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of neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility will occur or be accelerated. 

No Impact 

b) A significant impact may occur if a project includes the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities and such construction would have a significant adverse effect on 
the environment. The Proposed Project would add about 30, 195 net new square feet of 
self-storage. The employees required for the operations of the Proposed Project would 
come from the local labor pool. The Proposed Project would not be adding enough 
employment to the area to require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 
Therefore, no impact would occur. 

No Impact 

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

Issues 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION - Would the project: 

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

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent 
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 
subdivision (b )? 

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

SUBSTANTIATION: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with Mitigation 
lnco orated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

San Bernardino County General Plan, 2007; Submitted Project Materials 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a) The Proposed Project is adjacent to State Route 62 which is considered a "Major 
Hi hwa ".25 A ortion of State Route 62 ad·acent to the Pro·ect Site is identified within 

25 Countywide Plan Policy Map TM-1A Roadway Network 
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the San Bernardino County Policy Map TM-4 Bicycle & Pedestrian Planning as a "Class 
II" designated bike lane.26 Implementation of the project would result in both short-term 
construction traffic and long-term operational traffic. However, per San Bernardino 
Department of Public Works Transportation Division, the Proposed Project generates 
less than 110 daily vehicle trips which includes both the AM and PM peak hours. The 
Proposed Project also does not add more than 50 trips to any intersection during the 
AM and PM peak hours, hence no intersections are required to be analyzed. 
Furthermore, the Proposed Project would be required to adhere to all Caltrans 
standards and requirements. The applicant would be required to demonstrate 
compliance, and obtain verification and approvals from Caltrans prior to issuance of a 
building permit. The Proposed Project is conditionally permitted within the (CS) Service 
Commercial zone and is not anticipated to impact or conflict with a program plan, 
circulation systems that include transit, roadways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 
Therefore, no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

b) Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), approved in 2013, endeavors to change the way 
transportation impacts will be determined according to the CEQA. In December 2018, 
the Natural Resources Agency finalized updates to CEQA Guidelines to incorporate SB 
743 (i.e., Vehicle Miles Traveled [VMT]). The focus of the VMT Analysis is to more 
thoroughly evaluate each of the applicable screening thresholds to determine if the 
Proposed Project would be expected to cause a less-than-significant impact to VMT 
without requiring a more detailed VMT analysis. 

The County Guidelines provides details on appropriate "screening thresholds" that can 
be used to identify when a proposed land use project is anticipated to result in a less 
than significant impact without conducting a more detailed analysis. Screening 
thresholds are broken into the following three types: 

• Transit Priority Area (TPA) Screening 
• Low VMT Area Screening 
• Project Type Screening 

A land use project needs to meet one of the above screening thresholds to result in a 
less than significant impact. 

Project Type Screening: The County identifies local serving retail projects and/or 
projects generating less than 110 daily vehicle trips and containing less than 50,000 
square feet may be presumed to have a less than significant impact absent substantial 
evidence to the contrary. In addition to local serving retail, other types of local serving 
land uses (e.g. , day care centers, non-destination hotels, affordable housing, places of 

https:/ /countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021 /02/TM-1 A-E 201027 .pdf 
26 Countywide Plan Policy Map TM-4 Bicycle & Pedestrian Planning 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/TM-4-Bicycle-Pedestrian-Planning-
201027.pdf 
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worship, etc.) may also be presumed to have a less than significant impact as their uses 
are local serving in nature and would tend to shorten vehicle trips. 

According to the San Bernardino Department of Public Works Transportation Division, 
the VMT analysis conducted by the county anticipated that the Proposed Project would 
generate approximately 44 daily trips which would be less than 110 daily vehicle trips, 
and no further VMT analysis is required. The Proposed Project meets the Project Type 
Screening and would therefore result in a less than significant VMT impact. Therefore, 
no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

Proposed 
Project 

Daily Vehicle 
Trips 

44 

Project Type Screening 
County 

Threshold 
Daily Vehicle 

Trips 

110 

Further Analysis 
Required? 

NO 

Source: San Bernardino Transportation Division - /TE Model 

Less than Significant Impact 

c) Project implementation would not add incompatible uses to area roadways. The 
Proposed Project would be required to adhere to all Caltrans standards and 
requirements. Furthermore, the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works 
Transportation Division reviews traffic control plans for development projects in 
unincorporated County areas. The Transportation Division would not permit staging of 
vehicles or construction equipment or materials on County-maintained roads that would 
block emergency access. In addition, required roadway improvements and roadway 
construction due to the project would be reviewed by the Transportation Division to 
ensure that required improvements would not create hazardous conditions. Therefore, 
no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

Less than Significant Impact 
d) Access to the Project Site would be provided by a 30-foot-wide driveway along State 

Route 62. The driveway would be adequate to allow evacuation and emergency 
vehicles simultaneous access. The Proposed Project would be required to provide and 
maintain adequate emergency access as required by the San Bernardino County Fire 
Department. Therefore, less than significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and 
no mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 
Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation 
measures are required. 
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Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

lnco orated 

Less than No 
Significant Impact 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

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

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California D D r8J D 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 

ii) 

register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020.1 (k), or 

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

□ □ □ 

SUBSTANTIATION: 

San Bernardino County General Plan, 2007; Cultural Historical Resources Information 
System (CHRIS), South Central Coast Information Center, California State University, 
Fullerton; Submitted Project Materials 

a) i) A Phase I Historical/Archeological Resources Survey was completed by CRM Tech, 
dated January, 2023.27 The purpose of study is to identify any cultural resources in 
the project area and to assist the lead agency in determining whether or not such 
resources meet the official definition of "historical resources," as provided in the 
California Public Resources Code, in particular CEQA. According to PRC §5020.10), 
"'historical resource' includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, site, area, 
place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is 
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, 
educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California." 

More specifically, CEQA guidelines state that the term "historical resources" applies 
to any such resources listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, included in a local register of historical resources, or 
determined to be historically significant by the lead agency (Title 14 CCR 
§15064.5(a)(1)-(3)). Regarding the proper criteria for the evaluation of historical 

27 Phase I Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report 
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significance, CEQA guidelines mandate that "generally a resource shall be considered 
by the lead agency to be 'historically significant' if the resource meets the criteria for 
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources" (Title 14 CCR 
§15064.5(a)(3)). A resource may be listed in the California Register if it meets any of 
the following criteria: 

(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California's history and cultural heritage. 
(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 
(3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 
high artistic values. 
(4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
(PRC §5024.1(c)) 

In summary of the research results presented in the Phase I Historical/Archeological 
Resources Survey, dated January, 2023, no potential "historical resources" were 
previously recorded within the project area, and none were found during the survey. 
In addition, Native American input during this study did not identify any sites of 
traditional cultural value in the vicinity, and no notable cultural features were known to 
be present in the project area throughout the historic period. Based on these findings, 
and in light of the criteria listed above, the study concludes that no "historical 
resources" are known to exist within the project area. 

Less than Significant Impact 

ii) Approved by Governor Brown on September 25, 2014, Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) 
establishes a formal consultation process for California Native American Tribes to 
identify potential significant impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), as defined 
in Public Resources Code Section 2107 4, as part of CEQA. Effective July 1, 2015, AB 
52 applies to projects that file a Notice of Preparation of a ND, MND or EIR on or after 
July 1, 2015.28 PRC Section 21084.2 now establishes that a project with an effect that 
may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR is a project that 
may have a significant effect on the environment. To help determine whether a project 
may have such an effect, PRC Section 21080.3.1 requires a lead agency to consult 
with any California Native American tribe that requests consultation and is traditionally 
and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a Proposed Project. That 
consultation must take place prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated 
negative declaration, or environmental impact report for a project. As a result of AB 
52, the following must take place: 

1) prescribed notification and response timelines; 
2) consultation on alternatives, resource identification, significance determinations, 
impact evaluation, and mitigation measures; and 

28 Tribal Cultural Resources (AB 52) 
https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/tribal/ 
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3) documentation of all consultation efforts to support CEQA findings for the 
administrative record. 

Under AB 52, if a lead agency determines that a project may cause a substantial 
adverse change to a TCR, the lead agency must consider measures to mitigate that 
impact. PRC Section 21074 provides a definition of a TCR. In brief, in order to be 
considered a TCR, a resource must be either: 

1) listed, or determined to be eligible for listing, on the national, State, or local register 
of historic resources, or 
2) a resource that the lead agency chooses, in its discretion supported by substantial 
evidence, to treat as a TCR. 

In the latter instance, the lead agency must determine that the resource meets the 
criteria for listing in the State register of historic resources or City Designated Cultural 
Resource. In applying those criteria, a lead agency shall consider the value of the 
resource to the tribe. As specified in AB 52, lead agencies must provide notice to tribes 
that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a Proposed 
Project if the tribe has submitted a written request to be notified. The tribe must 
respond to the lead agency within 30 days of receipt of the notification if it wishes to 
engage in consultation on the project, and the lead agency must begin the consultation 
process within 30 days of receiving the request for consultation. In compliance with 
AB 52, the County of San Bernardino provided notice to tribes soliciting requests for 
consultation on December 28, 2022. No responses were received from any tribes. 
Thus, impacts related to tribal cultural resources will be less than significant. 

Less than Significant Impact 

No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures 
are required at this time. 

XIX. 

a) 

b) 

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with Mitigation 
lnco orated 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project: 

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

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

□ □ 

□ □ 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

□ 

□ 
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c) 

d) 

e) 

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

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

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

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

SUBSTANTIATION: 

County of San Bernardino General Plan 2007; Submitted Project Materials 

a) Water: 

The Joshua Basin Water District (JBWD) provides water to Joshua Tree and 
surrounding communities. The applicant has received a Will Serve Letter and an 
Adequate Service Certification dated 1/9/2023 from the JBWD. Per the Adequate 
Service Certification, it is financially and physically feasible to install water service 
facilities that will provide adequate source, storage, and distribution line capacities for 
each proposed service connection that will satisfy the domestic water service and fire 
protection requirements of the proposed use. Currently, water service is not available to 
the Project Site and the nearest mainline is approximately 1,684 feet away, therefore 
the Proposed Project would require a water mainline extension. The water mainline 
extension would be required to comply with the conditions set forth by Joshua Basin 
Water District. The mainline extension would be verified during JBWD's review and 
permit process. Furthermore, the mainline extension would be done by a qualified 
Pipeline Contractor according to the approved/permitted engineering plans and would 
be inspected and verified by Joshua Basin Water District. Therefore, preparation of 
required documentation and subsequent evaluation and approval by JBWD and the 
county would ensure impacts are less than significant. 

Sewer Lines: 

The Proposed Project would be served by an on-site septic disposal system. Therefore, 
the Proposed Project would not require construction of new or expanded sewer facilities 
operated by a public agency or special district. 

Stormwater: 
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Stormwater would be captured via a proposed stormwater retention basin on the Project 
Site. Any increase in runoff and flow rates shall be mitigated by the incorporation of the 
stormwater retention basin into project design. 

Electricity: 

The Project Site is serviced by Southern California Edison (SCE), which provides the 
electrical service to the project area. The Proposed Project will be required to connect 
to existing SCE electrical service along State Route 62. The increased demand is 
expected to be sufficiently served by the existing SCE electrical facilities. The increase 
in electricity demand from the Proposed Project would represent an insignificant percent 
of the overall demand in SCE's service area. 

Natural Gas: 

Gas will not be supplied to the Project Site. 

Telecommunication Facilities: 

The Proposed Project will be served by Spectrum for telecommunication services. The 
Proposed Project is the development of a self-storage facility; therefore, it is not 
anticipated to have a significant demand for telecommunication services. 

Based on the preceding, no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

b) Water supply to the Project Site would be provided by the Joshua Basin Water District. 
According to the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), because water use 
within the JBWD service area is supplied entirely by groundwater, JBWD does not have 
any inconsistent water sources that cause reduced deliveries to users within the service 
area. A potential exception is areas where water quality could limit use as a potable 
supply. Wellhead treatment or provision of an alternative supply would be planned for 
these areas. While many of the sources that recharge the groundwater basin have high 
annual variability, including flows on the Mojave River and supplies from the State Water 
Project, the groundwater basins used within the JBWD service area are sufficiently large 
to allow for continued water use during dry periods without seriously hindering the water 
supply. In addition, Mojave Water Agency's (MWA) recharge of State Water Project 
(SWP) supplies into the local groundwater basins will augment and maintain overall 
groundwater supplies.29 Therefore, water supplies would be sufficient to serve the 
Proposed Project and reasonably foreseeable future development. 

Less than Significant Impact 

29 2020 JBWD Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) 
https://www .jbwd.com/vertical/sites/% 7BD8F937B8-7844-4B0D-8922-2521 EB0ED3A9% 7D/uploads/2020 

UWMP - final.pdf 
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c) The Proposed Project will utilize an on-site wastewater disposal system. The Project 
Site is not currently connected to sewer lines nor is it served by a wastewater treatment 
plant. Since the Proposed Project would not connect to an existing wastewater treatment 
facility, no impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

No Impact 

d) Significant impacts could occur if the Proposed Project were to exceed the existing 
permitted landfill capacity or were to violate State or local standards and regulations. 
However, the Proposed Project complies with County zoning regulations and the 
Countywide Plan, which is congruent with the Countywide Plan Draft EIR. The County 
abides by AB 939, AB 341, and AB 1826, which aim to reduce solid waste and divert 
waste from landfills through recycling, source reduction, composting, and land disposal 
of waste. Beginning July 1, 2012, the State of California required that all businesses that 
generate four cubic yards or more of refuse per week implement a recycling program. 
This requirement is set forth in Assembly Bill 341, which was passed by the California 
legislation in October 2011. The Proposed Project would comply with the California 
Integrated Waste Management Act and AB 341 as implemented by the County. Waste 
generated from the construction and operation of the Proposed Project would not conflict 
with Federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 
Furthermore, waste generated from the Proposed Project is not expected to significantly 
impact solid waste collection systems. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are 
identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

e) There are no potential impacts anticipated due to solid waste because the California 
Green Building Standards Code ("CALGreen") requires all newly constructed buildings 
to prepare a Waste Management Plan and divert construction waste through recycling 
and source reduction methods. The County of San Bernardino, Department of Public 
Works, Solid Waste Management Division reviews and approves all new construction 
projects required to submit a Waste Management Plan. Therefore, the Proposed Project 
is in compliance with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste. Furthermore, there are no potential impacts 
anticipated due to generation of operational waste because the Proposed Project's 
waste hauler would be required to comply with all applicable local, State, and Federal 
solid waste disposal standards, thereby ensuring that the solid waste stream to the 
landfills that serve the facility are reduced in accordance with existing regulations. 

No Impact 

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation 
measures are required. 
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Potentially Less than Less than No 
Issues Significant Significant Significant Impact 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

lnco orated 

xx. WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very 
high fire hazard severity zones, would the project: 

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

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

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

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

SUBSTANTIATION: 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

County of San Bernardino General Plan 2007; Submitted Project Materials 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a) 
The Project Site does not contain any emergency facilities. The Project Site is 
adjacent to State Route 62, which is an evacuation route within the County of San 
Bernardino.30 Access to the Project Site would be provided by a proposed 30-foot 
main entrance on State Route 62, near the center of Project Site frontage. The 
driveway would be adequate to allow evacuation and emergency vehicles 
simultaneous access. The Proposed Project is subject to review and approval from 
the San Bernardino County Fire Marshal. Furthermore, all new construction shall 
comply with the current Uniform Fire Code requirements and all applicable statues, 
codes, ordinances, and standards of the San Bernardino County Fire Department. 
Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or are anticipated, and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

3° Countywide Plan Policy Map PP-2 Evacuation Routes 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/PP-2-Evacuation-Routes-201027 .pdf 
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b) 
The Project Site is not located within a High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity 
Zone. 31 The Proposed Project is the development of a storage facility and does not 
include residential dwelling units. The driveway and drive aisles would be adequate to 
allow required access for evacuation and emergency vehicles. Moreover, the San 
Bernardino County's emergency preparedness system, along with established 
regulations and policies, will reduce wildfire hazards to structures to less than 
significant level. Therefore, no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

c) The Proposed Project is the development of a self-storage facility. It includes the 
installation of utilities; however, installation, operation and maintenance of utilities 
would be in compliance with fire safety regulations. The Project Site is not located 
within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.32 Therefore, no significant impacts are 
identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

d) 

Less than Significant Impact 

The Project Site is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. 33 The 
Project Site is not within a 100-Year Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) flood zone, or a 100-year Department of Water Resources Awareness 
Zone.34 The northwest corner of the Project Site is within the 500-year (FEMA) flood 
zone; however, this portion of the Project Site includes landscaping and the retention 
basins. Per the Hydrology Study prepared for the Proposed Project by Merrell 
Johnson Companies in October 2023, off-site flows will be intercepted along the 
westerly property boundary and outlet along the northern boundary within under­
sidewalk along the highway frontage following their historical flow locations. 35 

Furthermore, there are no dams, reservoirs, or large bodies of water near the Project 
Site. The Proposed Project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, 
including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post­
fire slope instability, or drainage changes. No significant impacts are identified or 
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

31 Countywide Plan Figure 5.8-6 Fire Severity Zones and Potential Growth Areas in the East Desert Region 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/01/Ch 05-08-HAZ.pdf 
32 Countywide Plan Figure 5.8-6 Fire Severity Zones and Potential Growth Areas in the East Desert Region 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/01/Ch 05-08-HAZ.pdf 
33 Countywide Plan Figure 5.8-6 Fire Severity Zones and Potential Growth Areas in the East Desert Region 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/01/Ch 05-08-HAZ.pdf 
34 Countywide Plan Policy Map HZ-4 Flood Hazards 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/HZ-4-Flood-Hazards-201027.pdf 
35 Hydrology Study 
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Issues 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE: 

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

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

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

lnco orated 

□ 

□ 

Less than No 
Significant Impact 

□ □ 

□ 

□ 

a) While no State and/or federally listed threatened or endangered species are 
documented/or expected to occur within the Project Site, the possibility exists for 
construction activities to have direct or indirect impacts on such species which may 
temporarily occupy or traverse the Project Site. Based on the habitat suitability of the 
site for desert tortoise, it is recommended that a pre-construction survey be conducted 
for this species as per Mitigation Measure BIO - 1. Furthermore, construction activities 
such as vegetation removal, grading, or building construction, could result in direct 
impacts to nesting migratory bird species. Since there is some habitat within the Project 
Site and adjacent area that is suitable for nesting birds in general, Mitigation Measure 
BIO - 2 should be implemented. Implementation of the recommended mitigation 
measures for desert tortoise and nesting bird surveys would reduce the potential for 
project impacts to these species, as identified in Section IV, Biological Resources. 
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Although no archaeological resources or human remains were identified, or are 
expected to occur, there remains the potential to encounter unanticipated archaeological 
resources and/or human remains during ground-disturbing activities associated with 
project construction. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-1, as identified in Section 
V, Cultural Resources, would reduce potential impacts to archaeological resources to a 
less-than-significant level by providing direction on how to properly address an 
unanticipated discovery of cultural and archaeological resources and/or human remains 
during construction. 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated 

b) A significant impact may occur if the Proposed Project, in conjunction with related 
projects, would result in impacts that are less than significant when viewed separately 
but significant when viewed together. Although projects may be constructed in the 
project vicinity, the cumulative impacts to which the Proposed Project would contribute 
would be less than significant. None of these potential impacts are considered 
cumulatively considerable. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is 
required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

c) A significant impact may occur if the Proposed Project has the potential to result in 
significant impacts, as discussed in the preceding sections. No significant impacts were 
identified. The Proposed Project would not have the potential to result in substantial 
adverse impacts on human beings either directly or indirectly. No mitigation is required. 

Less than Significant Impact 

All potential impacts have been thoroughly evaluated and have been deemed to be 
neither individually significant nor cumulatively considerable in terms of any adverse 
effects upon the region, the local community or its inhabitants. At a minimum, the project 
will be required to meet the conditions of approval for the project to be implemented. It 
is anticipated that all such conditions of approval will further ensure that no potential for 
adverse impacts will be introduced by construction activities, initial or future land uses 
authorized by the project approval. 

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

Page 58 of 62 



Initial Study PROJ-2022-00143 
Kazasa Properties, LLC 
APN: 0604-051-13 
October 2023 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measure BIO - 1 

A pre-construction surveys be conducted for desert tortoise, prior to any ground disturbance. 
Surveys should be conducted using the 2018 survey protocol for this species. 

Mitigation Measure BIO - 2 

Nesting bird nesting season generally extends from February 1 through September 15 in southern 
California and specifically, March 15 through August 31 for migratory passerine birds. To avoid 
impacts to nesting birds (common and special status) during the nesting season, a qualified Avian 
Biologist will conduct pre-construction Nesting Bird Surveys (NBS) prior to project-related 
disturbance to nestable vegetation to identify any active nests. If no active nests are found, no 
further action will be required. If an active nest is found, the biologist will set appropriate no-work 
buffers around the nest which will be based upon the nesting species, its sensitivity to disturbance, 
nesting stage and expected types, intensity and duration of disturbance. The nests and buffer 
zones shall be field checked weekly by a qualified biological monitor. The approved no-work buffer 
zone shall be clearly marked in the field, within which no disturbance activity shall commence until 
the qualified biologist has determined the young birds have successfully fledged and the nest is 
inactive. 

Mitigation Measure CR-1: 

If any buried cultural materials are encountered during earth-moving operations associated with 
the project, all work within 50 feet of the discovery should be halted or diverted until a qualified 
archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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GENERAL REFERENCES 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan, NR-4.1 "Scenic Resources." 
https://countywideplan.com/policy-plan/natural-resources/ 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan, Policy Map NR-3 Scenic Routes & Highways 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/NR-3-Scenic-Routes­
Highways-201027 .pdf 

San Bernardino County, Light Trespass Ordinance 
https://sanbernardino.legistar.comNiew.ashx?M=F&I D= 10335404&GUI D=582F1 CB6-A697-
4DA5-A9BF-6141 CCCB2C44 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan, Policy Map NR-5 Agricultural Resources 
https:/ /countywideplan. com/wp-content/u ploads/sites/68/2021 /02/N R-5-Agricultu ral-Resources-
201027. pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map HZ-1 Earthquake Fault Zones 
https:/ /countywideplan.com/wp-content/u ploads/sites/68/2021 /02/HZ-1-Earthquake-F ault­
Zones-201027. pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map HZ-2 Liquefaction & Landslide Hazards 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/HZ-2-Liguefaction-Landslide­
Hazards-Valley-Mountain-201027. pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map HZ-9 Airport Safety & Planning 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/HZ-9-Airport-Safety-Planning-
201027.pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map PP-2 Evacuation Routes 
https:/ /countywideplan.com/wp-content/u ploads/sites/68/2021 /02/PP-2-Evacuation-Routes-
201027. pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Figure 5.8-6 Fire Severity Zones and Potential Growth Areas in 
the East Desert Region 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/u ploads/sites/68/2021/01 /Ch 05-08-HAZ. pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map HZ-4 Flood Hazards 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/HZ-4-Flood-Hazards-
201027.pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map NR-4 Mineral Resources Zones 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/NR-4-Mineral-Resources­
Zones-201027.pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map TM-1A Roadway Network 
https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021 /02/TM-1 A-E 201027 .pdf 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan Policy Map TM-4 Bicycle & Pedestrian Planning 
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https://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/68/2021/02/TM-4-Bicycle-Pedestrian­
Planning-201027.pdf 

California Natural Community Conservation Plans Map 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=68626&inline 

California Department of Conservation's (CDC) California Important Farmland Finder 
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/ 

Department of Conservation Fault Activity Map of California 
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/fam/ 

California Department of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor Database 
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?myaddress=joshua+tree 

2020 JBWD Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) 
https://www.jbwd.com/vertical/sites/% 7BD8F937B8-7844-4B0D-8922-
2521 EB0ED3A9% 7D/uploads/2020 

UWMP - final.pdf 

Tribal Cultural Resources (AB 52) 
https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/tribal/ 
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PROJECT-SPECIFIC REFERENCES 

Phase I Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report: Prepared by CRM Tech dated 
January, 2022 

Biological Study: Prepared by Jennings Environmental, LLC dated October, 2022 

Hydrology Study: Prepared by Merrell Johnson Companies in October 18,2023 
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