rse impacts to the enY1ronment that may result from the expansion of parks and 

recreat10nal facilioes pursuant to buildout of the proposed land use plan would be less than s1gn1ficant 

upon the 1rnplementauon of rhe General Plan Cpdates' goals and policies, and 1rnplementation acuons, 

and ei-.is ung federal, srnce, and local regulaoons ll1erefore, the proposed General Plan Update would 

not result m s1gnifica111 tmpacts relating 10 new 01 expanded recreauonal facilities. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the Cny\ C\P focuses on Gf!G reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduc11on goals. The proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

errussions generated by existing and proposed land uses 1n the City The CAP would not affect 

recreaoonal facilities or seIYtces in the Ciry or SOI 111erefore, impacts would be less than s1gruficant 

Finding. Compliance with ex1sang regula10ry requirements and General Plan Pohaes would mimrruze 

adverse impacts to park faciliues to less than significant levels. l11e proposed proiect would haYe a less 

than significant direct, 1nd1rect, and cumulam·e 1rnpact from new or expanded recreauonal facilioes . 

. \ccordmgly, no changes or alteraaons to the proposed proiect were regurred to avoid or substanuaUy 

lessen any s1gmficant em'tronmental impacts under those thresholds 

15. Transportation 
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Impact 5.17-1: The Corona General Plan is consistent with adopted programs, plans, 
ordinances, and policies addressing the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities in the City. [Threshold T-1] 

General Plan 

The City of Corona General Plan 111cludes LOS policies to prm·ide a susminable roadway network in 
the Cay. The traffic unpact analysis includes an evaluation of hov.' the proposed General Plan Update 

affects the City's roadway network, based on the City of Corona's LOS policies identified rn the 

General Plan 111 Section 5.2, lntersedio11 Operation; A.nafy1if, and Section 5.3, Roadu1q; Segment Ana/pis (see 

Appendix 1\1 of the DEIR). However, these are not considered CEQ,-\ impacts pursuant to Section 

21099(b)(2). The C1ty's transportation network has pedestrian, bicycle, and public transit facilities to 

support alrernauve modes of transportauon. lmplementauon of the proposed project would increase 

demand for public transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities, which would require the unprm·ement and 

expansion of 1he circulation sys tem. The Circulation Element mcludes policies that support public 

tranSlt, bicycle unprovemcnts, and improvements to the pedesrnan facilities by closing gaps 111 the 

network, expanding the network, and coordinating with regional agencies (see Policies CE-4.1 through 

CE-4.HJ for transit and Policies CE 5.1 through CE-5.10 for bicycle and pedestnan facilities). These 

policies supporr rhe implementation of Complete Streets, rhrough a layered network approach, 

consistent wirh the State's Complete Streets Act. 

The proposed General Plan's consi~tenc) with the 2016 SCr\G Regional Transportation 

Pbn/Sustrunability Community Strategy (RTP /SCS) is detailed in Section 5.11, l.Lmd Use and Plarmmg, 
of the DEIR. The goals of the RTP /SCS focus on transit, transportation and mobility. and protecuon 

of the envtronment and health of residents. Therefore, unpacts would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update ro the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducnon strategics to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. ·n1e proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GI IG 

emissions generated by ex.is ting and proposed land uses in the City. Goal 7 of the CAP directs the CJty 

to decrease GHG emissions by reduong VMT. The CAP measures would encourage use of alternaa,·e 

modes of transportauon and overall reduce trips and associated VI\IT. Therefore, the City's CAP would 

result in beneficial impacts to traffic. 

Finding. Compliance with ex.1sung regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

ad,·erse impacts to uansporration to less than significant le,·els. The proposed project would have a 

less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact to programs, plans, and policies regarding 

transportauon. ,-\ccordi.ngly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid 

or subscantiall) lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.17-2: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Impacts that Cannot be Mitigated 
to Below the Level of Significance. 
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Impact 5.17-3: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Impacts that Cannot be Mitigated 
to Below rhe Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.17-4: Circulation improvements associated with the future development that would 
be accommodated by the General Plan Update would be designed to 

adequately address potentially hazardous conditions (sharp curves, etc.) 
potential conflicting uses, and emergency access. [Threshold T-3 and T-4) 

General Plan 

Buildout of the General Plan would uwolve the alterauon, intensificauon, and red1s tribuuon of land 

uses in the unincorporated County. The Circulation Plan includes circulation network improvements 

which would be subject to re,·1ew and future considerauon by the City's Pubbc \X'orks engineering 

staff. An evaluauon of the roadway alignments, intersect:Jon geometrics, and traffic control features 

would be needed. Roadway 1mprovements would have to be made in accordance with the City's 

cirrnlarion plan and roadway design guidelines and meet design guidelines in the California Manual of 

Unifom1 Traffic Control Devices and the Caltrans Roadway Design Manual. 1l1e Circulation 

Element includes policies to improve the safety of all users of the transportation system: CE-1.4, CE-

5.1, CE S.3, CE-5.8, CE-6.5, CE-6.6, ER-12.9, LU-12.9, and LU-17.25. Therefore, the General Plan 

Update would nor result 111 hazardous condiuons, create conflicting uses, or cause a demment to 

emergency vehicle access. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the Cit}'s CAP focuses on GI-JG reducuon strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP 1J:ould implement the General Plan and would help reduce 

GHG emissions generated by exist.mg and proposed land uses 111 the C1ty. Measures 7. J and 7.2 of 

the CAP would encourage use of altemati,·e modes of mmsporrarion and overall reduce trips and 

associated VJ\-IT. Therefore, implementation of the City's CAP would result 1n benefiaal impacts to 

traffic. 

Finding. Compliance with exisung regulatory reguirements and General Plan Pobcies ,vould 

minimize adYerse impacts to transportation to less than significant levels. The proposed project 

would have a less than s1gniftcanr direct, mdirect, and cumulative 1mpact from roadway hazards. 

Accordingly, no changes or alterations ro the proposed project were required to a,·oid or substanoally 

lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

16. Utilities and Service Systems 
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Impact 5.19-1: Project-generated sewer would be adequately treated by the water reclamation 
serviced providers for the project. (Thresholds U-1 (part) and U-3) 

General Plan 

Buudout of the proposed proiect would mvoh·e rhe mstallaaon of new or expanded sewer laterals and 

mains m the City and SOI. Full buildout under the proposed General Plan Update is estimated to 

generate an mcrease of total sewer flows 1n the City and SOI b} 4,058,546 GPO or 12 percent, as 

shown in Table 5.19-3, Central Plan Update Seu,erGeneralton, on page 5.19-9 of the DEIR. lbe 1.8 l\fGD 

(1,830,240 GPD) change in sewer flows between existing condition~, 15.2 MGD (15,270,981 GPO), 

and proposed condiaons, I 7.1 MGD (17,101,221 GPD) would not exceed the projected furure 

capaaty of the City's W'RFs which has a total future treatmenr capacity of 18 l\fGD. Addiuonally, the 

City's \'('Rfs would abo have the capacity to receive portions of the proposed increase in sewer flows 

from the SOJ 

Porrions of the SO I's sewer flows to the TV\'('D and WRC\'<'TP, which have capacities of 2.3 J\.1GD 

and 14 l\IGD, respectively. Both \'('\\?TPs would be able to receive portions of the proposed 2.2 MGD 

(2,228,306 GPD) mcrease m flows spread acro,s the SOI. HGSD has mdicated thar flows beyond 0.2 

MGD anticipated inns service area would regutre consultaaon with HGSD staff to evaluate potential 

impacts, but that HGSD can accept a port.ion of the flow increases proposed for the SOI. Furthermore, 

through updaung appropriate master plans, long-term capital improvement budgets, and assessment 

districts. TV\'\'D would be able to receiYe increased in flows consistent wuh the bu1ldout proposed 

under implernentauon of the proposed project. The anticipated increase under the General Plan 

Update are no1 anacipated to create any maior deficiencies in sewer lines across the City and SOI 

Deficient lines would be improved through developer fees for new development and redevelopment 

pro1ects and capital reserves. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated from the construcuon or expansion 

of sewer faaliues, or to provide capacities as a result of project implementation. 

Climate Action Plan 

The Update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses m the City. The CAP would not affect sewer 

treatmenr facilities or capacities. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Comp!Jance with exisnng regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would mi.nuruze 

ad\·erse impacts to utiliaes and sernce systems to less than sign1fican1 levels. The proposed project 

would have a less than significant direct, indirect, and cumulatiYe in1pact to wastewater treatment 

faciliues. ,\ccordmgly, no changes or alterations to the proposed projecr were reguired to avoid or 

substantially lessen any significant ennronmental unpacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.19-2: Water supply and delivery systems are adequate to meet project requirements. 
[Thresho lds U-1 (part) and U -2] 

General Plan 

Bwldout of the proposed project would mcrease the population in the City and SOI by approximately 

11,511 residents, and an mcrease of 26,476,352 square feet of non-residential uses. Speafic impacts on 

the regional water system would be determined when the Corona \X1ater !\[aster Plan and respecuve 

planning documents for the SOI are updated to reflect the land uses assooated with the proposed 

project However, major deficiencies are not anticipated as the City has confirmed that it would have 

adequate capacity to accommodate the proposed increases in water demands under the proposed 

project. Table 5.19-9, Propo,ed IFater Dema11dr, on page 5.19-32 of rhe DEIR, shows the proposed water 
demands m the City and SOI. \\::1ater demands would increase by 5 97 MGD (5,967,182 GPD) in the 

Ciry and SOI, wluch is an increase of 22 percent. The C1ty has a total capaaty of 35 MGD and a total 

unported water supply of 35.6 MGD. The proposed increase of 2.4 MGD (24,61,203 GPD) for the 

City and 3.5 MGD (3,465,326 GPD) can be served by the City's current water resources \\~thout the 

need for new or expanded enutlements. Recycled water production 1s estimated to increase to 7.8 

percent, which is an increase of 0.88 MGD by 2040.TV\X'D and HG\X'CD receive imported water 

from \1:1\1\X'D which would be adequate supply to meet the proposed increases in demand under the 
butldout of the proposed project. 

Individual proJects would be subject to Ciry perrruts, fees. and applications 10 order to ensure tha1 these 

proiects would not pose burdens on the existing mfrastrucrure. TI'i\ill and EVM\X!C would both be 

able to sen·e the increased demands through updating master plam and developer fees to 

accommodate for any expansions to infrastrucn1re that may be necessary. No s1gn1ficant impacts would 
occur 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the C1ry's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 
reduction goals The CAP would nor affect water treatment facilities or water supplies. Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance wi th existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would mmunize 

adverse impacts to ucilmes and service systems to less than significant levels. The proposed project 
would have a less than sigrnficant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact to water supply and treatment 

facilities. Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid or 
substantially lessen any s1gruficant environmental unpacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.19-3: Existing and/ or proposed storm drainage systems are adequate to serve the 
drainage requirements of the proposed project. [Threshold U-lJ 

General Plan 

Poruons of the Cay and SOI are n1l11erable to flooding. To prennt and control flo,\~11g, the Ci!) 

prepared a Stom1 Drain Master Plan which provided three deficiency remedies to prennt and control 
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flooding. Future 1ndi,·1dual developments built according to the proposed General Plan Cpdare would 

require an assessment of how the project would affect the existing and proposed storm drain system 

Proiects must develop a project-specific \'(' ater Quality Management Plan (\X'Q:t\1P) chat describes the 

menu of BJ\fl>s chosen for the p roject to mminuze site rnnoff, as well as mclude operation and 

maintenance requirements for all structural and any treatment control Bl\1Ps. Funding for drainage 

facilities would come from denlopment impact fees collected under Chapter 16.23, De11elopmenf lmpad 
Fees, of the City's Municipal Code. 

The General Plan Update mcludes several policies to reduce stonnwater runoff and ensure sufficient 

infrastructure is installed 1n new development, such as Policy IC 5.9. Therefore, the policies of the 

General Plan Update, as well as the improYements recommended in the Storm Drain !\faster Plan 

Cpdate would reduce the potenual impans of development on the drainage system. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the Cay's C\P focuses on GHG reducuon strategies ro achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP would llTiplcmenr rhe General Plan and would help reduce G I IG 

enussions generated by exist1ng and proposed land uses in the City. The CAP would nor affect sronn 

dramage in the City or SOI. Imp acts would be less than significant. 

Finding. Compliance "--ith existing regulatory requirements and General Plan Policies would nurunuze 

adnrse impacts to utilities and sen·ice sys1ems to less than sigrnficant levels. The proposed proiect 

would ha,·e a less than significan1 direct, mdu-ect, and cumulaave impact to stonnwater facilmes . 

. -\ccordi..ngly, no changes or alterations to the proposed pro1ect were required to aY01d or substantially 

lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.19-4: Ex isting and/ or proposed facilities would be able to accommodate project­
generated solid waste and comply with related solid waste regulations . 
[Thresholds U -4 and U-5) 

General Plan 

1\s sho,m 1n Table 5.19-11, Corona Solid 111/a.rfe Generation, on page 5.19-➔6 of 1he DEIR, the General 

Plan Update would result m an increase of 63,900 tons per year (approximately 17 5 tons per day). 'The 

two landfills accepting the maiori ty of landfilled solid waste from Corona ha\·e a tot.11 remauung 

capacity of 178,177,170 cubic yards, and a combined residual datly disposal capamy of 14,817 tuns per 

day The estimated closing dates of the landfills are 2051 and 2021 . There is adequate landfill capacity 

in the region for solid waste that would be generated by the General Plan Update buildout. Therefore, 

impacts would be less than signi ficant. Additionally, the following General Plan policies would reduce 

the amount of solid waste disposed on in landfills: ll' -6.4, IL'-6.5, and IU-6.6. Additionally, new 

development projects approved by the City of Corona pursuant ro the General Plan Cpdate would 

contain srorage areas for recyclable materials 1n conformance \l.,ich Cal.ifomia Public Resources Code 

Sect.ions 42900 er seq., and C1ty of Corona Mumcipal Code Chapter 8.20, Col!ed1o!I ojRef11,e and Reqdable 

Materials. Therefore, impacts would be less than sigmficant. 
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Climate Ac tion Plan 

The update to the City's C1\P focuses on CHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. TI1e proposed C..\P would implement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by exisang and proposed land uses in the Cny. Measure 8.1, RtdHce lVasre to 

undfills, of the C..\P a1ms at decreasing GHG emissions by reducing solid waste generation. Therefore, 

the CAP would result m beneficial impacts to ml.id waste disposal from efforts to reduce landfill.mg of 
solid waste. 

Finding. Compliance with ex.1st.mg regulatory reqmrements and General Plan Policies would minimize 

adverse unpacts to utilmes and sen"1ce sy~rems to less than s1grnficant levels. The proposed project 

would have a less than s1grnficanr direct, indirect, and cumulative impact to solid waste disposal services 

and facilities. 1\ccordmgly, no changes or alterations to the proposed proiect were requu:ed to avoid or 

substantially lessen any s1grnficant em·ironmental impacts under those thresholds. 

17. Wildfire 

Impac t 5.20-1: Buildout of the proposed project would not substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. [Thresho ld W-1] 

General Plan 

The City of Corona has prepared an Emergency Operation Plan (EOP) ro ensure the most effective 

allocauon of resources for the maximum benefit and protecuon of the civilian population m time of 

emergency The City's Local Hazard M.1t:iganon Plan (LH~fP) 1s designed to identify local hazards and 

provide mitigation measures to address these hazards. Buildout of the proposed General Plan would 

not result m subs tanual changes to the circulation patterns or emergency access routes in the City of 

SOI 1denafied m the City's LH~fP and EOP. ,\s stated in Chapter S.l S, PHbli<' Senit<'e.,, of the DEIR, 

currently the Corona Fi.re Department cannot meet its response time goals• in the penphery. 

Emergency management functions arc coordrnated through the Emergency Management Division, 

under tl1e Corona Fire Department. The Corona Fire Department works \\~th an array of conununit:y 

partners, including utility service providers, schools, community orgaruzauons, residents, and other 

local entities. l\iurual and automatic aid agreements are also rnamtamed 'with numerous surrounding 

local, state, and federal agencies to allow for appropriate backup services in case of an emergency, 

disaster, or other sJJn.ilar eYent. 'TT1e Corona Fire Department Structure Protection Plans (SPPs) identify 

the evacuation routes for the 12 areas within the urban-wildland interface. Future de,·elopment would 

be requu:ed to comply wllh applicable fire and building codes. To ensure emergency scrnces in the 

C1ty and SOI are not 1mpau:ed by future de\'elopment, all development projects in the City and SOI 

are rc,·1ewed by the Corona Fire Department pnor to approval Additionally, the follo·wing poltaes are 

identified .m the General Plan Cpda te to ensure effective emergenc) response: PS-1 1.1, PS-11 .2, PS-

' The Corona Ftrc Department l!oals art' 7 minute, and 30 second, from 9-1-1 nouficauon for m1rtal attack ururs and 6 
minute, and 25 , ccond, fo, ftrt' and spcc,al opnat,ons 
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11.5, PS-11.6, PS-11.10, PS-10.11, and PS-I 0.12 By complpng wnh regulations and the General Plan 

Update policies, impacts would be less than s1gn1ficant 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on G HG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals . TI1t: proposed CAP would unplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

errussions generated by exisw1g and proposed land ,ue sm the C1ty. The C-\P would not impair 

emergency response plans or emergency eYacuation plans. Therefore, impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory n:gu1rements and General Plan Pol.tcies would m!fWnize 

adverse impacts from wildfire to less than significant levels. TI1e propm.cd project would haYc a less 

than significant direct, indirect, and cumulati\·e impact from emergency response plans. Accordmgly, 

no changes or alterations to the proposed project were reguired to avoid or suhstantially lessen any 

significant em·1ronmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impac t 5.20-2: The proposed project "tvould not exacerbate wildfire risks due to slope, 
prevailing winds, and other factors, thereby exposing project occupants to 
elevated particulate co ncentratio ns from a wildfire. [T hreshold W-2] 

General Plan 

The City of Corona and its SOI 1s vulnerable to and at s1gruficant nsk of wtldftres Bordered by the 

Oe\·eland Nauonal Forest on the south, Chino Hills State Park on the northwest, and Gavilan Hills 

on the eastern front, Corona is surrounded by areas wHh fuel mixes that could easily ignite and 

encroach onto the commurul). Dunng a \l.~ldftre event, people witlun the :ur basm are exposed to 

elented kYels of particulates. The City has approximate!)' 9,300 hous111g unlls and 3 million square 

feet of office, commercial, and mdustrial bu1ldmgs in the VHFH SZ. These include two freeways (1-1 S 
and SR-91 ), electrical transmissions lines, and some public milities. ·111e prunary assets at risk are seYen 

water rescrYoirs and two radio communication towers situated w1th1n the VHFHSZ. ll1ese facilmes 

han'. been hardened by undergrounding utilities, or employed other appropriate measures that protect 

such facilities from damage. 

The City bas received a grant to establish a Fire Safe Council that will cm·er the Cil)•'s \'HFIISZ. The 

City is preparing a Community \X'ildflre Planning Program (C~'PP) that addresses nonconforlTilng 

issues, and \vould reduce the eiusung risk from nonconforming development, through the Fire Safe 

Council. Developmcnr associated with buildout of the General Plan Update would result in new 

development \Vithi.n the urban-wildland interface and would place more asset, in the VHFHSZ. To 

protect development in the VHFI ISZ. the City reguires adherence to a wide range of state and local 

codes. DeYelopment in the urban-wildland interface is required to abide by the Corona P1re 

Deparunent's SPPs. \X'ith adherence to building pracuces and fuel modification reguirements m the 

SPPs, development associated \l.~th tJ1e General Plan buildout would not exacerbate risk. ,-\dditionally, 

the General Plan l'pdate includes the policies to rnmimize risk from wildfire to reduce associated poor 

air qualil) during wildf1res: Ll'-16.7, CE-1.12, PS-8.3, PS-9.3, and PS-9.4. 
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Climate Action Plan 

TI1e update to the C1ty's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategics to achieve the 2030 and 20-1-0 

reduct:Jon goals. The proposed CAP would IITlplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the C1ty. The CAP would not exacerbate 

'11.ri.ldfire risks. Therefore, impacts woul<l be less than sigmficant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatoi-y reqwrements and General Plan Policies woul<l minimize 

adverse impacts from wildfire to less than significant levels. The proposed project would have a less 

than sig111ficant direct, indirect, and cumulative unpact from wildfire hazards. Accordi11gly, no changes 

or alterations to the proposed project were required to avoid or substantially lessen any significant 
c1w1ronmental impacts under those thresholds. 

Impact 5.20-3: The proposed projec t would require the installation and maintenance o f 
as sociated infrastructure in areas that are undeveloped or vacant which could 
exacerbate fire risk or may result in temporary or o ngoing impacts to the 
environment. [T hreshold W-3] 

General Plan 

Buildour would result in additional infrastructure in unde,·eloped areas of the City and SOI in order to 

serve new development, some of which would be placed wahm the VHFHSZ. To protect development 

m the \'f IFHSZ, the City reqmres adherence ro a wide range of state and local codes, as well as the 

mea~ures in the SPPs for infrastructure within the urban-wildland interface, as weU as the follov.,ing 

General Plan Update Policies: PS-8.1 through PS-8.9, PS-9.1 through PS-9.9, and PS-10.1 through 10.9 

to nurunuze nsk from wildfire hazards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies 10 achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. TI1e proposed C1\P would IITlplement the General Plan and would help reduce GHG 

emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the Ciry. The CAP would not exacerbate 
'11.ri.ldfae risks. Therefore, unpacts would be less than sig111iicant. 

Finding. Compliance with existing regulatory requircments and General Plan Policies would mmunize 

adnrse impacts from wildfae lo less than sigrnficant levels. The proposed project would have a less 

than significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impact from infrastructure in v.rildfire hazard areas. 

Accordingly, no changes or alterations to the proposed project were regutred to avoid or substantiall1 
lessen any sigi11ficant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 
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Impact 5.20-4: The proposed project would not expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downs lope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. [Threshold W-4] 

General Plan 

\X'ildfires on hillsides can create hazards in the fonn of debris or mud flows. Debris/mud flows occur 

most freguently on hillsides that have little to no \·egetation and are most common following wildfires. 

To protect development in the VHFHSZ, the City reguires adherence to a wide range of state and 

local codes as well as the measures in the SPPs for new mfrastructure in these areas within the urban­

wildland mterface 111 order to minimize unpacts to the extent possible and ensure that development 

within the urban-wildland interface would not expose people or structures to s1gruficant risk associated 

with post-fire landslides, mudflows, and flooding. \'\'1th adherence to these building practices and fuel 

modification reguiremenrs in the SPPs, impacts associated w1th the General Plan buildout would nor 
exacerbate risk. 

As mdicated in SectJon 5.10, l ·fydrv!ogr and IFater_Quali[}, of the DEIR areas of the City adiacent to the 

Santa ;\na River, Temescal Creek and Mabey Canyon \X'ash are designated as Flood Zone A, whJCh 

indicates rhe area is within a 100-year flood zone, or mundated by one percent annual chance flooding. 

Portions of the City surrounding Temescal Wash, l\fain Street \'\1ash, and the Arlington Channel have 

been designated as Flood Zone XSOO, which is a 500-yen flood zone. The Depanment of \X'arer 

Resources (D\X'R.) Awareness Floodplain zones include areas identified by the State with a potenual 

for a 100-year flood but site-specific elevations and srudies have not been completed for these areas. 

Properues within the Awareness Floodplam may warrant further srudy 10 assess the risk of floodmg. 

Other portions of the Ciry are either designated as Viood Zone D, which is an area with undetermined 

possible flood hazards, or Zone X, which lies Olllside the 100-year and 500-year flood zones. New 

denlopment would be re9u1red to meet federal floodplain regulations, including that the lowest floor 

of the structure 1s raised above 100-year based flood elevation. Therefore, unpacts to the exposure uf 
strucrures or people to flooding as a result of post-fire slope instabtlity would be less than significant. 

As md.icated m Sect:Jon 5.7, GeologJ and Soils, of the DEIR, margmally stable slopes (includmg existmg 

landslides) may be subject to landslides caused by earthquakes. The landslide hazard depends on many 

factors, mcluding existing slope stability, shaking potential, and presence of existing landslides. The 

terrain of the Ciry is varied, ranging from relaovely flat to hill). Grading permits for hillside 

denlopments must ha,·e an engineering geology report prepared and submitted to the City. Therefore, 

impacts as a result of post-fire slope instability would be less than significant. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update ro the City's CP focuses on GHG reducoon strategies ro ach1e\·e he 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The proposed CAP would 1111plemem the General Plan and would help reduce 

GHG emissions generated by existing and proposed land uses in the City. T11e C,\P would not 

exacerbate wildfrre risks. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 
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Finding. Compliance With exist:lng regulatory requirements and General Plan PolJC1es would 

minimize adYerse impacts from \Vi.ldfire to less than signiGcant levels. The proposed p roject would 

have a less than significant d1rect, indirect, and cumulative impact from post-ftte slope instability. 

Accordmgly, no changes or alterations to the proposed pro1ect were required to avoid or substantially 
lessen any significant environmental impacts under those thresholds. 

C. FINDINGS ON SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS THAT CAN BE 
REDUCED TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 

The follm.vmg summary describes impacts of the proposed proiect that, without mJUgation, would 

result in s1gruficant adverse impacts Cpon unplementaaon of the rniagation measures provided in the 
EIR, these impacts would be considered less than significant. 

1. Air Quality 

Impac t 5.3-1: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impac ts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to B elow the Le11el of Significance. 

Impact 5.3-2: see Section D . Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated co Below the Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.3-3: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to Below the Level of Significance. 

Impact 5.3-4: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitig ated to Below the L evel of Significance. 

Impact 5.3-5: see Section D. Significant and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that Cannot be 
Mitigated to Below the Le vel of Significance. 

Impact 5.3-6: Industrial land uses accommodated under the General Plan Update could create 
other emissions, such as those leading to objectionable odors, that would adversely 
affect a substantial number of people. (Threshold AQ-4] 

Support for this envrronmental impact conclusion is fully discussed in Section 5.3, Air Q11alifJ, and in 
particular, starung on page 5.3-43 of the DEIR 
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General Plan 

Growth \\~tlun the City and SOJ under the General Plan Cpdate could generate new sources of 

odors. Nuisance odors from land uses in the SoCAB are regulated under SC'\QMD Rule 402, 

Nuisance. Industrial land uses ha,·e the potenual to generate objectionable odors, however, these 

uses would be limited to the areas designated LI and GI which are generally in the northern areas of 

the City and SOJ along the SR-91 corridor and along the eastern side of 1-15 in the SOI. \•;rhi]c 

industrial land uses associated 'with the General Plan Cpdate would be required to comply with 

SCAQMD Rule 402, additional measures may be necessary to prevent an odor nuisance. Therefore, 
impacts are potentially sigruficant. 

Residennal and other nonrcsidenual, nonindustrial land uses that would be accommodated bv the 

General Plan Update could result 111 the generation of odors such as exhaust from landscaping 

equipment and from cooking. Howe,·er, unlike industrial land uses, these are not considered 

potenual generators of odor that could affect a substantial number of people. Nwsance odors are 

regulated under SCAQMD Ruic 402 which requires abatement of any nuisance generating a Yenfie<l 

odor complaint. Therefore, impacts are less than significant. 

During constn1ction activities of development proiects that would be accommodated by the General 

Plan Update, conHrucuon equipment exhaust and application of asphalt and architectural coatings 

would temporarily generate odors. However, construction-related odors would be temporat)' and 

intermment and would be confmed to the immediate ,·1cm11y of the construcuon equipment m use. 
Therefore, impacts arc less than sigmficant. 

Mitigation Measure: 

AQ--1 Prior to discretionary approval by the City of Corona, if it 1s deternuned that a 

development pro1ect has the potent1al to ermr nuisance odors beyond the property !me, 

an odor management plan shall be prepared by the project applicant and submitted to the 

City of Corona Planning Division for review and approval. Facilit1es that have the 

potential to generate nuisance odors mclude, but are not limited to: 

• 

\'\'astewater treatment plants 

Composung, green waste, or recycling facilities 

Fiberglass manufacturing facilities 

Painting/ coating operations 

Large-capacity coffee roaster, 

Food-processmg facilities 

The odor management plan shall demonstrate compliance with the South Coast Air 
Quality J\[anagement Distrtct's Rule 402 for nlllsance odors. The Odor Management 

Plan shall identify the best a,·ailable control technologies for toxics (T-BACTs) that 

will be utilized ro reduce potenual odors to acceptable levels, mcluding appropaate 

enforcement mechanisms. T-BACTs may include but are not limited to scrubbers (i.e., 

air pollution control dences) at the mdustnal facility. T-B:\CTs 1dennfied in the odor 
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management plan shaU be 1dent1fied as mitigation measures 111 the environmental 

document prepared for the development project and/ or mcorporated into the 

project's s11e plan 

Climate Action Plan 

The update 10 the City's C-\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reducrion goals. The proposed C\P would not affect the building density or mtensity allowed by the 

proposed land use plan and would not directly result m the generation of odors or other emiss10n. 

Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project that avoid or 

substanually lessen the significant environmental effect as idenufied in the DP.JR. These changes ne 

idenufied in the form of the nutigat1on measure above. The City of Corona hereby fmds that 

1mplementation of the miagation measure is feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

.tvliugation Measure AQ-4 would require an odor management plan to be prepared by the applicant 

and submitted to the City for re\'iew and approval if it is deternuned that a development project has 

the potential to emit nuisance odors beyond the p roperty line. The plan would demonscrate 

compliance wnh the South Coast Atr Quality J\lanagement District's Rule 402 for nuisance odors and 

would demonsu·ate the best available control le,·els includmg appropriate enforcement mechanisms. 

2. Biological Resources 

Impact 5.4-1: Buildout of the proposed Land Use Plan could impact sensitive species, plant and 
animal species known to occur in the City of Corona. [Threshold B-1) 

Support for this environmental impact conclusion is fully discussed in Sect10n 5.4, Biological Reso11,-,.es. 
and in parucular, starting on page 5.4-50 of the DEIR. 

Gene ral Plan 

Several large areas of open space wnh b10logical conservation resources surround the Ciry and SOI, 

including Chino Hills State Park, Cleveland Naaonal Forest, Lake l'vfathews Estelle Mountain Reserve, 

and Prado Basin which support a variety of plants and animals native to California. 

In addiaon to these permanently conserved open space areas, there is habitat in the City that supports 

sensitive species. A large portion of the Ciry is highly urbanized and provides minimal hab1tat value for 

sensiti\'e and special status species; howeYer, must of the SOI 1s undeveloped and mcludes areas with 

agnculture and natural vegetation. Lcss-de,·cloped areas of the Ciry and SOI that are currently open 

space, water features, or under agncultural use have the potenual to support nam'e species and natural 

communmes; urbanized areas t)l)ically du not have the potential to support biological resources. 
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Future development in accordance with the proposed land use plan may replace ex.isung vacant or 

undeveloped lands in the City and SOI with developed land uses or redevelop existing uses. The 

General Plan Update allmvs for development on \·acant urban land and agricultural land which could 

potentially include sensitive biological resources in the City and SOI. Huildout of the City and SOI in 

accordance with the General Plan Update could impact sensiti,·e natural communities, sensitive plants, 

and sensitive animal species in the City. Local, state, and federal agencies regulate sensitive biological 

resource; and require an assessment of their presence or potenual presence in the project vicinity pnor 

to the approval and construction of a proposed development project. These assessments would be 

conducted for all sensitive ,·egctation commumties and special status species that have the potential to 

occur within or immediately adjacent ro a proposed de\·elopmenr project site under the General Plan 

Update. The General Plan Environmental Resources Element includes goals and policies ro reduce 

impacts to Corona's diverse biological resources incluclmg Policies ER-6. 1 through ER-6.4. 

Additionally, the City 1s a paruc1pant of the \X 'estern Rfferside MSHCP \\-hich provides a framework 

for the CSF\X'S and CDFW to grant take authonzauon for species covered by the MSHCP that are 

FESi\ and/ or CESA listed as threatened or endangered. In addition to the l\fSHCP, there is a long­

term HCP for Stephens' kangaroo rat which 1s admm1stered by the Rwcrside County Habirat 

Conservaaon Agency. The Stephens' kangaroo rat HCP still pro"1des take authorization for Stephens' 

kangaroo rat within its boundaries; projects in the eastem and southern poruons of the City and SOI 
would also comply with the HCP for Stephen's kangaroo rat. 

\v'hile adherence to the MSHCP, Stephen's Kangaroo Rat HCP, and the C1ty's policies protcccmg 

b1olog1cal resources would assist m reducmg impacts under the CESA and rESA, future development 

projects would require more detailed c,·aluations of biological resources and formulation of miugation 
measures, if needed, by a qualified biologist. 

Mitigation Measure: 

TI1e following mitigation measure was mcluded 111 the DEIR and the FEIR, and is applicable to the 

proposed proiect. The measure as pro,·1dcd include any re,·isions mcorporatcd in the FEIR. 

BIO-! Applicants for future development projects shall include a b1ologJCa! resources survey. 
1be biological resources survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. The biologJCal 
resources survey shaU include, but not be limited to: 

• 

• 

• 

1\n analysis of available literature and biological databases, such as the Cahforrua 

Na rural Di,·ersity Database, to determine sensitive biological resources that have 

been reported lustoncally from the proposed development project vicinity. 

,\ renew of current land use .lnd land ownership within the proposed 

development project \'Kinny. 

1\n assessment and mappmg of vegetation communiues present withm the 

proposed development project viciruty. 

,-\n enluauon of potential local and regional \\.-ildlife movement comdors . 

1\ general assessment of potential jurisdictional areas, including \\'etlands and 
riparian habitats. 
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B10-2 

Habitat Assessment If the proposed development projecr sire supports vegetation 

communmes that may provide habitat for plant or wildlife species, a focused habitat 

assessment shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to deterrrune the porential for 

special starus plant and/ or animal species to occur within or adjacen r to the proposed 

development project area. Adjoining properties should also be surveyed where direct 

or indirect pro1ect effects, such as those from fuel modification or herbicide 

application, could potentially exrend off-site. If feasible, the hab1tat assessment 

should be conducted during nondrought years. Vegetation commumoes should be 

classified and mapped to the allirnce or association level using classifica tion methods 

and membership rules accordmg to ,-1 Manual ~( Cal!f'ornia I 'egetalion, 2nd edition 
(2009). 

Focused Surveys. If one or more special status species has the potential to occur 

within the proposed development project area, focused species surnys shall be 

conducted to deternune the presence/absence of these species to adequately enluate 

potential direct and/ or indirect impacts to these species. 1l1e focused survey shall 

record the locauon and boundary of special starus species by use of global positioning 

sys tem (GPS). The number of individuals in each special status plant population shall 

be provided as counted (1f population is small) or esumated (if population is large). 

If applicable, information about the percentage of indinduals in each life stage, such 

as seedlings YS. reproducti,·e u1ci.JY1duals, should be prm·ided. I f feasible, images of 

the: target species and representative habitats should be mcluded to support 
mformation and descriptions. 

Preconstruction Surveys. If comtrucuon acti,·ines are not initiated immed.iately 

after focused surveys have been completed, addiuonal preconstrucuon speoal sta tus 

species surveys may be required to ensure impacts are avoided or mirumized to the 

extent feasible. If preconstruction activiaes are required, a qualified biologist would 

perform these survers as required for each special Stanis species that is known to 

occur or has a potential to occur within or adjacent to the proposed de,·elopment 
project area. 

Biological Resources Report. The results of the biological survey for proposed 

development proiects with no significant m1pacts may be presented in a biological 

survey letter report. For proposed development projects with significant impacts that 

require mitigation to reduce the impacts to below a level of significance, the results 

of the biological sun ·ey shall be presented m a biological technical report. 

Tf sensitive biological resources are identified ,,-ithin or adjacent to the proposed 

development project area, the construction lunits shall be clearly flagged to ensure impacts 

to sensiti,·e biological resources are avoided or minimized to the extent feasible. Prior to 

implementing construction acti,·it.ies, a qualified biologist shall verify that the flagging 

clear!} delineates the consrrnction limits and sens1t.i,·e resources to be a,·01ded. 
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BlO 3 

BI0-4 

If sensiti1·e biological resource~ are known to occur within or adjacent to the proposed 

development project area, a project-specific contractor training program shall be 

developed and unplemented Lo educate project contractors on the sensitive biological 

resources within and adjacent to the proposed development project area and measures 

being implemented to avoid and/ or minimize impacts to these species. A qualified 

biologist shall develop and implement the contractor training program. 

lf sensiti,·e biological resources are present within or adjacent to the proposed 

development project area and impacts may occur from implementation of construction 

activities, a qualified biological monitor may be required during a portion or all of the 

constructJon activities to ensure impacts to the sensitive biological resources are avoided 

or minimized co the extent feasible. The specific biological monitoring requirements shall 

be evaluated on a project-by-project basis. The qualified biological moilitor shall be 

appr01·ed by the City on a project-by-project basis based on applicable experience with 

the sensitive biological resources that may be impacted. 

Climate Action Plan 

TI1e update to the Ciry's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The C\ P would not affect biological resources in the City or SOI. Impacts would be 
less than significant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterations haYe been reqmred in, or incorporated into, the pro1ect that aYoid or 

substantially lessen the s1giiifican1 cnl'lronmcntal effect as 1denafied in the DEIR These changes are 

1dent1fied in the fom1 of the mitigation measure abon. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

rmplemencation of the nlitigation measure 1s feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopred. 

Rationale for Finding 

;\1itign1on l\lcasure BI0-1 would require that applicants of future de\ elopment mclude a biological 

resources survey which would include a habitat assessment, focused surveys, preconstruction surveys, 

and biological resources report if the proposed pro1ect site supports vegetation communmes that 

provide habitat for plant/v.,iJdlife species, if one or more special status species has the potentJal to 

occur within the project area, if constrncuon acov1ries are not iniaated immediately afrer focused 

surveys have been completed, and to present the results of the biological surYey for the proposed 

developmem pro1ects. /\iitigation l\lcasure BJ0-2 would requu-e that constrncoon lmuts be clearly 

flagged to ensure 1111pacts to sens1tin biological resources are avoided or minimized to the extent 

feasible 1f sensitiYe biological resources are identified witlun or adjacent to tl1e proposed development 

project area. l'v1itigation Measure B10-3 would require a project-specific contractor training program 

be developed and implemented to educate project contractors on sensitive biological resources within 

and adjacent to the proposed development area 1f sensiave biological resources are known to occur 

within or adjacent to the proposed development area. Mitigation l\1easure BI0-4 would require a 

qualified biological monitor be present during portions or all of the construcaon activ1tJes ro ensure 
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unpacrs to sensmve b1ologa:al resource~ are avoided or minimized to the extent feasible, if biological 

resources are present within or adjacent to the proposed development project area. 

Impact 5.4-2: Implementation of the proposed General Plan Update could impact sensitive natural 
communities, including wetlands and riparian habitat. [Threshold 8-2 (part)] 

Support for this environmental impact conclus10n is fully discussed in Section 5.4, B10/ogio-a/ Resource;, 
and in particular, starting on page 5.4-54 of the DEIR 

General Plan 

There are seYeral ephemeral washes that traverse the City and SOl. In additional, artificial (created) 

lakes and ponds are present ar Lake Temescal, Border Lake, and at the Cny's golf courses. \'\:etlands 

and npanan habitats with.in the undisturbed habitat may 111clude freshwater lakes/ponds, creeks, 

washes , aguifers, and other blue-line streams, which may support biological resources, includrng 

riparian vegetauon and associated wildlife species. A C:NDDB query identified 12 special species 

natural com.muniues that occur within the study area; six sensitive habitats have C:NDDB records 

withtn the Cay and SOI. All of the sensitiYc communities documented 111 the study area arc associated 

with ephemeral o r perennial water features, such as streams and washes. The goals and policies in the 

Environmental Resources Element would help conseIYe, protect, and manage Corona's biological 

resources, including natural and open space areas, hab1tats, hillsides, and ,vildlife. Specifically, Policy 
ER-9.2 would ensure that the C1~· conserves existing wetlands and wetland funcuons. 

Ho\\·eyer. the unplemcntn1on of rhe General Plan policies would not completely a\·oJ<.I impacts on 

wetlands and npanan resources. Future site-specific projects built in accordance v,:ith the General Plan 

Cpdatc could potentially impact these scnsirin riparian habitats and may be required to create or 

restore on-site or off-site habitat as a condioon of aUmving impacts to sensitive species. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The followrng mmgauon measure was included in the DF.IR and the FEIR, and 1s applicable to the 

proposed project. The measure as provided include any revisions incorporated in the FEIR. 

1310-1 Applicants for future development pro1ects shall mcludc a b1ological resources survey. 
The biological resources survey shaU be conducted by a qualified biologist. The biological 
resources suD·ey shall include, bur not be limited to: 

• An analysis of available literature and biological databases, such as the Califorrua 

Natural D iversity Database, 10 determine sensitive biological resources that han 

been reported historically from the proposed development project vicinity. 

• A renew of current land use and land ownership ,v1thm the proposed 
de,·elopment project vicinity. 

• An assessment and mapping of vegetation communities present w1tl11n the 
proposed development project vJCiniry. 

An e\·aluation of potenual local and regional v.i.ldlife movement corndors. 
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BI0-2 

• A. general assessment of potenual junsdictional areas, including wetlands and 

riparian habitats 

Habitat Assessment. If the proposed development project site supports vegetation 

communities that may provide habnat for plant or \vi.Id.life species, a focused habitat 

assessment shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the potential for 

special status plant and/ or animal species to occur w1clun or ad1acent to the proposed 

development project area. Ad1ommg propemes should also be surveyed where direct 

or indu-ect project effects, such as those from fuel modification or herbJCide 

application. could potentially extend off-sJte. lf feasible, the habitat assessment 

should be conducted during nondrought years. Vegetation communities should be 

classified and mapped to the alliance or associauon le,·el using classificauon methods 

and membership rules according to A ,\1a11ual of Ca4forma V,t~elatton, 2nd edition 
(2009). 

Focused Surveys. If one or more speaal status species has the potential to occur 

\Vlthm the proposed deYelopment project area, focused species surveys shall be 

conducted to determine the presence/ absence of these species to adequately evaluate 

potential d.u-ect and/ or indirect impacts to tl1ese species. 111e focused surver shall 

record the locatJon and boundary of special status species by use of global pos1uomng 

system (G PS). The number of indiYiduals in each special status plant population shall 

be provided as counted (i f population is small) or estimated (if population is large). 

If applicable, information about the percentage of individuals m each life stage, such 

as seedlings vs. reproducuve mdiv1duals, should be pro,·ided If feasible, images of 

the target species and representaoYe habnats should be included to support 

information and descripuons. 

Preconstruction Surveys. If construcuon activ1t1es are not mioated immediarcly 

after focused surveys have been completed, additional preconstruction special stan1s 

species surveys may be required to ensure impacts are avoided or nunitruzed to the 

extent feasible. If preconstrucoon act1v1ties are required. a qualified biologist would 

perform these survers as re9U1red for each special status species that is known to 

occur or has a potential to occur w1thm or adjacent ro the proposed development 
project area. 

Biological Resources Report. The results of the biological sun·er for proposed 

development projects with no significant impacts may be presented in a btological 

sun·ey letter report. For proposed development projects with significant impacts that 

require miugauon to reduce the impacts to below a level of s1gmficance, the results 

of the biological surYey shall be presented in a biological technical report. 

If sens111ve biological resources are idenufied \vithm or adjacent to tht proposed 

development project area, the construcuon linuts shall be clearly flagged to ensure impacts 

to sensitiYe biological resources are avoided or minimized to the extent feasible. Pnor to 

implementing consuuction acuv1ues, a qualified biologist shall verify that the flagging 

clearly delineates the construction limns and sensitive resources to be avoided. 
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BI0-3 

BJ0-4 

If sensim-e biological resources arc known to occur within or adiacent to the proposed 

developmenr project nea, a project specific contractor traming program shall be 

developed and implemented to educate proiect contractors on the sensltlve biological 

resources w1tlun and adjacent to the proposed development project area and measures 

being implemented to avoid and/ or minunize impacts to these species. A qualified 

biologist shall develop and implement the contractor trammg program. 

If sensnin biological resources are present within or adiacent to the proposed 

denlopment proiect area and impacts may occur from implementation of construction 

activities, a qualified biological momtor may be required dunng a poroon or all of the 

construction activities to ensure impacts to the sensiti,-e biological resources are avoided 

or minunized to the extent feasible. The specific biological mon1toring requirements shall 

be evaluated on a project-by-project basis. The qualified biological monitor shall be 

apprond by the City on a project-by-proiect baSIS based on applicable cxpcncnce ,v1rh 
the sensiu,·c biological resources that may be impacted. 

Climate Action Plan 

171e update to the City's C.\P focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve 2030 and 2040 reducuon 

goals. The CAP would not affect biological resources 111 the Ciry or SOI. Therefore, impacts would be 
less than s1gruficant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterations have been reqUlfed 111, or mcorporated 11110, the project that avoid or 

substantiall} les,en the significant em-ironmental effect as identified in the DEIR. These changes are 

idenufied in the fonn of the mitigauon measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementation of the m1tigauon measure is feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

l\litigation Measure BIO-1 would rcgwrc that app!Jcancs of future development 111clude a biological 

resources survey which ,..·ould include a habitat assessment, focused surveys, preconstruction surveys, 

and biological resources report if the proposed pro1ect site supports vegetauon commu111ties that 

pronde habitat for plant/wildlife species, 1f one or more special status species has the potenual to 

occur within the project area, if construction acti,-ities are not initiated immediately after focused 

surveys have been completed, and to present the results of the b1olog1cal sur..-cy for the proposed 

development projects. Mwganon l\Ieasure BIO-2 would require that construction Ii.mas be clearly 

flagged to ensure impacts to sensiuve biological resources are a,·01ded or mmimized to the extent 

feasible if sensiuve biological resources are identified withm or ad1acen1 to the proposed development 

pro1ect area. MHigauon t\feasure BIO-3 would require a project-specific contractor training program 

be de,-eloped and implemented to educate pro1ec1 contractors on sensitive biological resources witlun 

and adjacent to the proposed development area if sensitive biological resources are kno,..·n to occur 

within or adjacent to the proposed de,·elopment area. Mitigation :'.\1easure BlO-4 would require a 

qualified biological monitor be present dunng poruons or all of the construction actiYities to ensure 
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impacts to sensiove biological resources are avoided or minimized to the extent feasible, if biological 

resources are present \\~thin or adiacent to the proposed developrnenr project area. 

Impact 5.4-3: Buildout of the proposed project could impact undetermined amounts of wetlands 
and jurisdictional waters regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, and Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. [Thresholds B-2 (part) and 8-3] 

Support for tlus environmental impact conclusion 1s fully discussed in Section 5.4, Bio!q~ical R.esourm, 
and in particular, starting on page 5.4-55 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

De\·elopment 111 accordance with the General Plan Update could impact waters and wetlands 

jurisdictional to the CDF\X', C0rps, and Santa Ana R\X 'QCB Waters of the Unired States are 

jurisdictional to the Corps; \\'aters of the State are jurisd.tctional to the Santa Ana RQQCB and the 

CDF\\'; and wetlands meetmg certain cmena arc jurisdictional to the Corps and/or the CDF\\'. TI1e 

C1ty has a number of potential wetlands and riparian habitats tl1at may be regulated by the Corps, 

CDF\X', and/or Santa :\.na R\X'QCB pursuant to seYeral federal and state regulations. 1l1e proposed 

Ennronmental Resources Element includes goals and policies tha t minimize potential impacts to 

1urisd.tctional waters and wetlands for future de\'elopment withm Corona including Policies ER-5.1 
through ER-5.5, and ER-9.2. 

Future de\·elopment in accordance with the proposed General Plan l 'pdate could impact 1unsdJCuonal 

waters and/or wetlands d.trcctly or mdirectl). Therefore, a more site-specific biological assessment 

would be regutred ro protect waters onsite. A Jurisd.tcoonal delrneation may also be required by CDF\X' 
1f there 1s potcnual riparian habitat onsice. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The followmg miugauon measure was rncluded 111 the DEIR and t11c FEIR, and is applicable to the 

proposed proicct. The measure as provided mclude any revisions mcorporated in the FEJR. 

BI0-5 The Ciry of Corona shall reguire applicants of development project that have the 

potennal to affect 1unsd1ctional resources ro contract with a qualified biologist to 

conduct a junsdictional delineation following me methods outlined in the 1987 

L.:S.-\CE IVetland Del/11eation Manual and the R.egio11a/ Supplemmt to the USACE Wetland 

Delineation Manual.· A11d lr'est Region (USACE 2008) to map the extent of wetlands and 

nonwetland waters, determine jutisdiction, and assess potential impacts. The results 

of the delincaoon shall be presented in a wetland delineaoon report and shall be 

mcorporated 111t0 the CEQA document(s) required for approval and permitting of 
the proposed development proiect 

1\pplicants of development pro1ects that have the potennal 10 impact iurisdtcoonal 

features, as identified m the wetland delineation letter report, shall obtain permits and 

authorizations from tl1e ;\rmy Corps of Engineer~. Cahforma Department of Ftsh 
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and \\'ildl.Jfe, and/or Santa Ana Regional \"\later Qual.Jty Control Board The regularorv 

agenC) authonzat1on(s) would mclude unpact avoidance and rru111m1zat1on measure;; 

as well as rn1tigation measures for unavoidable 1mpacrs. Specific av01dance, 

mm1rn1zauon, and rrut1gation measures for impacts to junsd1cuonal resources shall be 

determmed through discussions ""';th the regulatory agencies dunng the proposed 

de\·elopment proiect perrrutt1ng process and may mcludc monetary contrtbuuons to 

a rrutigation bank or habllat creation, restoraaon, or enhancement. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the C11:y's CAP focuses on GHG reducaon strategies to ach1eYe 2030 and 2040 reducoon 

goals. The C:\ P \vould not affect biological resources m the Ciry or SOJ. Therefore, tmpacts would be 

less than sigrnficant 

Finding: 

Changes or alternuons haYe been required 111, or mcorporated mto, the proiect that avmd or 

,ubsranaally lessen the s1gn1ficant envu-onmental effect as 1dent1fied m the DEIR These changes are 

1dent1fied m the form of the nuugauon measure above. 'll1e Cit} of Corona hereby finds that 

unplementauon of the mmgauon measure is feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

f\1.Juganon :t\leasure BI0-5 would requu·c that appl.Jcants of development proiects that have the 

potenaal to affect 1unsdJctional resources contract wllh a qual.Jfied biologist to conduct a 1unsdJcuonal 

delineauon. Appl.Jcants of de\·elopment pro1ccts that have the potenual ro impact 1urisdicuonal 

features, as 1denufied m the wetland delmeation letter, shall obtam perm.lls and authonzauons from 

the Anny Corps of Engineers, Califorrua Department of Fish and \Vildl.Jfc, and/ or Santa .\na Regional 

\'tater Qualiry Control Board. 

Impact 5.4-4: Development pursuant to the proposed General Plan Update could adversely impact 
wildlife movement in the Bedford Wash to Lake Mathews Estelle Mountain Reserve 
Corridor. (Threshold B-4 (part)] 

Support for um env1Ionmental I.ITipact conclus1on is fully discussed m Section 5.4, B10/ogual R.rJc;rme,·, 

and m parocular, starnng on page 5.4-56 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

171e prunary wildlife movement and rrugratory corndors are features that I.ink large areas of open space. 

There are large areas of open space around che City and SOI, tncluding the Chmo Hills State Park, 

Cleveland Nauonal Forest, Prado Basin, and the Lake l\fathews Area The City 1s developed w1th 

rrurumal oppornmmes for \l:ildl.Jfe moYemcnt through the Cit); however, the SOl has s1gruficantl) 

more open space area suitable for \l.-ildlifc habnat. The l\lSHCP dcscnbes potential wildlife lmkages in 
the C1ry as follows: Temescal Canyon ,\rea Plan, Subu111t 1 (Santa ,\na R!Yer to Santa .\na ]\fountams) 

and Subunit 2 (Prado Basin); Temescal Can) on Area Plan, Suburut 3 (Temescal \X'ash \Ve,t); Temescal 
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Canyon Area Plan, Subunit 4 (La Sierra Hills/Lake ~1athews-\Xfest); and Temescal Canyon Are Plan, 

Subunit 5 (Iemescal/Sanra Ana Mountains). In addition to these linkages identified 111 the MS! ICP, 

open space areas w1thm the built environment of the Cil)' and SOI provide refuge for some wildlife 

species, particularly birds and small animals. Golf courses, parks, cemerenes, orchards, and other types 

of agricultural land uses may offer some habita t value. However, the most prominent features that ma} 

provide valuable habitat linkage in the City and SOI are the Bedford Wash and the Temescal Canyon 

\Xlash which connect the Cleveland Nauonal Forest and the Lake Mathews EsteUe Moun tam Resern. 

Furure development in accordance v.>ith the proposed General Plan Update could disrupt these wildlife 

linkages. Future development such as large, planned residential communities, business parks, or major 

roadways may obstruct existing local wildlife linkages. 17H' Environmental Resources Element 

identifies senral policies to reduce impacts to wildlife mm·ement including Policies ER 4.2, ER-4.3, 

ER-6.2, and ER-6.5. Despite adherence to the General Plan policies, de\·elopment in the City could 
still interfere ,vith the regional and local wildlife movement connections. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The following rruugation measure was included in the DEIR and the FEIR, and 1s applicable to the 

proposed project. 17H: measure as provided include any revisions incorporated m the FEIR. 

B10-6 The City of Corona shall require a habnat connectivil)-/wild!tfe corridor enluation for 

future de,·elopment projects that may impact existing connectivity areas and wtldlife 

linkages identified in Figure 5.4-7, Potential 111/i/dl{fe Movement Conidor.1, of the Draft EJR. 

which mcludes the Bedford \X'ash to Lake Mathews Estelle Mountain Reserve Corridor. 

The results of the evaluation shall be incorporated into the project's biological report 

required under ~uugation Measure BIO- !. TI1e evaluation shall also identify project design 

fearures that would reduce potential impacts and maintain hab1tat and ,vtldlife movement. 

To this end, the Cil)· shall incorporate the followmg measures, to the extent pracucable, 

for projects impacting wildlife movement corridors: 

• Conduct a habaat connecuv1ry/wildhfe corridor ernluation for future 

de,·elopmcnr projects. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Adhere to low density zonmg standards. 

Encourage clustering of de,·elopment. 

Avoid known sensitive biological resources . 

Provide shielded IJghung adjacent ro sensitive habitat areas . 

Encourage development plans that maximize wildlife movement. 

PrO\·ide buffers between development and wetland/nparian areas . 

Protect \\'etland/ riparian areas through regulatory agency permming process . 

Encourage wildlife passable fence designs (e.g., 3-strand barbless wire fence) on 

property boundancs. 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

Encourage preservation of nam·e habitat on che undevdoped remainder of 
developed parcels. 

;'11.mimize road/ dnveway de"elopment to help pre,·ent loss of habitat due to 

roadkill and habitat loss. 

L'se nauve, drought-resistant plant species in landscape design . 

Encourage participat1on in local/reg10nal recrea□onal tratl design effons . 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GI-JG reduction strategies to achieve 2030 and 2040 reducuon 

goals. The CAP would not affect biological resources m the C1ty or SOI. Therefore, impacts would be 
less than significant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterauons have been reqmred m. or incorporated mto, the project that avoid or 

substanually lessen the significant env1ronmental effect as identified in the DEIR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mJtigation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

1rnplementauon of the mitigation measure is feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Find ing 

'.\1.iugauon Measure BI0-6 would require a habitat connecuvi11·/wtlcllife comdor eYaluation for funire 

development proiects that may 1mpact exisung connecuvit:y areas and wildlife linkages identified in 

Figure 5.4-7, Potential lr'i/dli(e Mo,,eme11! Comdor,, of the DEIR. The results of the enlua tion should be 

incorporated into the project's biological report under i\1Jugation l\1easure BIO-I. 

Impact 5.4-5: Migratory birds known to occur with in the City of Corona and SOI would be protected 
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. [Threshold 8-4 (part)] 

Support for this environmental impact conclusion is fully discussed m Secoon 5.4. Brologi,al Resources, 
and in particular, starting on page 5.4-59 of the DEIR. 

Ge neral Plan 

:\ number of rrugratory bu-d species are known to occur with.in the City; butldout of the proposed 

project could impact these migratory birds through future deYelopment and removal of vegeration that 

could be used for nesting. The ]'vfigratory Bird Trea11· 1\ct administered by the USF\.v'S governs taking, 

k.tl.l.mg, possession, transportarion, and importation of rrugrarory bu-ds, thetr eggs, parts, and nesrs. It 

prohibits the take, possession, import, export, transport, sale, purchase, barter, or offering of these 

actiYities, except under a valid a permit or as permitted m rhe implemenong regulations. California law, 

parucularly rele,·ant statutes in the Fish and Game Code (FGC) pro,·ide protecoons for b1tds and their 

active nests. i\dditional mitigation requiring preconstructJon general nesung bird surveys is proY1ded 

ro ensure that active nests and suitable nesa.ng habitats are not 1mpacted during the general avian 
breeding season. 
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Mitigation Measure: 

The following rrutigauon measure ,vas mcluded m the DEIR and the FEIR, and is applicable to the 

proposed project. Tbe measure as provided include any revisions incorporated in the FEIR. 

BIO-7 The City of Corona shall require applicants for future development projects to contract 

with a qualified b10logist to conduct a preconstruction general nesting bi.rd survey within 

all suitable nesting habitat~ that mar be impacted by acuve construction during general 

:n·ian breeding season (February 1 through August 31). The preconstruction surveys shall 

be conducted no more than 7 days pnor to initiation of construction. If no active avian 

nests are identified within the proposed development project area or within a 300-foot 

buffer of the proposed development project area, no furrher mitigation 1s necessary. If 
acuve nests of avian species covered by the Fish and Game Code are detected within the 

proposed development project area or within a 300-foot buffer of the proposed 

development project area, construction shall be halted until the young have fledged, until 

a qualified biologist has determined the nest is inactive, or until appropriate miugauon 

meawres that respond to the ~pec1fic siruaaon have been developed and implemen1ed in 

consultation with the regulatory agencies. Based on the discreuon of the qualified 

biologist, the 300-foot buffer may be expanded as appropriate to the species. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's C\P focuses on GHG reducuon Hrategies lo achieve 2030 and 2040 reduction 

goals. The CAP would not affec1 b1ological resources in the Cm· or SOI. Therefore, impacts \\·ould be 
less than significant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorpornted into, the proiect that avoid or 

subsranually lessen the s1g111ficant env1ronmcntal effect as 1denufied tn the DEIR. TI1ese changes are 

idenufied in the fonn of the mitigation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementauon of the nutigation measure 1s feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

Miugation l\1easure BIO-7 would require applicants for future development projects to contract with 

a qualified b10logisr to conduct a preconstruction general nesung bu:d surYey within all suitable nesting 

habitats that may be impacts by accive construction during general avian breeding season (February 1 

through August 31). As indicated 111 l\fiugauon Measure BIO-7, the preconstrucllon surnys shall be 

conducted no more than 7 days prior tu initiation of construcuon, and if no active avian nests are 

identified within the proposed denlopment proiect area o r ,,.,ithin a 300-foot buffer of the proposed 

development project area, no further mmgauon is necessary. 
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3. Cultural Resources 

Impact 5.5-2: Future development in the City that would be accommodated by the General Plan 
Update could impact known and unknown archaeological resource. [Threshold C-2) 

Support for this em·ironmental impact conclusion is fully discussed in Section 5.5, Cu/111ral Reso,mes. 
an<l in particular, starting on page 5.5-35 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

,-\doption of the General Plan Update in itself would not directly affect archaeological resources. Long­

term implementation of the General Plan Cpdate land use plan could allow development including 

grading of known and unknown sensitive areas. Grading and construction acttvittes of undeveloped 

areas or redevelopment that reqmre5 more intensive soil excavauon than the past could potentially 

cause the disturbance of archaeological resources . .Archaeological sites are protected by a wide variety 

of state policies and regulations enumerated under the California Public Resource Code. Cultural 

resources are recognized as nonrenewable and therefore receive protecuon under the California Public 

Resources Code and CEQA. Under the I listoric Resources Element, the General Plan Update would 

also implement the polJCJes to reduce impacts of potenual development on cultural resources, such as 

the followmg policies: I IR-1.6, HR-3.1, HR-3.2, HR-3.3, HR-3.4, HR-3.5, HR-5.41, and HR-5.2. Long­

term implementation of the General Plan Cpdate could allow development rncludmg gradmg of 
unknown sens10ve areas wluch could impact archaeological resources. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The follov,ing mmgauon measure was included 111 the DEIR and the FEIR, and 1s applicable to the 

proposed project. The measure as pro\·ided include any revisions mcorporated in the FEIR. 

C:UL-5 To derermme rhe archaeological sensim·il)' for discrenonary proiects Wlthm the City, an 

archaeological resources assessments shall be performed under the supervision of an 

archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the Inrer1or's Professionally Qualified Standards 

(PQS) m either prehistoric or histonc archaeology. TI1e assessments shall include a 

Califorrua Historical Resources Information System (CH.RlS) records search and a search 

of tl1e Sacred Lands File (SI.F) mamta.111ed by the Nauve .Amencan Heritage CommJssion 

(N.A.HC). The records searches shall determine if the proposed project has been 

previously sun·eyed for archaeological resources, identify and characterize the results of 

previous culrural rernurce sun·eys, and cbsclose an) cultural resources that have been 

recorded and/ or enluared. A Phase ] pedestrian sun·ey shall be undertaken in areas that 

are unde\·eloped to locate any surface cultural materials. 

a. If potenuaUy significant archaeological resources are identified through an 

archaeolog1cal resources assessment, and impact~ to these resources cannot be 

:\\'oided, a Phase II Testing and fa·aluation investigation shall be performed by 

an nchaeologisr who meets the PQS pnor to any construction-related ground­

disrurbing activities to determine significance. lf resources determined significant 
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or unique through Phase II tesung, and site avoidance is not possible, appropriate 

site-specific mitigauon measures shall be established and undertaken. These 

rrught include a Phase Ill data recovery program that would be implemented by 

a qualified archaeologist and shall be performed in accordance with the Office of 

Historic Preservation's Ar,haeological RtsoHr.t Management Report1 (-1RJ\1R): 

Ruommended Conte11rs and Format (1990) and (,uidelines for Archaeologiml Resear,h 

Du£~11s (1991 ) . 

b. If the archaeological assessmt>nt did not 1denufy potenually significant 

archaeological resources within the proposed General Plan area but indicated the 

area to be highly sensitive for archaeological resources, a qualified archaeologist 

shall monitor all ground-disturbing construction and pre-construction activities 

111 areas wirh previous!) undisturbed s01I. The archaeologist shall inform all 

construction personnel prior to construction acovities of the proper procedures 

in the event of an archaeological discovery. The trammg shall be held 111 

conjunction with the project's initial on-site safety meeting, and shall explain the 

importance and legal basis for the protection of significant archaeological 

resources. In the event that archaeological resources (artifacts or features) are 

exposed during ground-disturbing activmes, construction acti-v1ties in the 

immediate vicinity of the discovery shall be halted while the resources are 

evaluated for s1gruficance by an archaeologm who meers the PQS. If the 

discO\·ery proves to be s1gi1.1ficant, It shall be curated with a recognized scientific 
or educational repository. 

c. If the archaeological assessment did not 1denuf) potentially sigi11ficant 

archaeological resources, but indicates the area to be of medium sensmv1ty for 

archaeological resources, an archaeologist who meets the PQS shall be retained 

on an on-call basis. The archaeologist shall inform aU construcaon personnel 

pnor to construction activmes about the proper procedures 111 the e\·ent of an 

archaeological discovery. The traimng shall be held in coniunction with the 

project's initial on-site safety meeting, and shall explam the importance and legal 

basis for the protecoon of significant archaeological resources. In the event that 

archaeological resources (artifacts or features) are exposed during ground­

disrurbmg acuvioes, construcuon activities in the unmechare ,·ICinity of the 

discovery shall be halted while the on-call archaeologist is contacted. If the 

discovery proves to be significant, ir shall be curated with a recog1112ed scientific 
or educauonal repositorr 

Climate Action Plan 

1l1e update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reducuon strategies to aclueve the 2030 and 2040 
reduction goals. TI1e CAP would not affect archeological sites resources in the City or SOI 

Therefore, unpacts would be less than significant. 

Finding: 
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Changes or alteranons have been required in, or mcorporated into, the project that avmd or 

substantially lessen the significant em·ironmental effect as identified in the DEIR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the m1tigat.ion measure above. The City of Corona hereb) fuids that 

implementation of the miugauon measure ts feasible, and the measure I$ therefore :.dopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

!\litigation Measure CUL-5 requt.res an archaeological resources assessment be performed under the 

supervision of an archaeologist to determine the archaeological senslU\'ity for discretionary projects 

within the City. 

4. Geology and Soils 

Impact 5.7-5: Future development in the City and SOI that would be accommodated by the General 
Plan Update could impact known and unknown paleontological resources. 
[Threshold G-6) 

Support for this em·ironmental impact conclus10n is ful.ly discussed in Secuon 5.7, GeologJ· a11d Soilr, and 

111 p,1rt1cular, starting on page 5.7-32 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

Paleontological resources are recognized as nonrenewable and therefore receive protection under the 

California Public Resources Code and CEQA. Adoption of the General Plan Update in Itself would 

not directly affect paleontological resources. Long-term implementaaon of the General Plan Update 

land use plan could allo~· de,·elopmcnt including grading, of known and unknown sensmve areas, 

which could potentially cause the disturbance of palcontological resources. 

Long-term 1mplemenrncion of the General Plan Update could al.low development, including grachng, 

on portions of the City and SOI with sensirivity to paleontological resources. Grading and construcuon 

activities of undeYeloped areas or redevelopment that requires more mtensi,·e soil excavarion than m 

rhe past could potenual.ly cause the c:lisrurbance of paleontological resources. l11erefore, fu ture 

development could p otentially unearth previously unknown/unrecorded paleontological resources. 

'I11e General Plan includes the followuig policies that have the potential to reduce in1pacts of potential 

de\·elopment on paleontological resources: HR-3.2, I IR-3.6, and HR-3.7. Before any de"elopment or 

rede\·elopment acm;ties can occur in the City, they must be analyzed for conformance w-ith the 

General Plan, zorung reqUt.rements, and other applicable local and state requirements; comply with the 

requiremenrs of CEQA; and obtain all necessary clearances and permits. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The follo,\o1ng rrutigaaon measure was mcluded in the DEIR and the FEIR, and is applicable to the 

proposed project. The measure as provided mclude any revisions incorporated in the FEIR. 

GE0-1 High and Low-to-High Sensi tivity. In areas designated as ba,·ing "high" or "lo-w-to­

b..igh" sensiti,·iry for paleontological resources, the project applicant sh al.I be required to 
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GE0-2 

GE0-3 

GEO 4 

GE0-5 

GE0-6 

submit a Paleontological Resources l\1onitoring and :Mitig:nion Plan (PR.\,fJ\fP). TI1e 

PR..Ml\fP shall be prepared by a Qualified Paleontologist meeting the standards of Society 

of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). The plan ~hall address ,pecifics of monitoring and 

mitigation based on t11e project area and project's construction plan, and shall take into 

account updated geologic mapping, geotechrucal data, updated paleontolog1cal records 

searches, and changes to the regulatory framework at the time of analysis. The PR.lv(MP 

shall be submitted to the City of Corona's Community De~-elopment Department prior 
to approval of a grading permit. 

High Sensitivity. Projects 1nvolving ground disnirbances in previously undisrurbed areas 

mapped as having "high" paleontological sensitivity shall be monitored by a gualified 

paleontological morutor on a full-time basis, under the supervision of the Qualified 

Paleontologist. Monitoring shall include inspection of exposed sedimentary units during 

acm•e excavations within sensitive geologic sediments. 111e monitor shall ha,·e authority 

to temporarily divert activity away from exposed fossils to evaluate the significance of the 

find and, if the fossils are detemuned to be s1g:iiificant, profess1onallr and efficiently 

recover the fossil specimens and collect associated data. The paleontological monitor shall 

use field data forms to record pertinent location and geologic data, measure straugraphic 

secuons (if applicable), and collect appropnate sedunent samples from any fossil localities. 

Low-to-High Sensitivity. l'ro1ects in,·olvmg ground disturbance m previously 

undisturbed areas mapped wtth "low-to-high" paleontological sensitivit} shall regu1.re 

monitoring if construction activity exceeds the depth of the low-sensitn·ity surficial 

sediments. The u11derlying ~ed.iments may have high sensmvity; therefore, work 111 those 

units shall reguire paleontological monitoring, as designated by the Qualified 

Paleontologi5t m the Paleonrological Resources l\fonitormg and l\1Jtigauo11 Plan 
(PR.\1!\.fP). 

Low Sensitivity. Projects involving ground disturbance m prenously und.isnirbed areas 

mapped as having "low" paleontological sensiti1·ity shall mcorporate worker training to 

make construction workers aware that, although paleonrological sens1civ1ty is low, fossils 

might still be encountered. TI1e Qualified Paleontologist shall o,·ersee this tra1rung as well 
as remain on call in the event fossils arc found. 

Unknown Sensitivity. Projects involving ground disturbance m previously undisturbed 

areas mapped as ha,·ing "unknown" paleontological sensiti,·ity shall retain a Qualified 

Paleontologist to conduct a field survey of the project area to detemune the sensici,·icy of 

the geologic unm, after which rhe relevant mitigation measures (GE0-1 through GE0-
4) shall be applied 

All Projects. ln the event of any fossil disco,·ery, regardless of depth or geologic 

format:.1011, construction work shall halt within a SO-foot radius of rhe find until its 

sig:iiificance can be determined b) a Qualified Paleontologist. Sigmficant fossi.ls shall be 

recovered, prepared to the point of curation, identified by gualified experts, Lsted in a 

database to facilitate analysis, and deposited in a desig:iiated paleontological curation 
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facility ill accordance with the standards of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). 

The most likely repository is the Narural History Museum of Los Angeles County 

(NHMLA). The repository shall be 1denafied, and a curatorial arrangement shall be signed, 

prior ro collection of the fossils. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. The CAP would not affect paleontological resources tn the City or SOI. Therefore, 

impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterauons have been required m. or mcorporated into, the project that avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as idcnufied m the DEIR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementauon of the nuugation measure 1s feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

J\.!..mgauon l\1easure GE0-1 would require the project applicant to submit a Paleontological Resources 

Monitoring and l\fitigation Plan which would be prepared by a qualified paleontologist. The Plan would 

address specific of monnori.ng and miugauon based on the proiect area. M.1tigation Measure GE0-2 
would requu:e that undisturbed areas mapped as having high paleontological sensitivny be monitored 

by a qualified paleontological monitor, and the morutor shall have authom} to temporanly d.tvert 

activity awa) from exposed fossils to enluate the significance of the find. Miugaaon Measure GE0-3 
requires that projects involving ground d.tsturbmg acuvitie~ in prev10usly undisturbed areas mapped 

with low-ro-high paleontological sensitivity shall require monitoring if construction activ1t:y exceeds 

the depth of the low-sensitivity surficial sedunents. Miagation Measure GE0-4 requues that projects 

mvoh·ing ground disturbance in previously undisrurbed areas mapped as having low paleonrological 

sensiovny shall mcorporate worker trammg to make construction workers aware that fossils may be 

encountered. l\litigation Measure GE0-5 requires that project involving ground disrurbmg activities 

in pre,·iously undisrurbed areas mapped as having unknown paleontological sensitivity shall retain a 

qualified paleontologist to conduct a field su1Yey of the project area to determine the sensitivity of the 

geologic units. Mitigation Iv1easure GE0-6 indicates that m the event of any fossil discovery, regardless 

of depth or geologic formation, consrn1ction work shall halt within a SO-foot radius of the find until 

its significance can be determined by a qualified paleontologist. Significant fossils shall be recovered, 

prepared to the point of curation, identified by qualified experts, listed m a database to facilitate 

analysi,, and deposited in a designated paleonrological curaaon facility, such as the .:\Jatural History 

l\fuseum of I ,os _,\ngeles County (NH.Ml.A). ·n,e repository shall be identified, and a curatorial 

arrangement shall be signed, prior t0 collection of the fossils. 
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5. Noise 

Impact 5.13-3: Construction activities associated with buildout of the proposed project may expose 
sensitive uses to strong levels of groundborne vibration. [Threshold N-2] 

Support for tlllS cnnronmental impact conclusion is fully discussed in Section 5.13, Noise. and in 
particular, starung on page 5.13-36 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

Conscnction actinty associated with buildout of the General Plan ,vould generate varying degrees of 

ground ,·ibration, depending on the construcuon procedures and e9u1pment. Operation of 

construcuon eguipment generates vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish \,ith 

distance from the source. The effect on buildings m the vianiry of the construction sJte vanes 

depending on soil type, ground strata, and receptor-building construction. Vibrauon from construction 

acuvines rarely reaches the levels that can damage strucrures, bur can achieve tJ1e audible and 
perceptible ranges in buildings close to the consu-uction sJte. 

Vibration generated by construcuon eguipment has the potential to be substantial, since it has the 

potential to exceed the City cnteria for human annoyance of 94 \/dB and fTA archJtecrural damage 

thresholds shown in Table 5.13-9, Groundhome I 'ibmtion Ciitma: _·1nhitechmil Damage, on page 5.13-26 

of the DEJR. Construction details and eguipment for furure project-level developments under the 

proposed project are nor known at this time, but may cause ,-1bration impacts. 

Commercial and industrial operauons allowed under the General Plan Update would generate varymg 

degrees of ground vibration, depending on the operational procedures and equipment. Such 

eguipment-generated vibrations would spread through the ground and diminish with distance from 

the source. The results from ,-ibration can range from no percepuble effects at the lowest vibration 

levels, to low rumbling sounds and perceptible vibrations at moderate levels to slight structural damage 
at the highest b·els. 

The Cay of Corona Municipal Code Section 17.84.050 prohibits any person to create, maintain or 

cause any ground vibrauon which is percepnble without instruments at any point on any affected 

property adjoining the property on which the vibration source is located. The proposed General Plan 
Update would not result 111 operational phase vibration in1paccs. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The followmg mmgation measures were u1cluded 111 the DEIR and the FEIR, and are applicable to the 

proposed project. The measures as provided include any re,-is1ons incorporated in the FEIR. 

::--J-2 Prior to issuance of a building permit for a project requiring pile driving dunng 

construcuon within 135 feet of fragile structures such as historical resources, 100 feet of 

nonengineered timber and masonry bu1ldmgs (e.g., most res1denual bmldmgs), or w1thm 

75 feer of engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster) , or a vibratory roller ,vithin 25 

feet of any strucrure, the project applicant shall prepare a noise and Vlbrauon analysis to 
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assess and nuagate potential noise and vibration impacts related to these activJtJes. 1l1is 

noise and ,·ibration analysis shall be conducted by a yualified and expenenced acoustical 

consultant or engineer. The ,·ibration levels shall not exceed Federal Transit 

Adminis1rauon (FT A) architectural damage thresholds (e.g., 0.12 m/ sec PPV for fragile 

or histo1ical resources, 0.2 in/sec PPV for non-engineered timber and masonry buildltlgs, 

and 0.3 in/sec PPV for engineered concrete and masonry), or the City threshold of0.05 

in/sec RMS (94 VdB). If vibration levels would exceed this threshold, alternative uses 

such static rollers and drilling piles as opposed to pile dr1vU1g shall be used. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the C1ty's CAP focuses on GHG reduct10n strategies to aclueve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. Home energy reu·ofit proiecrs may require construction activ1oes, bowe,·er, these 

activities would not requ.u-e use of heavy conslIUcUon equipment and would not generally result m 
vibration levels that exceed the City's or FT A cntena. 

Finding: 

Changes or alterauons ha,·e been required m, or incorporated into, the project that avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR. 1l1ese changes are 

identified m the fonn of the miugauon measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementation of the mitigation measure is feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

J\1mgation Measure N-2 requtres the project applicant ro prepare a noise and ,·1brauon analysis to assess 

and miugate potential noise and Yibration impacts related to construcuon requinng pile dnvmg to 

ensure that ,·ibration le,·els shall nor exceed FT A architecrural damage thresholds or the City's 
threshold. 

6. Tribal Cultural Resources 

Impact 5.18·1: The project could impact tribal cultural resources within the project area. [Threshold 
TCR-1] 

Support for this em·ironmental impact conclusion is fully discussed m Secoon 5.18, Tnbal C11/t11ral 
fuso1mej, and in parocular, starting on page 5.18-8 of the DEIR.. 

General Plan 

Chapter 5.5, C11/t11ra/ fuso111w, of the DEIR identifies the 70 pre;-iouslr recorded resources within the 

City and 86 resources in the SOI. The NAHC identified potential sites recorded in the proiect area that 

could be impacts by the proposed project and suggested contactmg the Gabneleno/Tongva Band of 

)\.fission Indians, the Juaneno Band of Mission lndians-Acjachemen Nation, and the Pechanga Band 

of Luiseno Indians for adcbuonal mformauon. The NAHC also pronded a Im of 31 Nat1Ye American 

groups and ind!Yiduals who may have knowledge of tribal cultural resources 111 the project area. In 
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accordance \vith ABS2 and SB 18 requucments, the Cny formally invited tribes to consult with the City 

on the General Plan l'pdate. The Soboba Band ofLuiseno Indians requested formal consultation :ind 

requested mmgation rel:ited to archaeological morutonng, treatment :ind disposiuon of cultural 

resources, and discm·ery of human remains; the Gabrieleno B:ind of J\.liss1on Indians - Kizh Nanon 

requested formal consultation and the tribe provided education materials disabusing the City of the 

use of the term "Tongn" and mitigation for the treatment of tribal cultural resources; the Pechanga 

Band of Luiseno Indians reguested formal consultation and the tribe requested the draft goals and 

policies related to tribal cultural resources; the Agua Caliente Band of Cahutlla Indians deferred to 

other tribes in the area as the City is not within the tribe's tradiuonal use area; and the Augustine Band 

of Cahuilla lndians stated tha t they are unaware of specific cultural resources with111 the plan area and 

the tribe encouraged the City to contract w1th a Nauve American momtor ro be present during 

preconstrucuon and construcuon phases. 

Future development as a result of the implementation of the General Plan Update could include 

grading in portions of the City and SOI with sensitivity to tribal cultural resources. The General Plan 

l 1pdate includes policies that have the potential to rrduce impacts of potential de,·elopment on tribal 

cultural resources such as HR-3.3 and HR-3.5. \X'hile policies m the General Plan Update would 

mmim1ze impacts to tribal cultural resources from new de\·elopment and/ or redevelopment. ground­

disturbing activmes have the potential to impact tribal cultural resources m the City and SOI. 

Mitigation Measure: 

The following nuugauon measures were tncluded in the DEIR and the FEIR, and are applicable to the 

proposed project. 1l1e measures as pronded lllclude any revisions incorporated m the FEIR 

CL;L-5 To determine the archaeological sensmv1ty for discretJOnary proiects ,vithin the City, an 

archaeological resources assessments shall be performt'.d under the supervision of an 

archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professionally Qualified Standards 

(PQS) m either prehistoric or historic archaeology. The assessments shall mclude a 

California Hmoncal Resources Information System (CJ IRIS) records search and a search 

of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) mainramed by the Native 1\mencan Heritage Commission 

(NJ\J JC) . The records searches shall determine if the proposed project has been 

prenously surveyed for archaeological resources, identify and characterize the results of 

previous cultural resource surYeys, and disclose any cultural resources that h;we been 

recorded and/ or evaluated./\ Phase I pedestrian survey shall be undertaken 111 areas that 

are undeveloped to locate any surface cultural materials. 

a l f potenually s1gruficant archaeological resources are 1denufied through an 

archaeological resources assessment, and impacts to these resources cannot be 

aY01ded, a Phase II Testing and Evaluation mnstigation shall be performed by 

an archaeologist who meets the PQS prior to any construction-related ground­

disturbing acti\·ities to determine significance. If resources determined sigmficant 

or unique through Phase II resting, and sire avoidance 1s not possible, appropriate 

site-specific rrutigauon measures shall be established and undertaken. These 

nught mclude a Phase III data recovery program that would be implemented by 
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TCR-1 

a qualified archaeologist and shall be performed in accordance v.,-ith the Office of 

I Iistoric Preservation's Archaeological Resoum Management Reports (.,4Rlv1R): 

Recommended Co11tent1 a11d 1-o,mat (1 990) and G111ddine1 for Anhaeologua/ Rmanh 
Desigm (1991 ). 

b. If the archaeological assessment did not identify potenuall) sigruficant 

archaeological re~ources wirhin the proposed General Plan area but indicated the 

area to be highly sensitiYe for archaeological resources, a qualified archaeologist 

shall monitor all ground-disturbing construction and pre-construction activiues 

in areas v.,ith previously undisturbed soil. The archaeologist shall inform all 

construction personnel prior to construction activmes of the proper procedures 

iJ1 the event of an archaeological discovery. The training shall be held in 

conjunction with the pro1ect's iniual on-site safety meeting, and shall explain the 

importance and legal basis for the protection of significant archaeological 

resources. In the event that archaeological resources (artifacts or features) are 

exposed duru1g ground-disturbing acuY1Ues, construcuon activities 111 the 

immediate vicinity of the discm·ery shall be halted while the resources are 

e\·a luated for significance by an archaeologist who meets the PQS. If the 

discovery proves to be significant, n shall be curated '-\'Ith a recognized scientific 

or educ a ti on al repository. 

c. 1f the archaeological assessment did not idcnufy po tentially significant 

archaeological resources, but indicates the area to be of medium sensitivity for 

archaeological resources, an archaeologist who meets the PQS shall be retained 

on an on-call basis. The archaeologist shall inform all construction personnel 

prior ru construction acuvities about the proper procedures m the event of an 

archaeological discovery. T he traming shall be held in conjunction with the 

project's iJutial on sire safety meeting, and shall explain the impor tance and legal 

basis for the protecuon of sigiuficant archaeological resources. In the event that 

archaeological resources (artifacts or features) are exposed duoog ground­

disturbing accinties, consu·uction activities in the unmediate vicinity of the 

disco\·cry shall be haired while the on-call archaeologist 1s contacted. If the 

discm-ery proves to be significant, it shall be curated wJth a recognized scientific 

or educational repository. 

Tribal Cultural Resources Monitoring. The project archaeologist, m consultauon with 

mterested tribes, the developer and the City of Corona, shall de"elop an Archaeological 

Momtonng Plan (.-\1\fP) to address the details, rim.mg and responsibility of archaeological 

and cultural activities tha r will occur on the project site. Details in the Al\fP shall include: 

1. Pro1ect-rela ted ground disturbance (including, but not hmited co, brush cleanng, 

gradmg, trenchiJ1g. etc.) and development schedulmg; 

2. The development of a rotating or sun ultaneous schedule ill coordinauon with the 

developer and the project archeologist for designated Native .A.merican Tnbal 
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TCR-2 

Monitors &om the consulting tribes during gradmg, excavation and ground 

disturbing activities on the stte: includmg the schedulmg, safety requirements, 

duaes, scope of work, and Naave American Tnbal Monitors' authority to stop 

and redirect grading activities in coordination w1th all project archaeologists (if 

the tribes cannot come to an agreement on the rotating or sunultaneous schedule 

of tribal morutoring, the Native American Heritage Commission shall designate 

the schedule for the onsire Native American Tribal Mon1tor for the proposed 

project); 

3. The protocols and stipulaaons that the developer, Cay, Tribes and project 

archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent cultural resources discoveries, 

including any newly discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be subject to 

a cultural resources enluation. 

,\1 least 30-days prior to application for a grading permit and before any brush 

clearance. grading, excavation and/ or ground disturbing acuv1ties on the sire take 

place, the future developer shall retain a tribal cultural monitor 10 monitor all ground­

disturbing actit·iues 111 an effort to identif) any unknown archaeological resources. 

Pursuant to the Al\rP, a tribal monitor from the consulting tribe (e.g., Pechanga Band 

of Luiseno Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, or Gabneleno Band of M1ss10n 

Indians - Kizh Nauon) shall be present dunng the initial grad.mg activities. l f tribal 

resources are found dunng grubbing activnies, the tnbal monnonng shall be present 

during site grading acti,·ities. 

T reatment and Dispositio n of Cultural Resources. In rhe event th;it Nauye Amencan 

cultural resources are madverrently discovered during the course of any ground disturbing 

activiues, including but not limited to brush clearance, grading, trenching, etc. grading for 

the proposed project, the followmg procedures will be carried out for tre;itment and 
disposiuon of the discoveries: 

I. Temporary Curauon and Storage: During the course of construction, all 

discot"ered resources shall be temporaril)' curated in a secure location onsite or at 

the offices of the project archaeologist. TI1e removal of any artifacts from the 

project me will need to be thoroughly uwentoned \\~th tribal monitor overslte of 

the process; and 

2. Treatment and Final Disposition: The landourner(s) shall relinquish ownership of 

all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods, and all archaeological 

artifacts and non-human remams as part of the required mitigation for unpacts 

to cultural resources. The applicant shall relinquish the arafacts through one or 

more of the following methods and pro,·ide the City of Corona with evidence 
of same: 

a. 1\ccommodate the process for ons1re rebunal of the discovered items 

u~th the consulung Natiw Amencan tribes or bands. This shall include 
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measures and provis10ns to protect the future reburial area from any 

future impacts. Reburial shall not occur until all cataloguing._basic 

analysis, and other analyses as recommended by the project archaeologist 

and approved by consulLing tribes and basic recordanon have been 

com pleted; all documemaaon should be at a le,·el of standard 

professional pracuce to allow the writing of a report of professional 
qualicT; 

b. A curauon agreement with an appropriate qualified repository within San 

Bernardino County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR Part 79 and 

therefore would be professionally curated and made available to other 

archaeologists/researchers for further srudy. The collecuons and 

associated records shall be transferred, mcluding title, to an appropriate 

curaaon facility withm San Bernardino County, to be accompanied by 

p~yment of the fees necessary for permanent curauon; 

c. For purposes of conflict resoluaon, if more than one Native American 

tribe or band ts 111,·olved with the project and cannot come to an 

agreement as to the dispos1tJon of cultural materials, they shall be curated 

at the San Bernardino County Museum by default; 

d. At the compleaon of grading, excavation and ground disturbing 

actiYi ties on the site, a Phase TV Monitoring Report shall be submitted 

to the C11:y documenang monaoring acuv11ies conducted by the project 

archaeologist and Native Tribal Monitors \\-~thin 60 days of compleLion 

of grading. This reporr shall document the impacts to the known 

resources on the property; describe how each mmgation measure was 

fulfilled; document the type of cultural resources recovered and the 

disposition of such resources; prm·ide e\'idence of the required cultural 

sensit1,·1ty training for the construction staff held during the required 

pre grade meeting; and, in a confidential appendix, include the 

daily/weekly monttoring notes from the archaeologist. AU reports 

produced will be submitted to the Cay, County Museum, and consulting 
tribes. 

During consc.rucnon activities, the project applicant shall allow additional archaeological 

monitors of NatiYe American tribes to access the project site on a volunteer basis to 

morntor grading and excantion acuviues. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 111e C:\P would not affect tribal cultural resources in the Cay or SOI. Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding: 
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Changes or alterations have been reguu·ed 1n, or incorporated into, the proiect that avoid or 

substanually lessen the s1g111ficant cnvtronmen1al effect as identified m the DEIR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementation of the mitigation measure 1s feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

l\.litigauon Measures CL'L-5, TCR-1, TCR-2, and TCR-3 would reduce potential impacts associated 

w1th tnbal cultural resources 10 a leYel that 1s less than significant. !l.1it1gat1on l\feasure TCR- 1 would 

require the deYelopment of an Archaeological Monitoring Plan (Al\rP) by the project archeologisr, 

TCR-2 would require temporary curat.Ion and storage and treatment and final disposmon if tribal 

cultural resources are inadvertently discovered during ground disturbing acm·ities, and TCR-3 reguires 

that the pro1cct applicant allow additional archaeological monitors of Nati\·e American tribes onsi1e 

du1ing construct.ion acuv1ues. M.1tigation Measure CUL-5 reqm.res an archaeological resources 

assessment be performed under the supervision of an archaeologist to determme the archaeological 

sens1t.1v11y for discreuonary pro1ects within the Citr-

D. SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT 
BE MITIGATED TO BELOW THE LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following summary describes the unavoidable ad\'erse impact of the proposed project where enher 

miugation measures were found to be infeasible, or the miugation measures are under the control of 

another lead agency. The following unpact would remam significant and unaYoidable. 

1. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

Impact 5.2-1: Development of the proposed project would convert 7,591 acres of Farmland in the 
City and SOI to nonagricultural use. [Thresholds AG-1 and AG-5 (part)] 

Support for th.is environmental impact conclusion 1s fully discussed m Section. 5.2, •1gri111/11m a11d 

Fomto Resoums, and 1n particular, starting on page 5.2-10 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

Tbe City and SOI con tam Farmland that would be converted to nonagncultural use through buildout 

of the General Plan Update. All of these lands are either adjacent to or completely surrounded by urban 

development. A total of 7,591 acres, or 88 percent, of fannJand m the City and SOI would be converted 

to non-agricultural uses. The current land use plan designates some of these areas as Estate Residential 

(ER), ,-\gnculture (:-\G), Low Density Residential (LDR), Office Professional (OP), and Light lndustnal 

(LI). HoweYer, agricultural uses would continue to be permitted on these land designations which 

permits agncultural uses. :\)though the proposed General Plan Update would not change the land use 

designations, density, or mtcnsay le,·els beyond wluch is currently withm the 2004 General Plan, 

de\·elopment of tl1e General Plan Update would convert fam1land which haYe non-agriculn1ral land 

use dcs1gnauons to non-agricultural use. 
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Mitigation Measures 

In compliance \\-1th CEQA, "each public agency shall rruugate or avoid the significant effects on the 

environment of any proiecr 1t carries out or approves whenever Jt ts feasible to do so" (Public Resources 

Code, Section 21002.1 [bl). The term "feasible" is defined 111 CEQ.-\ tO mean "capable of being 

accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of ume, taking into account economic, 

em·ironmental, social, and technological factors" (Public Resources Code, Section 21061.1) The 

following measures were considered and reiected 

• Relenflon ~/ On-Sir, Ag1icull11ral Use.,. Currently, there are approximately 7,591 acres of Farmland 

in the City and SOI that would be convened to non-agricultural uses. Further plans to 

conserve agricultural land within the City would be infeasible because they would not be 

consistent with the City's goals for housmg and jobs and because it would place farmland near 

tncompatible land uses. Tim would create islands of agricultural uses wnhin an urbanized 

setting, potentially resulting in incompatible land uses. ·n1e City's policy towards the long term 

maintenance of agriculture can also be seen from the land use designations proposed, none 

of which would solely allow agriculture permanently. Thus, there are policy-based reasons for 

finding onslle mitigauon to be infeasible. Additionally, the economic viability of agricultural 

use m Rn·ers1de County has decl.med as a result of losmg many of the support services 

associated with the agricultural industry. Ultin1ately, the long-term ,·iability of agriculture 

\\~thin the CJty is I.united due to the increasing land prices an<l values, higher water costs, higher 

labor costs, higher property taxes, competition from other parts of the state, and the gro,\~ng 

urbamzation of the area. Tl1ese factors make the long-term, permanent use of lands ,vJthm 

the City for agricultural purposes econonucaUy infeasible. 

• E,tabllihmml q/ Come111al1on Easement or P,·esen•e.1 or Pq;menl info an / 1gm"J1!t11ra/ 1\1it{~ahon Bank. 

Since the ma1ortt) of the C1ty is being developed, the agnculrure aUowed 111 conservation 

easements or presen-es would have to be limited to types of agnculture that do not impact 

neighboring communities and residents stnce agnculrural use carries its own adverse 

environmental effects, such as the creation of dust, odors, pesllc1de use and machinery noise. 

In the last century agncultural land within Riverside County has diminished as development 

pressures m areas near urban centers, such as the City of Corona, ha\·e resulted m an increase 

in land value that makes continued agricultural use cost prohibitive. Moreover, agricultural 

conserYation easements would not actually affect the amount of farmland permanently lost. 

Likewise, payment of fees into a mitigauon bank would not acruaUy avoid or reduce the 

conversion of farmland resulting from de\·elopment under the proposed General Plan. For 

these reasons, me establishment of conserntion easements or presen·es is not deemed to be 

feasible or effective rrutigation. 

PqJwenr 1n Lie11 or Transfer ~f DeNlopme11t Rights Transferring development rights would un-oh·e tl1e 

purchasing of the right to develop land from a currently undeveloped piece of land and transferring 

those nghts to farmland \\;thin the City. Thus, this opoon is also infeasible because there would still 

be a net loss of Farmland (1.e., tl1e Farmland presen·ed would still likely be preserved anyhow). Even 

if Farmland would be presef\"ed elsewhere in Riverside Coun~·, the Important Farmland 111 the City 

would be de,·eloped, resulting 111 a net lo~s of Farmland. Therefore, for these reasons outlined above 
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and in this paragraph, it would not prevent significant impacts from occurnng in City and would not 

be an effective CEQA nuttgation measure, nor is this mittgauon measure feasible from an economic 

perspecuve within this region 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the CJty's CAP focuses on GHG reduction targets to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals The CAP would not affect the bmlding intensity or density allowed by rhe proposed 
Land Cse Plan. ll1e CAP would nor convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. 

Finding 

Changes or alterauons have been re9u1red in, or tncorporated into, the pro1ect that avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEJR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City hereby finds thar implementation of 

the miugation measure is feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

The City find s that there arc no orher mitigation measures that are fea sible, taking into consideration 

specific economic, legal, social, technological or other factors, that wonld mitigate this lll1pact to a less­

than-significanr level, and further, that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 

considerations, including considerauons for the provision of employment opportunities for highly 

trained workers, make infeasible the alternaUYes identified in the EIR, as discussed in Sccuon IV of 

these Findings (Public Resources Code§§ 21081 (a)(l ), (3); Guidelines §§ 15091 (a)(l ), (3)). As described 

in the Statement of Overrid.111g Considerations, the City has deternuned that this unpact 1s acceptable 

beouse specific overricbng econonuc, legal, social, technological, or other benefits, includmg 

regionwide or stateWlde ennronmental benefits, of the proposed project outweigh its significant effects 
on the environment. 

Impact 5.2-2: Development of the proposed project in the SOI would convert Williamson Act 
contract land to non-agricultural use. (Threshold AG-2] 

Support for this ern·ironmental impact conclusion 1s fully cbscussed m Secuon 5.2, Agn·ml!H1-e and 

Forestry R.tsouries, and i.n particular, starung on page S.2-11 of the DEIR. 

Gene ral Plan 

\'(.'illiamson 1\ct establishes a mecharusm for savmg agricultural land by allowing counues to create 

agricultural preserYes and then to enter u110 contracts with landowners within those preserves. A 

\\'ilhamson _,\ct contract obligates the lando,:vner to maintain the land as agricultural for 10 or more 

years, with resulang tax benefits There are sen'.ral methods to terminate a \X'illiamson Act contract, 

mclucbng nonrenewal and cancellaaon. On February 22, 2006, the \X'illiamson Act contract for a 

preseiTe in the City was terminated, and rhere are currently no \'\'illiamson Act contracts in the Ciry. 

Of the 331 acres of agricultural presen·es 1.11 the SOI, 8 acres, or approximately 2.4 percent, would be 

lost to deYelopment upon implementation of the General Plan Update and 323 acres of agricultural 
presef\·es in the SOI would remain. 
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