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“Planning Our Future…  Preserving Our Past” 

Agency Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Report 

 
DATE:  January 14, 2025 
 
TO: Responsible/Trustee Agencies 
 
The Riverside County Planning Department is currently reviewing a development application (herein, “Project”) in the 
Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) of Riverside County. The Project is subject to compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This notice is to inform public agencies and the general public that an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be prepared for the Project, and to solicit guidance as to the scope and 
content of the required EIR. 
 
PROJECT CASE NO./TITLE:  Galway Downs. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1), 
Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION: Galway Downs is an existing events facility located at 38801 Los 
Corralitos Road within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) portion of unincorporated Riverside County. The existing 
facility encompasses approximately 241.6 acres, and consists of a multi-faceted events facility that operates as a 
traditional equestrian facility the majority of the time but also hosts a variety of other activities during holidays and on 
the weekends. The existing facility operates under several approved Conditional Use Permits (CUPs), including CUP 
001127, CUP 00966, CUP 01615, and CUP 02303. The Project Applicant (SFT Realty Galway Downs, LLC) is 
seeking approval of Revision No. 1 to CUP 02303 (CUP 2303R1), a Change of Zone (CZ 22000010), and Exception 
No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance No. 847, approval of which would permit an expansion of special events 
uses at the existing facility.   Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1) is proposed to allow 
for the construction or installation of new buildings and facilities at the Galway Downs facility and to accommodate 
the expanded range of uses allowed pursuant to CZ 2000010.  CZ 22000010 is a proposal to amend Riverside 
County Ordinance No. 348 in order to modify the definitions, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, list of 
conditionally permitted uses, and development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new 
development standards for Lodging Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian Recreational Vehicle 
(RV) Parks. Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. would authorize an exception to Subsection d. of Section 6 of 
Ordinance No. 847 in order to allow for periodic concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to 
occur on the property. Refer to the Project's Initial Study for a more detailed description of the proposed Project. The 
approvals sought of Riverside County include:  
 

1. Adoption by resolution of Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1) 
2. Adoption by ordinance of Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010) 
3. Adoption by resolution of Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 

 
LEAD AGENCY: 
Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92502-1409 
Attn: Russell Brady, Project Planner 

PROJECT SPONSOR: 
Applicant:  SF Realty Galway Downs, LLC 
Address: 43599 Calle de Velardo 
 Temecula, CA 92590 

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, notice is given to responsible and interested agencies, that the 
Riverside County Planning Department plans to oversee the preparation on an Environmental Impact Report for the 
above-described project. The purpose of this notice is to solicit guidance from your agency as to the scope and 
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content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR.  Information in that regard should be submitted to 
this office as soon as possible, but not later than thirty (30) days after receiving this notice. 
 
SCOPE OF ANALYSIS: An Initial Study was prepared for the Project to assist in defining the scope of the required 
EIR.  The Project’s Initial Study is available for public review on the County’s web site at: 
https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-notices-ceqa.  Based on the results of the Project’s Initial Study, it is 
anticipated that the proposed Project would have the potential to result in significant impacts under the following issue 
areas. A detailed analysis of the following issue areas will be included in the forthcoming EIR: 
 

 Air Quality 
 Biological Resources 
 Cultural Resources 
 Energy 
 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 Hydrology / Water Quality 
 Land Use / Planning 

 Noise 
 Transportation 
 Tribal Cultural Resources 
 Utilities / Service Systems 
 Wildfire 
 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING:  A Scoping Session has been scheduled in order to bring together and resolve the 
concerns of affected federal, State and local agencies, the proponent of the proposed Project, and other interested 
persons; as well as inform the public of the nature and extent of the proposed project, and to provide an opportunity 
to identify the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in depth in 
the EIR and help eliminate from detailed study issues found not to be important. The Scoping Session is not a public 
hearing on the merit of the proposed project and NO DECISION on the Project will be made. Public testimony is 
limited to identifying issues regarding the project and potential environmental impacts. The Project proponent will not 
be required to provide an immediate response to any concerns raised. The Project proponent will be requested to 
address any concerns expressed at the Scoping Session, through revisions to the proposed Project and/or completion 
of a Final Environmental Impact Report, prior to the formal public hearing on the proposed Project. Mailed notice of 
the public hearing will be provided to anyone requesting such notification. 
 
TIME OF SCOPING SESSION: 1:30 p.m. or as soon as possible thereafter 
DATE OF SCOPING SESSION: February 10, 2025 
 
Information on how to participate in the hearing will be available on the Planning Department website at: 
https://planning.rctlma.org/. For further information regarding this project please contact Project Planner Russell 
Brady at (951) 955-3025 or email at rbrady@rivco.org, or go to the County Planning Department’s Planning 
Commission agenda web page at http://planning.rctlma.org/PublicHearings.aspx. 
 
Please send all written correspondence to: 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
Attn:  Russell Brady, Project Planner 
P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, CA  92502-1409 
 
If you have any questions please contact Russell Brady, Project Planner at (951) 955-3025. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

 
 

_____________________ 
Russell Brady, Project Planner for John Hildebrand, Planning Director 
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: INITIAL STUDY 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PROJECT INFORMATION 

1.1 PROJECT INFORMATION 

Project Case Type(s) and Number(s):  Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1), Exception 
No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847, and Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 22000010) 
 
Lead Agency Name:   County of Riverside Planning Department 
Address:   4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501 
Contact Person:   Russell Brady 
Telephone Number:   (951) 955-3025 
 
Applicant’s Name:   SFT Realty Galway Downs, LLC 
Applicant’s Address:   43599 Calle de Velardo, Temecula, CA 92590 
 
A. Project Description:  Galway Downs is an existing events facility located at 38801 Los Corralitos Road within 
the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) portion of unincorporated Riverside County. The existing facility encompasses 
approximately 241.6 acres, and consists of a multi-faceted events facility that operates as a traditional equestrian 
facility the majority of the time but also hosts a variety of other activities during holidays and on the weekends. 
Galway Downs includes a variety of existing recreational- and event-related amenities, including a horse racetrack 
and equestrian facilities; multi-use sports fields; lodging facilities; restaurants; retail space; Recreational Vehicle 
(RV) park with club house; grooms quarter; barn structures; office space; and horse corrals. The existing facility 
operates under several approved Conditional Use Permits (CUPs), including CUP 001127, CUP 00966, CUP 01615, 
and CUP 02303. The Project Applicant (SFT Realty Galway Downs, LLC) is seeking approval of Revision No. 1 to CUP 
02303 (CUP 2303R1), a Change of Zone (CZ 22000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance 
No. 847, approval of which would permit an expansion of special events uses at the existing facility.  A description 
of these applications is provided below.  
 
Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1).  Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 
2303 (CUP 2303R1) is proposed to allow for the construction or installation of new buildings and facilities at the 
Galway Downs facility and to accommodate the expanded range of uses allowed pursuant to CZ 2000010 (as 
described below).   
 
Under CUP 2303R1, events at the Galway Downs facility largely would be similar to existing conditions, but with 
slightly higher peak activities as compared to the average activities that occur under existing conditions, as well 
as an expanded range of permitted event types. Similar to existing conditions, under the proposed Project there 
would be four (4) event types that would take place on the property: Equine, Sports, Special Occasions, and Special 
Events. All of the events that would occur on-site can be characterized as either “spectator-driven” or “participant-
driven.” “Spectator-driven” programming is an activity where the attendance is driven primarily by 
fans/spectators, such as a concert or profile sports event. “Participatory-driven” programming is an activity where 
the attendance is driven by both the participants and the spectators who are typically supporting the participants 
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by their attendance (i.e., an “affiliated spectator”), such as an equestrian event or soccer game. A description of 
the four event types is provided below. 
 

• Equine Events: Equine events are based on horse disciplines, including but not limited to English Style such 
as Dressage, Hunter/Jumper, Eventing, Peruvian, etc., or multiple disciplines of Western styles such as 
Reining, Barrel Racing, Roping, etc. The duration of Equine Events ranges from 2-5 days and would be 
considered both a participatory-driven and spectator-driven event. 

• Sports Events: Sports events consist of competitive events including but not limited to soccer, lacrosse, 
rugby, and running (i.e., cross-country racing). Sporting events would vary by the number of teams/ 
individuals in the competition and would include small, medium, or large events and would be considered 
both participatory-driven and spectator-driven events. Running events would consist of 1-day events. 
Field sports events primarily would consist of 2- or 3-day events on weekends. 

• Special Occasions: Special occasions are private-hosted events such as weddings, bar mitzvahs, charity 
banquets corporate events, and other events of this type. These events vary in size, but attendance 
typically is limited to invited quests by the host or organizing committee.  

• Special Events: Special events include  a wide range of public event types including but not limited to live 
musical performances, seasonal holiday events, and others. Special Events typically are held on the 
weekend and require the purchase of tickets in advance of the event. However, a small portion of the 
total ticket allotment may be purchased on-site.  

 
In addition, CUP 2303R1 would accommodate the construction/installation of several new structures on site, as 
depicted on Figure 1-1, CUP 2303R1 Site Plan, and as summarized in Table 1-1, Summary of Proposed Structures. 
In addition to the new structures on site, the Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) currently is planning to 
construct a new sewer main within De Portola Road, with the nearest future point of connection occurring 
approximately 2,025 feet north of the Galway Downs site. However, the precise timing of the new sewer line is 
not currently known.   As part of CUP 2303R1, under interim conditions and prior to EMWD’s construction of the 
new sewer line within De Portola Road, sewer service for new uses on site would be accommodated via six (6) 
proposed temporary holding tanks, which would be regularly maintained and emptied by a portable toilet service 
company.  Once the new sewer line is constructed by EMWD within nearby portions of De Portola Road, a new 
sewer connection would be constructed by the Project Applicant between the northwest corner of the Galway 
Downs site and De Portola Road. Once the new sewer lines are in place, the existing and proposed uses at the 
Galway Downs facility would be required to connect to the new sewer line, which would eliminate the current 
septic systems that are used to treat wastewater generated on site under existing conditions and any temporary 
holding tanks to be installed on site for the new uses, both of which would be abandoned in accordance with 
County and State regulations and requirements.   
  
In accordance with the provisions of State CEQA Guidelines § 15125(a) and relevant CEQA case law, for proposed 
projects that seek to modify existing on-going permits, the operational characteristics of the “Project” evaluated 
by the CEQA document are the characteristic differences between the proposed permit provisions (maximum 
allowable operational characteristics) compared against the historical baseline average. A summary of the 
historical baseline average and proposed permit conditions is presented in Table 1-2, Anticipated Increase in Site 
Operations, and a discussion of each is provided below. 
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Figure 1-1: CUP 2303R1 Site Plan
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Table 1-1 Summary of Proposed Structures 

Proposed Facilities Construction Type Quantity Location 

Restroom Building Manufactured 1 Northwest portion of site, on the interior side of the 
western portion of the existing horse track.  

Temporary Merchant Buildings Manufactured 3 Central portion of property, south of existing horse 
track, abutting existing Grand Prix Arena. Temporary Merchant Building Wood Frame 1 

Bathroom Container Bay Manufactured 1 Central portion of property, south of existing horse 
track, abutting existing Sycamore warm up track. 

Wood Deck Wood Frame 1 
West Central portion of site, facing POLO/Multi use 
Area, close to the main access to the Carriage House 
on the west side, Los Corralitos Road. 

Office Trailer Manufactured 1 
West Central portion of site, facing Polo/Multi use 
Area, close to the main access to the Carriage House 
on the west side, near Los Corralitos Road. 

Shipping Containers Steel Container 2 
West Central portion of site, facing Polo/Multi use 
Area, close to the main access to the Carriage House 
on the west side, Los Corralitos Road. 

Pod Container Steel Container 1 
West Central portion of site, facing POLO/Multi use 
Area, close to the main access to the Carriage House 
on the west side, Los Corralitos Road. 

Pony Homes Manufactured 11 Central portion of property, south of existing horse 
track, abutting existing Grand Prix Warm Up Area. 

Employee Modular Housing Manufactured 18 Southeast portion of the property, near the existing 
access from Pauba Road. 

Amphitheater and Seating Concrete 1 West side of outside portion of existing racetrack. 

Catering Kitchen New Construction 1 Central Portion of the property, between Grand Prix 
Arena and Clock Tower Arena. 

 
Table 1-2 Anticipated Increase in Site Operations 

Event Type/Time Period 
Baseline (2023) 

(1-Way Vehicle Trips) 
Proposed Project 

(1-Way Vehicle Trips)1 
Project Increase 

(1-Way Vehicle Trips) 
Normal Operations/Non-Holiday Weekdays 331 4,640 4,309 
Normal Operations/Non-Holiday Weekends 1,426 4,640 3,214 
Peak Operations/Holiday Weekends2 2,490 8,106 5,616 

1. CUP 2303R1 would restrict the maximum number of visitors to the site to 4,640 one-way vehicle trips during non-
peak/non-holiday weekdays and weekends, and would restrict peak operations/holiday weekends to a maximum of 
8,106 one-way vehicle trips per day. 

2. Peak Weekends include Mondays when the holiday results in a 3-day weekend, such as Labor Day weekend.  
 
For the historical baseline average, records were obtained from the Project Applicant that identify the total 
number of daily car trips to the Galway Downs facility in 2023. Riverside County has determined that data from 
2023 is appropriate for establishing the baseline, as this is the most recent data available for a full year and reflects 
the existing operational characteristics of the Galway Downs facility. Using data from 2020 through 2022 would 
not accurately reflect typical operations at the facility due to the COVID pandemic restrictions that were in place 
at that time, while data from years prior to the COVID pandemic would be outdated and would not reflect the 
operations that currently are occurring at the Galway Downs facility. As the daily number of visitors varies 
between non-holiday weekdays, non-holiday weekends, and holiday weekends, separate baselines have been 
calculated for each, as summarized in Table 1-2. As shown, in 2023 the Galway Downs facility experienced an 
average of 331 one-way vehicle trips during non-holiday weekdays, an average of 1,426 one-way vehicle trips 
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during non-peak/non-holiday weekends, and an average of 2,490 one-way vehicle trips during peak/holiday 
weekends. 
 
For purposes of establishing maximum allowable operational characteristics that would be allowed under 
proposed CUP 2303R1, CUP2303R1 identifies three different parking plans, referred to as Parking Plan Tiers I 
through III. Parking Plan Tier I would accommodate 313 parking spaces and would be used during typical 
operations when there are no planned events at the Galway Downs facility (i.e., no equine or sporting events and 
no festivals). Parking Plan Tier II would accommodate 4,640 parking spaces, and would be used during normal 
events at the Galway Downs facility during non-holiday weekends and weekdays, including during typical equine 
and sporting events. Parking Plan Tier III would accommodate up to 8,106 parking spaces, and would be used 
during festivals and peak holiday weekends. The Project Applicant has agreed to restrict the number of visitors 
allowed at the site to a maximum of 4,640 one-way vehicle trips during non-peak/non-holiday weekdays and 
weekends, and a maximum of 8,106 one-way vehicle trips during peak/holiday weekends (inclusive of Mondays 
for three-day holiday weekends). As shown in Table 1-2, the Project is anticipated to result in an increase in one-
way vehicle trips by 4,309 trips during typical weekdays (inclusive of weekdays with typical equine/sports events), 
an increase of 3,214 one-way vehicle trips during non-peak weekends, and an increase of 5,616 one-way vehicle 
trips during peak weekends (festivals and holidays).   
 
Thus, for purposes of analysis in the forthcoming EIR, typical weekday operations at the facility will be evaluated 
assuming an increase of 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips, while weekends will be evaluated assuming an increase 
of 5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips.  
 
Areas anticipated to be subject to physical disturbance/impacts as a result of the Project are depicted on Figure 
1-2, Anticipated Areas of Physical Disturbance, and include all portions of the Project site that would be affected 
by the Project, as well as off-site improvements related to sewer and off-site transportation-related 
improvements.  Details regarding areas subject  to physical disturbance as part of the Project, both on and off site, 
will be detailed in the forthcoming EIR.  
 
Change of Zone No. 200010 (CZ 2000010).  The Riverside County Zoning Ordinance (Riverside County Ordinance 
No. 348.4997; herein, “Ordinance No. 348”) assigns zoning classifications and zoning regulations to all properties 
within unincorporated Riverside County. Under existing conditions, the Project site is zoned for “Wine Country – 
Equestrian (WC-E)” uses. The WC-E zone generally allows for equestrian facilities, limited agricultural uses, cottage 
industry uses, retail uses, Class I and II wineries, and Class II equestrian establishments, and also conditionally 
permits employee housing. The Project Applicant is seeking to amend Riverside County Ordinance No. 348 in order 
to modify the definitions, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, list of conditionally permitted uses, and 
development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new development standards for Lodging 
Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian Recreational Vehicle (RV) Parks. Specific changes proposed 
to Ordinance No. 348 as part of CZ 2000010 are summarized below; additional detail regarding the proposed 
changes to Ordinance No. 348 will be included in the forthcoming EIR, and the text of the proposed Zoning 
Ordinance will be included as a technical appendix to the forthcoming EIR. 
 

• Section 14.91 (Definitions): The Project Applicant is seeking to modify and expand the definitions of 
certain land use types, as set forth in Section 14.91 of Ordinance No. 348. Revisions would include the 
following:  
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o Minor (technical) changes to the definitions of Class II Equestrian Establishments, Horse Show 
Facilities, Lodging Facilities, Special Occasion Facilities, Wine Country Hotels, Wine Country 
Resorts, and Wineries; 

o Addition of a new definitions for Wine Country Equestrian Campgrounds, Multi-Use Sports Fields, 
Seasonal Special Events, Equestrian Recreational Vehicle Parks, and Ancillary Equestrian Parking 
Areas. 

• Proposed Modifications to Section 14.96(B) (Conditionally Permitted Uses with a Plot Plan):  The Project 
Applicant is seeking to modify the list of uses authorized with plot plan approval within the WC-E zone, as 
set forth in Section 14.96(B) of Ordinance No. 348. Specific changes to Section 14.96(B) would include the 
following: 

o Modifications to Section 14.96(B)(6) to expand the range of uses permitted with plot plan 
approval to include Vendor Sponsor Areas and to change the definition of “Western Supply 
Stores" to instead refer to “Equestrian Supply Stores”; and 

o Addition of new Section 14.96(B)(7) to identify Ancillary Storage of Livestock (up to 100 horses) 
as an ancillary use that is permitted with plot plan approval. 

• Proposed Modifications to Section 14.96(C) (Conditionally Permitted Uses with a Conditional Use Permit):  
The Project Applicant is seeking to modify the list of uses permitted with approval of a CUP within the 
WC-E zone, as set forth in Section 14.96(C) of Ordinance No. 348.  Specific changes to Section 14.96(C) 
would include the following: 

o Modifications to Section 14.96(C)(2) to revise the range uses associated with Class II Equestrian 
Establishments that are permitted with approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to include 
Equestrian Supply Stores, Vendor Sponsor Areas, and Ancillary Storage of Livestock; 

o Modifications to Section 14.96(C)(3) to revise the definition of the types of Class II Equestrian 
Establishments that require approval of a CUP to include Ancillary Storage of Livestock, and to 
modify the language associated with Animal Hospitals; 

o New Section 14.96(C)(4) is proposed to be added to Ordinance No. 348 to expand the definition 
of the types of Class II Equestrian Establishments that would require approval of a CUP, which 
would include petting zoos; polo grounds; horse show facilities; equine equipment, service, and 
supply stores; delicatessens and restaurants (not including drive-thru facilities); horse racing 
tracks and rodeo arenas; Vendor Sponsor Areas; animal hospitals providing temporary boarding 
facilities; Special Occasion Facilities; bed and breakfast inns, country inns, and Wine Country 
Hotels;  Wine Country Equestrian Campground; multi-use sports fields; Equestrian Recreational 
Vehicle Parks; Wine Country or Equestrian Resorts; and ancillary storage of livestock, horses, and 
cattle; and 

o New Section 14.96(C)(5) is proposed to be added to Ordinance No. 348 to expand the definition 
of the types of Class II Equestrian Establishments that would require approval of a CUP to include 
the following language: “Any use that is not specifically listed above may be considered a 
conditionally permitted use provided that the Planning Director finds that the proposed use is 
substantially the same in character and intensity as those listed in the designated Subsections. 
Such a use is subject to the permit process which governs the category in which it falls.”  
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• Proposed Modifications to Section 14.97 (Development Standards):  The Project Applicant is seeking to 
modify the development standards listed in Section 14.97(B)(3), as follows: 

o Modifications to Section 14.97(B)(3) to specifically prohibit on-street parking during special 
occasion events or seasonal special events, and to require all event parking to be provided on site 
(off street); 

o Modifications to Section 14.97(B)(5) to require that noise monitoring recordable devices shall be 
in place for special events in order to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of Riverside 
County Ordinance No. 847 (Regulating Noise); 

o Modifications to Section 14.97(C)(1) to adjust the standard related to the amount of project area 
that must be set aside for permanent equine lands, as follows:  

“1.  At least seventy-five percent (75%) of the net project area for the overall Class II Equestrian 
Establishment, inclusive of any areas for ancillary uses, shall be set-aside for permanent 
equine lands prior to issuance of certificate of occupancy or final inspection for the Class 
II Equestrian Establishment, whichever occurs first. Such areas may be temporarily utilized 
for Special Occasion Facility use or Multi-Use Sports Fields or for temporary parking use as 
long as there are not permanent structures or improvements placed within the defined 
equine lands area.” 

o The addition of new Section 14.97(E) to specify development standards for Lodging Facilities; 

o The addition of new Section 14.97(F) to specify development standards for Wine Country 
Equestrian Campgrounds; and 

o The addition of new Section 14.97(G) to specify development standards for Equestrian 
Recreational Vehicle Parks. 

 
A full copy of the proposed revisions to Ordinance No. 348 will be included as a Technical Appendix to the 
forthcoming EIR. 
 
Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance No. 847.  Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 (Regulating 
Noise) regulates noise sources throughout unincorporated Riverside County. Subsection d. of Section 6 of 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 (Special Sound Sources Standards) states the following: 
 

“d. Sound Amplifying Equipment and Live Music.  No person shall install, use or operate sound amplifying 
equipment, or perform, or allow to be performed, live music unless such activities comply with the 
following requirements. To the extent that these requirements conflict with any conditions of approval 
attached to an underlying land use permit, these requirements shall control. 

1.  Sound amplifying equipment or live music is prohibited between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 8:00 
a.m. 

2.  Sound emanating from sound amplifying equipment or live music at any other time shall not be 
audible to the human ear at a distance greater than two hundred (200) feet from the equipment 
or music.” 

 
Section 7 (Exceptions) of Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 allows for exceptions to the standards established 
by Sections 4 and 6 of Ordinance No. 847, including exceptions to the prohibition on sound amplifying equipment 
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and live music.  Section 7.a.3 sets forth the process for seeking a Continuous Events Exception.  Accordingly, the 
Project Applicant is seeking Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. 847.  Approval of Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. 
847 would authorize an exception to Subsection d. of Section 6 of Ordinance No. 847 in order to allow for periodic 
concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to occur on the property.   
 
B. Type of Project: Site Specific ☒;     Countywide ☐;     Community ☐;     Policy ☒ 
 
C. Total Project Area:  241.6 acres 
 

Residential Acres: 0 Lots:  0 Units:  0 Projected No. of Residents:  0 
Commercial Acres: 0 Lots:  0 Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area: 0 Est. No. of Employees: 26 
Industrial Acres:  0 Lots: 0 Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area:  0 Est. No. of Employees:  0 
Other:  Recreational Events Facility on 241.6 acres, one lot (following approval of a Lot Merger).  Areas proposed for change as part of the 
Project have been separated into five separate zones, as follows: (1) Zone 1 Equine Zone: 127.56 acres; (2) Zone 2 Special Occasions Zone: 
16.61 acres; (3) Zone 3 Multi-Purpose Zone: 81.09 acres; (4) Zone 4 Special Events Zone: 3.92 acres; and (5) Zone 5 Lodging Zone: 7.26 
acres. 

 
D. Assessor’s Parcel No(s):  927-160-001 and 927-160-002 
 

E. Street References:  Los Caballos Rd, Pauba Rd, Los Corralitos Rd 
 
F. Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal Description:  Section 12, Township 8 South, 
Range 2 West. Section 13, Township 8 South, Range 2 West. Section 7, Township 8 South, Range 1 West. San 
Bernardino Base and Meridian. 
 
G. Brief description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and its surroundings:   Under existing 
conditions, the Project site consists of an events center that features a variety of recreational-related amenities, 
including a horse racetrack and equestrian facilities; multi-use sports fields; lodging facilities; restaurants; retail 
space; mobile home park with club house; grooms quarter; barn structures; office space; and horse corrals. To the 
north of the Project site lies Los Caballos Rd, beyond which is vacant, undeveloped land. To the east of the Project 
site lies Pauba Rd, beyond which is a winery and vacant, undeveloped land. To the south of the Project site lies 
Los Corralitos Rd, beyond which are single-family homes, Temeku Equine - a business providing veterinary care 
for horses and livestock, and Sweet Oaks Ranch, a farmstay. West of the Project site lies Los Corralitos Rd, beyond 
which is Kingsway Farm and vacant, undeveloped land.  
 
1.2 APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING REGULATIONS 

A. General Plan Elements/Policies: 

1. Land Use:  The Project site is located within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) of the County of Riverside’s 
General Plan. The General Plan and SWAP designate the site for “Rural Residential (RR)” land uses, which 
allows for single-family residences with a minimum lot size of 5 acres, and allows limited animal keeping 
and agricultural uses, recreational uses, compatible resource development (not including the commercial 
extraction of mineral resources) and associated uses and governmental uses. The Project site also occurs 
within the Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy Area – Equestrian District.  Although not anticipated, the 
forthcoming EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict with any applicable goals or policies of the 
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Riverside County General Plan, including policies related to the Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy Area 
– Equestrian District. (Riverside County, 2021; RCIT, n.d.)  

 
2. Circulation:  A Project-specific traffic impact analysis will be prepared for the Project to identify the 

Project’s obligations for transportation-related improvements, payment of Development Impact Fees 
(DIF) and/or Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fees (TUMF), and payment of in-lieu fees. Additionally, 
and although not anticipated, the forthcoming EIR will identify any potential conflicts with the goals and 
policies contained within the General Plan Circulation Element.  

 
3. Multipurpose Open Space:  The Project site occurs within the Western Riverside County Multiple Species 

Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) area.  The northern portions of the Project site occur within MSHCP 
Criteria Cells 7134 and 7185; however, a Joint Project Review (JPR) was approved by the County and 
Wildlife Agencies in 2011, which did not require any on-site conservation.  With exception of the MSHCP 
Burrowing Owl Survey Area, the Project site does not occur within any special survey areas for Narrow 
Endemic Plant species or Criteria Area Plant Species.  A site-specific biological technical report will be 
prepared to evaluate the Project’s potential to result in impacts to sensitive biological resources, and will 
identify any mitigation measures necessary to ensure all Project impacts are mitigated to below a level of 
significance.  The forthcoming EIR will summarize the results of the Project-specific biological technical 
report and will identify any potential conflicts with the goals and policies contained within the General 
Plan Multipurpose Open Space Element. (RCIT, n.d.)  

 
4. Safety: There are no active earthquake faults that traverse the Project site.  The Project site is identified 

as having a “high” potential for liquefaction in the northern portions of the site, with the southern portions 
of the property having a “moderate” or “low” potential for liquefaction hazards.  The Project site also is 
designated as being “susceptible” to subsidence hazards.  However, the Project only entails the 
installation of a small number of new structures on site, the majority of which would consist of modular 
(pre-fabricated) structures. All new structures that would be constructed as part of the Project would be 
subject to compliance with all applicable Riverside County standards and ordinances.  Additionally, 
although not anticipated, the forthcoming EIR will identify any potential conflicts with the goals and 
policies contained within the General Plan Safety Element.  (RCIT, n.d.)  

 
5. Noise:  The proposed Project would permanently increase the ambient noise and vibration levels in the 

Project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed Project.  A Project-specific Noise Impact 
Analysis will be prepared for the Project to determine whether the Project operational or traffic-related 
noise impacts exceed the County’s Noise Ordinance (Ordinance No. 847), and will identify any mitigation 
measures as necessary to reduce Project-related noise impacts to the maximum feasible extent.  Although 
not anticipated, the forthcoming EIR also will disclose any potential conflicts with the goals and policies 
contained within the General Plan Noise Element.   

 
6. Housing:  The proposed Project would include up to 18 employee modular homes on site, along with 

several proposed pony homes (i.e., short-term rentals).  However, the proposed Project is not anticipated 
to generate a demand for additional housing, including affordable housing.  In addition, the Project site is 
not targeted by the Housing Element for development with affordable housing.  Although not anticipated, 
the forthcoming EIR will identify any potential conflicts with the goals and policies contained within the 
General Plan Housing Element.   
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7. Air Quality:  The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin, which is under the jurisdiction of 

the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  The proposed Project has the potential to 
result in increased air quality emissions that could exceed the regional and localized significance 
thresholds promulgated by SCAQMD.  A Project-specific air quality impact analysis and greenhouse gas 
emissions analysis will be prepared, the results of which will be documented in the forthcoming EIR.  
Additionally, and although not anticipated, the forthcoming EIR will identify any potential conflicts with 
the goals and policies contained within the General Plan Hair Quality Element.  

 
8. Healthy Communities:  The expanded range of land uses proposed as part of the Project are not expected 

to result in any localized impacts affecting community health.  Although not anticipated, the forthcoming 
EIR will disclose any potential conflicts with the goals and policies contained in the General Plan Healthy 
Communities Element,  including goals and policies related to environmental justice. 

 
B. General Plan Area Plan(s):  Southwest Area Plan 
 
C. Foundation Component(s):  Rural 
 
D. Land Use Designation(s):  Rural Residential (RR) 
 
E. Overlay(s), if any:  None 
 
F. Policy Area(s), if any:  Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy Area – Equestrian District 
 
G. Adjacent and Surrounding: 
 

1. Area Plan(s):  Southwest Area Plan (SWAP). 
 

2. Foundation Component(s):  Lands to the west, north, northeast, northwest, east, southwest, and south 
of the Project site fall within the “Rural” Foundation Component, while the area to the southeast is within 
the “Agriculture” Foundation Component. (RCIT, n.d.) 

 
3. Land Use Designation(s):  Lands to the south, southwest, west, northwest, north, northeast, and east of 

the Project site are designated for “Rural Residential (RR)” land uses, while lands to the southeast of the 
Project site is designated for “Agriculture (AG)” land uses. (RCIT, n.d.) 

 
4. Overlay(s), if any:  None. 

 
5. Policy Area(s), if any:  Areas to the east, north, west, and south are located within the Temecula Valley 

Wine Country Policy Area – Equestrian District, while lands to the southeast are located within thew Vail 
Lake Policy Area. (RCIT, n.d.) 

 
H. Adopted Specific Plan Information 
 

1. Name and Number of Specific Plan, if any:  None 
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2. Specific Plan Planning Area, and Policies, if any:  None 

 
I. Existing Zoning:  Wine County – Equestrian (WC-E) 
 
J. Proposed Zoning, if any:  No changes to the site’s existing zoning classification of WC-E are proposed; 

however, the Project would result in changes to the text of Ordinance No. 348 related to the WC-E zone (refer 
to the Project Description provided above). 

 
K. Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning:  North: R-A-10 (Residential Agriculture, 10-acre minimum lot sizes), R-R, 

and WC-E; West: R-R and WC-E; South: WC-E, A-1-10 (Light Agriculture, 10-acre minimum lot sizes), and R-R; 
East: WC-E, A-1-10, and R-R.  

 
1.3 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED  

The environmental factors checked below (x) would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one 
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated 
by the checklist on the following pages. 
 
☐ Aesthetics ☐  Hazards & Hazardous Materials ☐  Recreation 
☐ Agriculture & Forest Resources ☒  Hydrology / Water Quality ☒  Transportation 
☒ Air Quality ☒  Land Use / Planning ☒  Tribal Cultural Resources 
☒ Biological Resources ☐  Mineral Resources ☒  Utilities / Service Systems 
☒ Cultural Resources ☒  Noise ☒  Wildfire 
☒ Energy ☐  Paleontological Resources ☐  Other: 
☐ Geology / Soils ☐ Population / Housing ☒ Mandatory Findings of 

Significance ☒ Greenhouse Gas Emissions ☐  Public Services 
 
1.4 DETERMINATION 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS NOT PREPARED: 

☐ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

☐ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be 
a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project 
proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

☒ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 

A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED: 

☐ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, NO NEW 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED because (a) all potentially significant effects of the 
proposed project have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, (b) all potentially significant effects of the proposed project have been avoided or 
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mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (c) the proposed project will not result in any 
new significant environmental effects not identified in the earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (d) the 
proposed project will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental effects identified in the 
earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (e) no considerably different mitigation measures have been identified 
and (f) no mitigation measures found infeasible have become feasible. 

☐ I find that although all potentially significant effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or 
Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable legal standards, some changes or additions are necessary but 
none of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist.  An ADDENDUM to a 
previously-certified EIR or Negative Declaration has been prepared and will be considered by the approving 
body or bodies. 

☐ I find that at least one of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist, but 
I further find that only minor additions or changes are necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply 
to the project in the changed situation; therefore, a SUPPLEMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
is required that need only contain the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the 
project as revised. 

☐ I find that at least one of the following conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162, 
exist and a SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required: (1) Substantial changes are proposed 
in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified significant effects; (2) Substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration 
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified significant effects; or (3) New information of substantial importance, which was not 
known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR 
was certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any the following: (A)  The project 
will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or negative declaration; (B)  
Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR or 
negative declaration; (C)  Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact 
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project 
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives; or (D)  Mitigation measures or 
alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR or negative declaration 
would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project on the environment, but the project 
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives. 

 
 
Signature:  Date: December 5, 2024 
 
 
Printed Name:  Russell Brady, Contract Planner    For John Hildebrand, Planning Director    
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000-
21178.1), this Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the proposed project to determine any potential 
significant impacts upon the environment that would result from construction and implementation of the project.  
In accordance with California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, this Initial Study is a preliminary analysis 
prepared by the Lead Agency, the County of Riverside, in consultation with other jurisdictional agencies, to 
determine whether a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report 
is required for the proposed project. The purpose of this Initial Study is to inform the decision-makers, affected 
agencies, and the public of potential environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the proposed 
project. 
 
2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUE ASSESSMENT 

2.1.1 Aesthetics 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

1) Scenic Resources 
a. Have a substantial adverse effect upon a scenic 

highway corridor within which it is located? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings and 
unique or landmark features; obstruct any 
prominent scenic vista or view open to the public; 
or result in the creation of an aesthetically offensive 
site open to public view? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or quality of public views of 
the site and its surroundings? (Public views are 
those that are experienced from publicly accessible 
vantage points.) If the project is in an urbanized 
area, would the project conflict with applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing scenic 
quality? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to Figure C-8, Scenic Highways, of the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element, there are 

no officially-designated State-designated scenic highways in the Project vicinity, with the nearest State-
designated scenic highway (State Route 74 [SR-74]) occurring approximately 24.5 miles east of the Project 
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site. Although there are no officially-designated State or County scenic highways in the Project vicinity, 
California State Route 79 (SR-79), located approximately 0.25-mile southwest of the Project site, is classified 
as a Riverside County Eligible Scenic Highway (Riverside County, 2020a, Figure C-8). While the Project includes 
the construction/installation of new structures on site (as previously summarized in Table 1-1), all proposed 
structures would be required to adhere to the design measures established for the Wine Country – Equestrian 
(WC-E) zone. The Project’s plot plan application materials are currently under review by the County, but are 
required to comply with the WC-E zoning requirements for site design, building design, grading, fencing, and 
landscaping (including the new requirements to be imposed as part of the proposed revisions to Ordinance 
No. 348, as described above in Subsection 1.1). The new structures that would be constructed/installed on 
site largely are confined to the interior portions of the site and would be surrounded by existing structures.  
The new structures would appear as an extension of the existing developed nature of the property, and there 
are no components of the proposed new structures that would have the potential to adversely affect views 
available from SR-79.  Based on the foregoing analysis, and assuming mandatory compliance with the Project’s 
plot plan application materials, Project impacts to scenic highways would be less than significant, and no 
further analysis of this subject is required  

 
b) Under existing conditions, the Project site largely is disturbed or developed with existing event facilities, 

including existing barns, restaurants, offices, stables, ranch houses, a clubhouse, a mobile home community, 
stables, a pavilion, storage areas, a Clock Tower House, polo field, and pony homes.  The Project would entail 
construction or installation of new structures on site, as previously summarized in Table 1-1.  However, given 
the developed nature of the site, the Project site does not contain any scenic resources under existing 
conditions, such as trees, rock outcroppings and unique or landmark features; thus, the Project would not 
result in any impacts to scenic resources. In addition, the proposed structures that would be constructed or 
installed on site would not exceed a height of 14 feet, while several of the existing structures on site are taller 
than the proposed buildings, including the existing barn/restaurant building that measures up to 31’ 4” in 
height; thus, the Project has no potential to obstruct any prominent scenic vista or view open to the public.  
In addition, all proposed structures would be required to adhere to the design measures established for the 
Wine Country – Equestrian (WC-E) zone. The Project’s plot plan application materials are currently under 
review by the County, but are required to comply with the WC-E zoning requirements for site design, building 
design, grading, fencing, and landscaping (including the new requirements to be imposed as part of the 
proposed revisions to Ordinance No. 348, as described above in Subsection 1.1). Accordingly, the Project 
would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings and 
unique or landmark features; obstruct any prominent scenic vista or view open to the public; or result in the 
creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to public view.  No further analysis of this subject is required. 

 
c) The United States Census Bureau defines “urbanized area” as a densely settled core of census tracts and/or 

census blocks that have 50,000 or more residents and meet minimum population density requirements while 
also being adjacent to territory containing non-residential urban land uses. The Project site is not located 
within the boundaries of any Census-defined urbanized areas (USCB, 2010); thus, Project impacts would be 
considered significant if the Project were to substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of 
public views of the site and its surroundings. As indicated above, the new buildings proposed as part of the 
Project would be required to adhere to the design measures established for the Wine Country – Equestrian 
(WC-E) zone. The Project’s plot plan application materials are currently under review by the County, but are 
required to comply with the WC-E zoning requirements for site design, building design, grading, fencing, and 
landscaping (including the new requirements to be imposed as part of the proposed revisions to Ordinance 
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No. 348, as described above in Subsection 1.1). In addition, the new structures that would be 
constructed/installed on site largely are confined to the interior portions of the site and would be surrounded 
by existing structures.  The new structures would appear as an extension of the existing developed nature of 
the property.  Accordingly, the proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings, and impacts would be less than significant.  No 
further analysis of this subject is required. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

2) Mt. Palomar Observatory 
a. Interfere with the nighttime use of the Mt. Palomar 

Observatory, as protected through Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 655? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) As shown on SWAP Figure 6, Southwest Area Plan Mt Palomar Nighttime Lighting Policy Area, the Project site 

is located within the limits of “Zone A” of the Mt. Palomar Observatory Lighting Policy Area (Riverside County, 
2021, p. 51). All development projects within Zone A of the Mt. Palomar Nighttime Lighting Policy Area are 
required to adhere to the requirements of Riverside County Ordinance No. 655, which controls artificial 
lighting sources to protect the Observatory. Ordinance No. 655 states that low-pressure sodium lamps are the 
preferred illuminating source, and that outdoor lighting fixtures are required to be shielded. Pursuant to 
Section 7 of Ordinance No. 655, future building permits would be required to include specific information with 
regards to lighting, as follows: 1) the location of the site where outdoor light fixtures would be installed; 2) 
plans indicating the location and type of fixtures of the premises; and 3) a description of the outdoor light 
fixtures, including, but not limited to, manufacturer’s catalog cuts and drawings. The required plans and 
descriptions would enable the County to determine whether compliance with the requirements of the 
ordinance is met. No building permits would be issued by the County unless the building permit applications 
demonstrate consistency with the applicable provisions of Ordinance No. 655. As such, the Project has no 
potential to interfere with the nighttime use of the Mt. Palomar Observatory, as protected through Riverside 
County Ordinance No. 655, and impacts would be less than significant. No further analysis of this subject is 
required. (Riverside County, 1988) 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

3) Other Lighting Issues 
a. Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views 
in the area? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. Expose residential property to unacceptable light 
levels? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Under existing conditions, the Project site is developed and contains artificial light sources associated with the 

existing uses at the site. New sources of lighting would be installed in association with the construction/ 
installation of new structures at the site (as previously summarized in Table 1-1), although such lighting is 
anticipated to be limited to lighting for safety and security purposes, such as lighting on the building façades.  
All proposed new structures would be  required to comply with the requirements of Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 915 (Outdoor Lighting), which regulates light trespass and protects the health, property, and 
well-being of residents residing in the unincorporated areas of Riverside County. Section 5 of Ordinance No. 
915 requires that all outdoor lighting be located, adequately shielded, and directed such that no direct light 
falls outside the parcel of origin, or onto the public right-of-way. (Riverside County, 2012) Mandatory 
compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 915 would ensure that the Project artificial lighting sources 
would not adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Additionally, building materials associated with 
the Project would not include any highly reflective materials, and any minor amounts of glare that would be 
produced in association with the new structures on site largely would be obscured by existing structures on 
site and would not substantially adversely affect any day or nighttime views in the area. Therefore, impacts 
due to light and glare would be less than significant and no further analysis of this subject is required.   

 
b) The Project site occurs in an area that largely is surrounded by existing equestrian and agricultural uses and 

scattered rural residential uses. New sources of lighting would be installed in association with the 
construction/ installation of new structures at the site (as previously summarized in Table 1-1), although such 
lighting is anticipated to be limited to lighting for safety and security purposes, such as lighting on the building 
façades.  All proposed new structures would be  required to comply with the requirements of Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 915 (Outdoor Lighting), which regulates light trespass and protects the health, property, and 
well-being of residents residing in the unincorporated areas of Riverside County. Section 5 of Ordinance No. 
915 requires that all outdoor lighting be located, adequately shielded, and directed such that no direct light 
falls outside the parcel of origin, or onto the public right-of-way. (Riverside County, 2012) Mandatory 
compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 915 would ensure that the Project artificial lighting sources 
would not expose residential property to unacceptable light levels, and impacts would be less than significant. 
No further analysis of this subject is required. 

 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-5 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

2.1.2 Agriculture & Forest Resources 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

4) Agriculture 
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, 
agricultural use or with land subject to a Williamson 
Act contract or land within a Riverside County 
Agricultural Preserve? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c. Cause development of non-agricultural uses within 
300 feet of agriculturally zoned property (Ordinance 
No. 625 “Right-to-Farm”)? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d. Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result 
in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to mapping information from the California Department of Conservation (CDC) Farmland Mapping 

and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the Project site contains land classified as “Farmland of Local Importance,” 
“Urban and Built-Up Land,” and “Other Land.” The classifications of “Farmland of Local Importance,” “Urban 
and Built-Up Land,” and “Other Land” do not meet the definition of “Farmland” as outlined by CEQA, the 
County, or the CDC, and no portions of the Project site contain areas classified as “Prime Farmland,” “Unique 
Farmland” or “Farmland of Statewide Importance.” (CDC, 2020) Therefore, the Project would not convert 
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or any other “Farmland” identified on 
the FMMP maps to non-agricultural use. No impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is 
required. 

 
b) Under existing conditions, the Galway Downs facility consists of an events facility that primarily features 

equestrian-related activities and events, along with other non-equestrian activities such as soccer events.  As 
discussed in Subsection 1.1 above, the Project includes an application for CZ 22000010, which would revise 
the WC-E zoning regulations to accommodate the expanded range of uses that would be allowed under CUP 
2303R1.  With approval of CZ 22000010, the proposed Project would be fully consistent with the WC-E zoning 
regulations contained within Riverside County Ordinance No. 348.  Additionally, the expanded range of uses 
proposed as part of the Project would be fully compatible with agricultural uses in the surrounding area.  In 
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addition, the Project site is not located within a Riverside County Agricultural Preserve, and is not subject to 
any Williamson Act Contracts (RCIT, n.d.). Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing 
agricultural zoning, agricultural use, or with land subject to a Williamson Act contract or land within a Riverside 
County Agricultural Preserve, and no impact would occur.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) Under existing conditions, the Project site and the majority of lands surrounding the Project site are zoned for 

agricultural uses (within the WC-E or A-1 zones), with remaining properties being zoned for residential-
agricultural uses (R-A).  However, the expanded range of uses that would be allowed on site would be fully 
compatible with surrounding agricultural uses.  Furthermore, because the Project site is located within 300 
feet of lands zoned primarily for agricultural purposes, the Project would be subject to the provisions of 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 625, which protects agricultural operations from nuisance complaints and 
encourages the development, improvement, and long-term viability of agricultural land. Mandatory 
compliance with Ordinance No. 625, which would be assured through the Project’s conditions of approval, 
would ensure that Project-related construction and operation activities would not indirectly cause or 
contribute to the conversion of off-site farmland to non-agricultural uses. Based on mandatory compliance 
with Ordinance No. 625, no impact would occur and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
d) There are no other components of the proposed Project not already discussed under Thresholds 4.a) through 

4.c), which due to location or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use. No 
impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

5) Forest 
a. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 

of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Govt. Code 
section 51104(g))? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result 
in conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) Under existing conditions, the Project site is zoned WC-E, which is an agricultural-tourism related zoning 

classification.  In addition, surrounding properties generally are zoned for agricultural or residential-
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agriculture uses, and no properties surrounding the Project site are zoned forest land, timberland, or 
Timberland Production.  (RCIT, n.d.)  As such, the Project has no potential to conflict with or cause the rezoning 
of forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production forest land (as defined by Govt. 
Code section 51104(g)).  No impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
b) As previously discussed in Threshold 5.a), the Project site is not zoned for forest land and does not contain 

any forest land. As indicated by Figure OS-3 of the Riverside County General Plan, the nearest forest land to 
the Project site is Cleveland National Forest, located approximately 1.8 miles southeast of the site, and the 
expanded uses proposed as part of the Project have no potential to result in the loss of forest land or the 
conversion of forest land to non-forest uses. (Riverisde County, 2015a, Figure OS-3) Accordingly, no impact 
would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) Due to the absence of forest land on the Project site and in the Project’s immediate vicinity, there is no 

potential for the Project to result in other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in the conversion of forest land to non-forest land use. No impact would occur, and no 
further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.3 Air Quality  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

6) Air Quality Impacts 
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 
☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

c. Expose sensitive receptors which are located within 
one (1) mile of the project site to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to 
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of 
people? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 

a) The Project site is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). Air quality within the SCAB is regulated by the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). Standards for air quality are documented in the 
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SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), as most recently updated in December 2022 (SCAQMD, 
2022). The proposed Project would result in the emission of air pollutants into the SCAB during short-term 
construction and long-term operational activities, primarily from vehicles that travel to and from the Project 
site. The Project’s construction and operational activities would emit pollutants, thereby potentially 
conflicting with or obstructing implementation of the SCAQMD’s AQMP. As such, an air quality technical 
report will be prepared, and the required EIR will evaluate the proposed Project’s potential to conflict with 
the adopted SCAQMD AQMP.  
 

b) Air quality within the SCAB is regulated by the SCAQMD and standards for air quality are documented in the 
SCAQMD AQMP, as most recently updated in December 2022. Implementation of the proposed Project has 
the potential to exceed daily air pollutant emission significance thresholds established by the SCAQMD’s 
AQMP, particularly related to mobile-source emissions associated with the Project’s long-term operation.  
Accordingly, an air quality technical report will be prepared, and Project-related air emissions will be modeled 
using the SCAQMD’s California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod™). The purpose of this model is to 
calculate estimated construction-source and operational-source air quality emissions for criteria pollutants 
from direct and indirect sources. The required EIR will quantify the Project’s expected pollutant levels and 
evaluate the potential to exceed local air quality standards and/or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation. (SCAQMD, 2022) 
 

c) The Project design does not include any features that may be considered point source emitters, and the 
expanded uses proposed as part of the Project would not directly expose nearby sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations. However, and although not expected, vehicular traffic associated with 
the expanded uses proposed as part of the Project has the potential to exceed the Localized Significance 
Thresholds (LSTs) promulgated by SCAQMD, and the Project’s vehicular traffic also has the potential to cause 
or contribute to Carbon Monoxide (CO) “hot spots.”  Due to the presence of sensitive receptors in the vicinity 
and the passenger vehicle traffic expected to be generated by the Project, the required EIR will evaluate the 
Project’s potential to expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.  

 
d) Any temporary odor impacts generated by construction activities on the Project site, such as asphalt paving 

and the application of architectural coatings, would be short-term and cease upon completion of the 
construction phase of the Project. Additionally, such odors would not affect a substantial number of people, 
based on the proximity and nature of land uses surrounding the Project site (i.e., primarily undeveloped, 
agricultural, and rural residential land uses). The new structures proposed at the Project site are not expected 
to involve activities that would generate substantial or noticeable amounts of odor during long-term 
operation. It is expected that Project-generated refuse would be stored in covered containers and removed 
at regular intervals in compliance with the County’s solid waste regulations. Additionally, the Project would 
be subject to SCAQMD Rule 402, “Nuisance” that controls odors by prohibiting air contaminants or other 
material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to 
the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose, health or safety of any such persons or the public, or which 
cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property (AQMD, 1976). 
Notwithstanding, the expanded uses proposed as part of the Project would facilitate expanded equestrian-
related activities on site, which are associated with the generation of odors from manure.  Although not 
anticipated to be significant given the rural and agricultural nature of surrounding lands, the Project’s 
potential to result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number 
of people will be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR. 
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2.1.4 Biological Resources 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

7) Wildlife & Vegetation 
a. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation 
Community Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or state conservation plan? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any endangered, 
or threatened species, as listed in Title 14 of the 
California Code of Regulations (Sections 670.2 or 
670.5) or in Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations 
(Sections 17.11 or 17.12)? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Wildlife Service? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
or with established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

e. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

f. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

g. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The applicable Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)/Natural Conservation Community Plan (NCCP) for the Project 

area is the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).  The Project site is 
located within MSHCP Criteria Cells 7185 and 7134 within the MSHCP Southwest Area Plan, Subunit 2 
(Temecula and Pechanga Creek).  However, a Habitat Acquisition and Negotiation Strategy (HANS) process/ 
Joint Project Review (JPR) was completed for the Project site in 2011 as required by subsection 6.1.1 of the 
MSHCP, and no conservation was determined to be necessary on the Galway Downs site, as all targeted 
conservation areas associated with Criteria Cells 7185 and 7134 were determined to occur off site (RCA, 2011).   
Accordingly, the Project would not conflict with the MSHCP’s Reserve Assembly requirements.  Although 
habitat conservation is not required on the Project site pursuant to the MSHCP, all projects must demonstrate 
compliance with applicable MSHCP requirements pursuant to the following sections of the MSHCP: Section 
6.1.2, “Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools;” Section 6.1.3, 
“Protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species;” Section 6.1.4, “Guidelines Pertaining to the Urban/Wildland 
Interface;” and Section 6.3.2, “Additional Survey Needs and Procedures” (Riverside County, 2003). Although 
the majority of the Project site is disturbed under existing conditions, the Project would require the 
construction of an off-site sewer line, which has the potential to conflict with these sections of the MSHCP.  In 
addition, and although not anticipated to occur given the generally disturbed nature of the Project site, the 
expanded uses proposed as part of the Project have a remote potential to conflict with these provisions of 
the MSHCP.  Accordingly, a Project-specific biological technical report will be required for the Project, which 
will identify the Project’s potential impacts to biological resources and will include an analysis of Project 
consistency with the MSHCP. The results of the Project-specific biological technical report shall be 
documented in the forthcoming EIR, and mitigation measures will be identified if determined necessary. 

 
b) Although not anticipated due to the generally disturbed nature of the Project site, the agricultural and rural 

residential nature of the surrounding area, and due to mandatory compliance with all applicable provisions of 
the MSHCP, the proposed Project has the remote potential to result in a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on endangered or threatened species.   Because the Project site has 
the remote potential to contain species and/or habitat that supports species identified as candidate, sensitive, 
or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S.  Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), a qualified biologist shall evaluate the 
site’s existing biological resources and determine the presence or absence of any sensitive species.  The results 
of the biological resources technical report(s) shall be disclosed and evaluated in the required EIR.  

 
c) Although not anticipated due to the generally disturbed nature of the Project site, the agricultural and rural 

residential nature of the surrounding area, and due to mandatory compliance with all applicable provisions of 
the MSHCP, the proposed Project has the remote potential to result in a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS. A qualified biologist shall 
evaluate the site’s existing biological resources and determine the presence or absence of candidate, 
sensitive, or special-status species, and shall evaluate whether the Project would result in direct or indirect 
impacts to such species, the results of which shall be documented in a biological resources technical report(s).  
The results of the biological resources technical report(s) shall be disclosed and evaluated in the required EIR. 
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d) Under existing conditions, the Galway Downs facility consists of a multi-faceted events facility that operates 
as a traditional equestrian facility the majority of the time but also hosts a variety of other activities during 
holidays and on the weekends. In addition,  As such, the Project site does not afford any substantial wildlife 
movement areas, and the Project site and surrounding area do not contain any wildlife nursery sites. 
Notwithstanding,  qualified biologist shall evaluate the site’s existing potential to serve as a wildlife movement 
corridor, and the results of the evaluation shall be documented in a Project-specific biological technical report.  
The results of the biological resources technical report(s) shall be disclosed and evaluated in the required EIR. 

 
e) The Project site and off-site improvement areas have the potential to contain riparian habitat or other 

sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the CDFW and/or 
USFWS.  Biological field work shall be completed by a professional biologist to document the site’s existing 
biological resources and to determine the presence or absence of riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, and/or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS.  The 
results of the biological field work shall be incorporated into the required EIR to determine whether the 
Project would impact riparian habitat or sensitive natural communities. 

 
f) No known federally protected wetlands are present within the areas that would be impacted by the proposed 

Project.  However, small to moderate sized wetlands can be present or develop anywhere there is sufficient 
water; therefore, biological field work shall occur on the property to document the site’s existing biological 
resources and to determine the presence or absence of federally-protected wetlands as defined by Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act.  If present, impacts shall be evaluated and disclosed in the required EIR.   

 
g) Aside from the MSHCP, which is addressed above under Threshold a., the only local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources within the Project area are County Ordinance No. 559 (Regulating the Removal 
of Trees) and the County’s Oak Tree Management Guidelines (Riverside County, 1997). Ordinance No. 559 
pertains to parcels or property located above 5,000 feet in elevation. Elevations on the Project site range from 
approximately 1,198 feet to 1,308 feet amsl (Google Earth, 2023). Therefore, because the Project site does 
not reach an elevation of 5,000 feet, Ordinance No. 559 is not applicable to the Project site and no impact 
would occur. Additionally, under existing conditions, areas subject to impact as part of the Project do not 
contain any oak trees. As such, the Project has no potential to result in a conflict with the County’s Oak Tree 
Management Guidelines. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. No impact would occur, and 
no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.5 Cultural Resources 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project:     

8) Historic Resources 
a. Alter or destroy a historic site? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    

a) Although the Project site does not contain any known historical resources and is not known to be associated 
with any important people or events in California history, a professional archaeologist will conduct archival 
research and perform a site survey and document their findings in a cultural resources report. The cultural 
resources report will indicate whether there is a reasonable potential for discovery of significant historical 
resources that may be buried beneath the surface of the Project site such that the Project’s construction 
would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of such historical resources. The results of the 
evaluation will be disclosed in the Project’s EIR.  

 
b) Although the Project site does not contain any known historical resources, it is possible that minor grading 

activities associated with the Project could uncover previously unknown subsurface historical resources.  A 
site-specific cultural resources assessment shall be conducted by a professional archaeologist to determine 
likelihood for the presence/absence of archaeological resources to be located beneath the surface of the 
Project site. The Project’s potential to impact previously undiscovered historical resources beneath the 
surface of the EDA, which could result in an adverse change in the significance of the resources pursuant to 
California Code of Regulations §15064.5, shall be evaluated in the required EIR based on the site-specific 
historical resource analysis. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

9) Archaeological Resources 
a. Alter or destroy an archeological site? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archeological resource as defined 
in California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

c. Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-13 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

a) Although the Project site is not known to contain significant archaeological resources and is unlikely to contain 
significant discoverable subsurface archaeological resources due to the generally disturbed nature of the site 
and the limited amount of grading proposed as part of the Project, a professional archaeologist will conduct 
archival research and perform a site survey and document their findings in a cultural resources report. The 
cultural resources report will indicate whether Project implementation would alter or destroy an 
archaeological site. The results of the evaluation will be disclosed in the Project’s EIR. Tribal cultural resources 
are addressed in the Tribal Cultural Resources section below. 

 
b) Although the Project site is not known to contain significant archaeological resources and is unlikely to contain 

significant discoverable subsurface archaeological resources due to the generally disturbed nature of the site 
and the limited amount of grading proposed as part of the Project, a professional archaeologist will conduct 
archival research and perform a site survey and document their findings in a cultural resources report. The 
cultural resources report will indicate whether Project implementation would cause a potential, substantial 
adverse change in the significance of any archeological resources as defined in Section 15064.5 of the 
California Code of Regulations (CCR). The results of the evaluation will be disclosed in the Project’s EIR.    

 
c) There are no known cemeteries at the Project site and no known formal cemeteries are located within the 

immediate site vicinity. While not expected, in the unlikely event that human remains are discovered during 
ground-disturbing activities required to implement the proposed Project, compliance with the applicable 
provisions of California Health and Safety Code § 7050.5 as well as Public Resources Code § 5097 et. Seq. 
would be required (CA Legislative Info, n.d.). Mandatory compliance with these provisions of State law would 
ensure that impacts to human remains, if unearthed during construction activities, would be appropriately 
treated. No significant impact would occur with mandatory compliance with the Public Resources Code and 
no further analysis is required on this topic. 

 
2.1.6 Energy 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

10) Energy Impacts 
a. Result in potentially significant environmental 

impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Conflict with or obstruct a State or Local plan for 
renewable energy or energy efficiency? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact: 
 
a) Project-related construction and operational activities would use local energy resources, including gasoline, 

natural gas, and electricity. An energy resources analysis report will be prepared to evaluate whether 
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implementation of the Project would result in potentially significant environmental impacts due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. The findings of this report will be disclosed in 
the forthcoming EIR. 

 
b) The Project’s potential to conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations related to renewable energy 

or energy efficiency will be analyzed in an energy resources analysis report, the results of which will be 
disclosed in the Project’s EIR. 

 
2.1.7 Geology and Soils 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

11) Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or County Fault 
Hazards Zones 

a. Be subject to rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact:   According to Riverside County’s GIS database and Figure 1 of the County’s General Plan 

Safety Element, a County Fault Zone abuts and slightly encroaches into the southern portion of the Project 
site (Riverside County, 2024, p. 33; RCIT, n.d.).  However, no new development or structures are proposed 
within the designated County fault zone.  As is the case with most locations in Southern California, the Project 
site is located in a region that is characterized by moderate to high seismic activity.  The risk is not considered 
substantially different than that of other similar properties in the southern California area.  The Project would 
be required to construct all proposed structures in accordance with the California Building Standards Code 
(CBSC, Title 24) and the Riverside County Building Code.  The CBSC and Riverside County Building Code have 
been designed to preclude significant adverse effects associated with strong seismic ground shaking. 
Therefore, the Project would not be subject to rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault, and impacts would be less than significant.  No further analysis of this 
topic is required. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

12) Liquefaction Potential Zone 
a. Be subject to seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:   According to Riverside County’s GIS database and Figure 2 of the County’s General Plan Safety 
Element, the portions of the Project site where new buildings would be constructed or installed on site range from 
a “Low” to “Very High” potential for liquefaction hazards (Riverside County, 2024, p. 35; RCIT, n.d.). However, 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 457 requires preparation of a geotechnical evaluation prior to issuance of grading 
or building permits, and further requires that grading and building plans incorporate the recommendations of the 
geotechnical evaluation in order to attenuate risks associated with liquefaction hazards (Riverside County, 2023b). 
With mandatory compliance with the recommendations contained in the Project’s site-specific geotechnical 
investigation and Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, impacts due to liquefaction would be reduced to less-than-
significant levels. No further analysis of this topic is required. 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

13) Ground-shaking Zone 
a. Be subject to strong seismic ground shaking? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:   As indicated in the analysis of Threshold 11.a), above, as is the case with most locations in 
Southern California, the Project site is located in a region that is characterized by moderate to high seismic activity. 
As previously stated under the above thresholds, Section 5.C of Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, which 
incorporates Sections 107.1 and R106.1 of the California Building Code, requires preparation of a geotechnical 
evaluation prior to issuance of grading or building permits, and further requires that grading and building plans 
incorporate the recommendations of the geotechnical evaluation in order to attenuate risks associated with 
county fault zone hazards and strong seismic ground shaking (Riverside County, 2023b). With mandatory 
compliance with the recommendations contained in the Project’s site-specific geotechnical investigation and 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, impacts due to County fault zones and strong seismic ground shaking would 
be reduced to less-than-significant levels.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

14) Landslide Risk 
a. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 

or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, collapse, or rockfall 
hazards? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  The Project site and surrounding areas generally exhibit level terrain, with exception of hillsides 
that occur to the southeast and southwest of the Project site.  Thus, the minor grading proposed as part of the 
Project would not have the potential to result in landslides or rockfall hazards on or off site.  Lateral spreading is 
a type of liquefaction‐induced ground failure associated with the lateral displacement of surficial blocks of 
sediment resulting from liquefaction in a subsurface layer.  The Project site likely is subject to lateral spreading 
hazards based on the Project site’s “Moderate” to “Very High” liquefaction potential (as discussed under 
Threshold 12.a)).  In addition, according to Riverside County GIS the Project site is considered “susceptible” to 
subsidence (collapse) hazards.  However, and as noted above, Section 5.C of Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, 
which incorporates Sections 107.1 and R106.1 of the California Building Code, requires preparation of a 
geotechnical evaluation prior to issuance of grading or building permits, and further requires that grading and 
building plans incorporate the recommendations of the geotechnical evaluation in order to attenuate risks 
associated with liquefaction and landslide hazards (Riverside County, 2023b). The Project’s future geotechnical 
report will incorporate site-specific recommendations to address potential hazards associated with lateral 
spreading and collapse, and the Project would be conditioned to comply with the recommendations of the site-
specific investigation. Preparation and implementation of a site-specific geotechnical evaluation as part of future 
implementing grading and building permits and compliance with the recommendations of the Project’s 
geotechnical report would ensure that hazards associated with unstable geologic units that could potentially result 
in on- or off-site lateral spreading or collapse are reduced to a level below significance.  No further analysis of this 
topic is required. 
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Potentially 
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
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Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

15) Ground Subsidence 
a. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 

or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in ground 
subsidence? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:   According to Riverside County’s GIS database, the Project site is considered “susceptible” to 
subsidence hazards but is not located in an area with recorded ground subsidence (RCIT, n.d.). No large-scale 
extraction of groundwater, gas, oil, or geothermal energy is proposed as part of the Project, and no such uses 
occur in the vicinity of the Project. As such, there is little to no potential for ground subsidence due to withdrawal 
of fluids or gases at the Project site. Additionally, and as noted above, Section 5.C of Riverside County Ordinance 
No. 457, which incorporates Sections 107.1 and R106.1 of the California Building Code, requires preparation of a 
geotechnical evaluation prior to issuance of grading or building permits, and further requires that grading and 
building plans incorporate the recommendations of the geotechnical evaluation in order to attenuate risks 
associated with ground subsidence hazards (Riverside County, 2023b). The Project’s future geotechnical report 
will incorporate site-specific recommendations to address potential ground subsidence hazards, and the Project 
would be conditioned to comply with the recommendations of the site-specific investigation. Preparation and 
implementation of a site-specific geotechnical evaluation as part of future implementing grading and building 
permits and compliance with the recommendations of the Project’s geotechnical report would ensure that 
hazards associated with ground subsidence are reduced to a level below significance.  Therefore, impacts due to 
ground subsidence hazards would be less than significant.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

16) Other Geologic Hazards 
a. Be subject to geologic hazards, such as seiche, 

mudflow, or volcanic hazard? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) There are no known volcanoes within the Project area; therefore, the Project would not be subject to hazards 

associated with volcanoes and no impacts would occur. A seiche is a standing wave in an enclosed or partially 
enclosed body of water that are observed on lakes, reservoirs, swimming pools, bays, harbors, and seas. The 
nearest enclosed body of water to the Project site is Vail Lake, located approximately 2.7 miles east of the 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-18 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

Project site. Although the northern portions of the Project site are located within a flood zone (Flood Zone A, 
which includes areas subject to flood hazards but where the base elevations of flooding have not been 
determined), the Project site is not subject to inundation due to a failure of any dams, including the dam at 
Veil Lake (RCIT, n.d.).  Given the site is not subject to flooding from dam failure, it can also be assumed that 
the Project site is not subject to inundation from seiche events that may occur within Vail Lake; thus, no 
impacts due to seiches would occur with implementation of the Project.  Although hill forms occur to the 
southeast and southwest of the Project site, the Project site is separated from these hillsides by Los Corralitos 
Road, and these areas are covered with natural vegetation (sage scrub), which reduces the potential for 
mudflow hazards.  Accordingly, impacts associated with mudflow hazards would be less than significant.  
Accordingly, the Project would result in less-than-significant impacts due to geologic hazards, such as seiche, 
mudflow, or volcanic hazard, and no further analysis of this subject is required. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

17) Slopes 
a. Change topography or ground surface relief 

features? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher 
than 10 feet? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Result in grading that affects or negates subsurface 
sewage disposal systems? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Under existing conditions, the Project site exhibits very little topographic variation. Grading activities 

associated with the Project would be minimal and generally would consist of fine grading activities (i.e., the 
creation of level building pads), and no mass grading is anticipated as part of the Project.  As such, the Project 
has no potential to change topography of ground surface relief features, and no impact would occur.  No 
further analysis of this topic is required.   

 
b) Minimal grading would occur as part of the proposed Project since the Project site is fully disturbed and 

developed under existing conditions. Given the relatively flat nature of the Project site, cut or fill slopes are 
not anticipated, and where minor slopes occur they would not exceed a gradient of 2:1 and would not be 
higher than 10 feet in height.  Furthermore, Section 5.C of Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, which 
incorporates Sections 107.1 and R106.1 of the California Building Code, requires preparation of a geotechnical 
evaluation prior to issuance of grading or building permits, and further requires that grading and building 
plans incorporate the recommendations of the geotechnical evaluation in order to ensure that any proposed 
manufactured slopes would be grossly stable (Riverside County, 2023b). With mandatory compliance with 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, impacts due to manufactured slopes constructed at a gradient steeper 
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than 2:1 or higher than 10 feet in height would be reduced to less-than-significant levels.  No further analysis 
of this topic is required. 

 
c) Under existing conditions, the Project site is developed and wastewater generated at the Project site is treated 

by existing septic systems.  Grading proposed as part of the Project would not occur within any areas 
containing existing septic systems, and all future uses proposed as part of the Project either would be required 
to connect to the existing septic systems, or would be required to connect to the new EMWD sewer line within 
De Portola Road.  Accordingly, the Project would not result in grading that affects or negates subsurface 
sewage disposal systems contains subsurface sewage disposal systems, and no impact would occur.  No 
further analysis of this topic is required.  

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

18) Soils 
a. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Section 
1803.5.3. of the California Building Code (2022), 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting use 
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of waste water? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Proposed grading activities associated with the Project, which are anticipated to be minor and only would 

entail fine grading to establish building pads, would temporarily expose underlying soils to water and air, 
which would increase erosion susceptibility while the soils are exposed. Exposed soils would be subject to 
erosion during rainfall events or high winds due to the removal or stabilizing vegetation and exposure of these 
erodible materials to wind and water. Erosion by water would be greatest during the first rainy season after 
grading and before the Project’s structure foundations are established and paving and landscaping occur. 
Erosion by wind would be highest during period of high wind speeds when soils are exposed. 

 
Pursuant to the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board, the Project Applicant is required 
to obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for construction activities. The 
NPDES permit is required for all projects that include construction activities, such as clearing, grading, and/or 
excavations that disturb at least one acre of total land area. Additionally, during grading and other 
construction activities involving soil exposure of the transport of earth materials, Riverside County Ordinance 
No. 457 would apply, which establishes, in part, requirements for the control of dust and erosion during 
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construction, would apply to the Project. The Project Applicant would be required pursuant to Section 8.F of 
Ordinance No. 457 to prepare an erosion control plan that would address construction fencing, sandbags, and 
other erosion-control features that would be implemented during the construction phase to reduce the site’s 
potential for soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Requirements for the reduction of particulate matter in the air 
also would apply, pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 403. Mandatory compliance with the Project’s NPDES permit and 
these regulatory requirements would ensure that water and wind erosion impacts during construction would 
be less than significant.  Accordingly, no further analysis of this topic is required. (Riverside County, 2023b; 
AQMD, 2005) 

 
b) As indicated by the County’s GIS database, the Project site has a “high” expansion potential (RCIT, n.d.) 

However, Section 5.C of Riverside County Ordinance No. 457, which incorporates Sections 107.1 and R106.1 
of the California Building Code, requires preparation of a geotechnical evaluation prior to issuance of grading 
or building permits, and further requires that grading and building plans incorporate the recommendations of 
the geotechnical evaluation in order to ensure that any expansive soils that may be present are properly 
addressed (Riverside County, 2023b). With mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 457 
and applicable State building codes, impacts due to expansive soils would be reduced to less-than-significant 
levels.  Accordingly, no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) Under existing conditions, the existing uses at the Project site are served by existing septic systems.  These 

septic systems were permitted by Riverside County, and as part of the permit process evidence was provided 
to the County demonstrating that the soils on site are suitable for septic systems.  Under near-term conditions, 
any new uses on site either would be required to connect to the existing septic systems on site, or would be 
required to install additional sewage treatment system on site.  Should any new sewage treatment systems 
be proposed on site, they would be subject to compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 650.7 
(Regulating the Discharge of Sewer), which imposes strict requirements to demonstrate that on-site soils are 
capable of adequately supporting use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.  Ultimately, 
all uses on site would be required to connect to the new EMWD sewer line planned within De Portola Road, 
at which time the existing septic systems on the property would be abandoned in accordance with the 
requirements of the Riverside County Department of Environmental Health.    Accordingly, the Project would 
not have soils incapable of adequately supporting use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater, and no impact would occur.  No 
further analysis of this topic is required. 
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Less Than 
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with 
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Less than 
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No Impact 

Would the project: 

19) Wind Erosion and Blowsand from project either on or off 
site. 

a. Be impacted by or result in an increase in wind 
erosion and blowsand, either on or off site? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
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Findings of Fact:   

a) According to Riverside County General Plan Amendment 960 (the County’s 2003 comprehensive General Plan 
update), the Project site is located in an area with “moderate” potential for wind erosion hazards.  Proposed 
grading activities, which are anticipated to be minor and mostly comprising fine grading activities, would 
expose underlying soils at the Project site, which would increase erosion susceptibility during grading and 
construction activities. Exposed soils would be subject to erosion due to the removal of stabilizing vegetation 
and exposure of these erodible material to wind.  Erosion by wind would be highest during periods of high-
wind speeds. During construction activities involving soil exposure or the transport of earth materials, 
significant short-term impacts associated with wind erosion would be precluded with mandatory compliance 
to the Project’s SWPPP and Riverside County Ordinance No. 484.2, which establishes requirements for the 
control of blowing sand.  In addition, the Project would be required to comply with South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403, which addressed the reduction of airborne particulate matter with 
mandatory compliance to these regulatory requirements. Wind erosion impacts would be less than significant 
during construction. Following construction, wind erosion on the Project site would be negligible as the 
disturbed areas would be landscaped or covered with impervious surfaces. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed Project would not significantly increase the risk of long-term wind erosion on- or off-site, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

20) Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly 

or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on 
the environment? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions 
of greenhouse gases? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) Construction and operational activities associated with the Project would emit air pollutants, several of which 

are regarded as greenhouse gasses (GHGs). GHG emissions associated with the proposed Project would 
primarily be associated with mobile source emissions from Project-related traffic. In addition, construction 
activities, energy consumption, water consumption, and solid waste generation also would contribute to the 
overall generation of GHGs. Specifically, construction and operational activities would result in the emissions 
of carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and methane (CH4), which are GHGs. A GHG emissions analysis 
will be prepared to quantify and evaluate the Project’s GHG emissions. Because climate change is a global 
phenomenon and not limited to a specific locale such as the Project site and its immediate vicinity, emissions 
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have the potential to be significant on a cumulatively considerable basis. The proposed Project’s potential to 
generate GHGs, either directly or indirectly, that could have a significant impact on the environment, will be 
analyzed in a GHG analysis report which will be discussed in the required EIR.  

 
b) The Project must comply with the County’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) and the California Air Resources Board’s 

(CARB) 2022 Scoping Plan (CARB, 2022; Riverside County, 2019). This compliance ensures alignment with 
Assembly Bill (AB) 32, as the 2022 Scoping Plan is based on the targets established by both AB 32 and Senate 
Bill (SB) 32. The County of Riverside's CAP Update addresses greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions and 
aligns with the requirements of AB 32, SB 32, and international efforts to mitigate GHG emissions. Therefore, 
adherence to the CAP Update satisfies the mitigation criteria outlined in the State CEQA Guidelines. 
Notwithstanding, the proposed Project's potential to conflict with the County’s CAP Update, which may also 
conflict with the 2022 Scoping Plan, will be addressed in the required EIR.  

 
2.1.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
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Mitigation 
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Less than 
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Would the project: 

21) Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or an 
emergency evacuation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e. Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
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a) During Project construction, limited amounts of hazardous materials typical of construction activities would 
be transported to, stored, and used on the Project site (e.g., fuel, lubricants, architectural coatings).  
Mandatory compliance with regulatory requirements pertaining to the transport, use, and disposal of 
hazardous materials would ensure that impacts would be less than significant. There are no reasonably 
foreseeable circumstances associated with the Project’s construction or operation that would result in a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment associated with standard construction and operational 
practices. A less-than-significant impact would occur, and no further analysis is required on this topic.  

 
b) As indicated in the response to Threshold 21.a) above, limited amounts of hazardous materials typical of 

construction activities would be transported to, stored, and used on the Project site during Project 
construction and limited amounts of hazardous materials may be used and stored on the Project site as part 
of routine business operations. Mandatory compliance with regulatory requirements pertaining to the 
transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials would ensure that impacts would be less than significant.  
There are no reasonably foreseeable circumstances associated with the Project’s construction or operation 
that would result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment associated with standard 
construction and operational practices. A less-than-significant impact would occur, and no further analysis is 
required on this topic. 
 

c) The Project site does not contain any emergency facilities, nor does it serve as an emergency evacuation route. 
In April 2023, the Riverside County Emergency Management Department (EMD) published a Multi-
Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP). The purpose of the LHMP is to identify the County’s 
hazards, review and assess past disaster occurrences, estimate the probability of future occurrences, and set 
goals to mitigate potential risks to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to people and property from natural and 
human-caused hazards. The LHMP describes the County’s plans for a variety of potential hazards, ranging 
from wildfires to tornados. However, the LHMP does not identify any emergency management facilities on 
the Project site, does not identify any specific evacuation routes within the Project area, and does not identify 
any policies or requirements specific to the Project site or surrounding areas. Rather, the LHMP provides a 
series of policies to be enacted by the various agencies and jurisdictions within the County in the event of 
emergency situations. As noted by the LHMP, “[t]here has been no development within Riverside County 
unincorporated areas that have increased hazard risk or vulnerability since the previous plan was adopted in 
2018” (Riverside, 2023a, p. 49)  Therefore, it can be concluded that developments within Riverside County 
that adhere to the applicable provisions of County ordinances, including design measures related to 
emergency access, would not result in a conflict with the LHMP. The proposed Project would be required to 
comply with all applicable provisions of County policies and ordinances related to public safety, including but 
not limited to Ordinance No. 457, which establishes the County’s building and fire protection regulations and 
includes measures requiring the provision of adequate emergency access and other measures to address fire 
hazard safety. There are no components of the proposed Project with the potential to conflict with the 
County’s LHMP. Accordingly, implementation of the proposed Project would not impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan, and no 
impact would occur, and no further analysis is required on this subject. 
 

d) The Project site is not located within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school (Google Earth, 2023). 
The nearest existing school facility to the Project site is Crowne Hill Elementary (located approximately 2.4 
miles northwest of the site), Pauba Valley Elementary School (located approximately 2.7 miles west of the 
site), and Great Oak High School (located 3.8 miles east of the site). In addition, the Project does not include 
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any land uses that may be considered point source emitters or that would be involved with the storage or use 
with hazardous materials. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. No 
impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required.  

 
e) The California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) maintains several lists of contaminated sites that 

are identified as meeting the “Cortese List” requirements for hazardous materials sites. A review of the 
CalEPA’s Cortese List Data Resources indicates that the Project site is not included on any list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 65962.5 (DTSC, n.d.). As such, no impact would occur, 
and further analysis of this topic is not required.  
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Less than 
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Would the project: 

22) Airports 
a. Result in an inconsistency with an Airport Master 

Plan? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Require review by the Airport Land Use 
Commission? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c. For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
or heliport, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project 
area? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The nearest airport tot the Project site is the French Valley Airport, located approximately 7.4 miles northwest 

of the Project site (Google Earth, 2023). According to the Riverside County GIS database and Figure 5, 
Southwest Area Plan French Valley Airport Influence Area, of the SWAP, the Project site is not located within 
any Airport Influence Area (AIA) or Airport Safety Zone (Riverside County, 2021, Figure 5; RCIT, n.d.).  As such, 
the Project site is not located in an area that is subject to any Airport Master Plans or Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plans. Accordingly, implementation of the Project does not have the potential to result in an 
inconsistency with an Airport Master Plan and the Project would not require review by the Airport Land Use 
Commission. No impacts would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 
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b) Refer to the discussion of Threshold 22.a) above. Because the Project site is not located within the AIA of any 
airports, the Project would not require review by the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). No impact would 
occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) Refer to the discussion within Threshold 22.a) above. The Project site is not located within an airport land use 

plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, and as such the Project would not result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area. No impact would occur, and no further 
analysis of this topic is required. 

 
d) There are no private airstrips or heliports in the Project vicinity. As such, the Project would not result in a 

safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area. No impact would occur, and no further 
analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

23) Water Quality Impacts 
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground water quality? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river or through the addition 
of impervious surfaces? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

d. Result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or 
off-site? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

e. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding 
on-site or off-site? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

f. Create or contribute runoff water that would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

g. Impede or redirect flood flows ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
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Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

h. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk the 
release of pollutants due to project inundation? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

i. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water 
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 1300 [“Water Quality”] et seq., of the 

California Water Code), and the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment of 1972 (also referred to as 
the Clean Water Act [CWA]) require that comprehensive water quality control plans be developed for all 
waters within the State of California. The Project site is located within the jurisdiction of the California Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board, or “SDWB”). Water quality 
information for major water bodies within the San Diego region is contained in the San Deigo Region – The 
Basin Plan (herein, “Basin Plan) (updated September 2021) (RWQCB, 2021). 

 
The CWA requires all states to conduct water quality assessments to their water resources to identify water 
bodies that do not meet water quality standards. Water bodies that do not meet water quality standards are 
placed on a list of impaired waters pursuant to the requirements of Section 303(d) of the CWA. Receiving 
waters for the property’s drainage and the potential impact to the water quality of those receiving bodies 
shall be disclosed in a site-specific Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), and potential impacts to 
impaired water bodies shall be discussed in the EIR. (RWQCB, 2021) 
 
Project construction would generate potential water quality pollutants such as silt, debris, chemicals paints, 
and other solvents.  As such, short-term water quality impacts have the potential to occur during Project 
construction in the absence of any protective or avoidance measures.  Pursuant to the requirements of the 
SDWB and Riverside County, the Project would be required to obtain a National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Stormwater Permit for construction activities.  The NPDES permit is 
required for all projects that include construction activities, such as clearing, soil stockpiling, grading, and/or 
excavation that disturb at least one acre of total land area.  In addition, the Project would be required to 
comply with the San Diego region Basin Plan.  Compliance with the NPDES permit and the Basin Plan involves 
the preparation and implementation of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Programs (SWPPPs) for 
construction-related activities, including grading.  The SWPPPs would specify the Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) that the Project would be required to implement during construction activities to ensure that all 
potential pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or otherwise appropriately treated prior to 
being discharged from the subject property.  The Project’s compliance with the NPDES and SWPPP shall be 
fully analyzed and disclosed in the required EIR. 
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Under long-term operating conditions, water runoff from developed areas of the Project site may contain 
urban pollutants such as petroleum products, fertilizers, pesticides, sediments, etc., which can degrade water 
quality if discharged from the site, including water quality in downstream receiving waters that are identified 
as impaired.  To address potential pollutants, the Project would be required to implement a Project-specific 
WQMP, pursuant to the requirements of the SDWB Order No. R9-2013-0001 (as amended by Order No. R9-
2015-0100) (SDWB, 2016).  A Preliminary WQMP shall be prepared for the Project site, which shall identify 
structural and programmatic controls to minimize, prevent, and/or otherwise appropriately treat storm water 
runoff flows before they are discharged from the site.  The required EIR shall evaluate the measures identified 
in the preliminary WQMP to determine whether the measures are sufficient to prevent substantial amounts 
of pollutants of concern for receiving waters. 

 
b) No potable groundwater wells are proposed by the Project. The Project would be served with potable water 

by the Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD). The EMWD water supply consists primarily of purchased or 
imported water. The majority of this waster is purchased from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California (MWD) (EMWD, 2021). The EMWD’s Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) demonstrates that it 
has sufficient available water resources to adequately serve the Project in addition to past, present, and future 
commitments to supply water (EMWD, 2021, pp. 7-4 - 7-8). The proposed Project is consistent with the site’s 
existing General Plan land use designation of RR, and as such the Project’s land uses were accounted for as 
part of the preparation of the UWMP. In addition, the Project would entail minimal amounts of new 
impervious surfaces, mostly associated with the construction or installation of new buildings on site; as such, 
the Project would not substantially interfere with groundwater recharge.  Therefore, because potable water 
to the Project site would be provided by EMWD, implementation of the Project would not substantially 
deplete groundwater supplies and the Project’s impacts to groundwater supplies would be less than 
significant. Based on the foregoing analysis, the Project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies 
or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.  Impacts would be less than significant, and no further 
analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) Proposed grading activities associated with the Project, which are anticipated to be minor and only would 

entail fine grading to establish building pads and grading for the proposed new sewer line, would not 
substantially alter the topography of the Project site and would not affect the site’s existing drainage patterns. 
No streams or rivers occur within the areas proposed to be impacted as part of the Project.  Notwithstanding, 
the Project has the potential to indirectly affect water quality within downstream receiving waters.  Project 
construction would generate potential water quality pollutants such as silt, debris, chemicals paints, and other 
solvents.  As indicated above under the discussion of Threshold 23.a), the Project would be required to comply 
with the San Diego region Basin Plan.  Compliance with the NPDES permit and the Basin Plan involves the 
preparation and implementation of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Programs (SWPPPs) for construction-
related activities, including grading.  The SWPPPs would specify the Best Management Practices (BMPs) that 
the Project would be required to implement during construction activities to ensure that all potential 
pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or otherwise appropriately treated prior to being 
discharged from the subject property.  The Project’s compliance with the NPDES and SWPPP shall be fully 
analyzed and disclosed in the required EIR.   
 
Under long-term operating conditions, water runoff from developed areas of the Project site may contain 
urban pollutants such as petroleum products, fertilizers, pesticides, sediments, etc., which can degrade water 
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quality if discharged from the site, including water quality in downstream receiving waters that are identified 
as impaired.  To address potential pollutants, the Project would be required to implement a WQMP, pursuant 
to the requirements of the SDWB Order No. R9-2013-0001 (as amended by Order No. R9-2015-0100) (SDWB, 
2016).  A Preliminary WQMP shall be prepared for the Project site, which shall identify structural and 
programmatic controls to minimize, prevent, and/or otherwise appropriately treat storm water runoff flows 
before they are discharged from the site.  The required EIR shall evaluate the measures identified in the 
preliminary WQMP to determine whether the measures are sufficient to prevent substantial amounts of 
pollutants of concern for receiving waters. 

 
d) As discussed under the analysis of Threshold 23.a), a Project-specific WQMP will be prepared for the Project 

to evaluate potential construction- and long-term operational-related impacts to water quality, including the 
Project’s potential to result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site.  The results of the Project-specific 
WQMP shall be reported in the required EIR, which also shall evaluate whether the Project has the potential 
to result in impacts associated with erosion or siltation on or off site.  The required EIR shall evaluate whether 
measures incorporated in the WQMP to address near- and long-term erosion hazards are sufficient to prevent 
substantial erosion on or off site. 

 
e) Development of the Project site as proposed would create impervious surfaces over portions of the Project 

site that has the potential to increase runoff from the site, resulting in potential flood hazards on-site and to 
downstream properties.  A hydrology study shall be required for the Project to evaluate the difference 
between existing (i.e., conditions that will exist upon completion of reclamation activities on site) and post-
development drainage conditions and to identify design specifications of the Project’s storm drain system for 
collecting, treating, and conveying Project related stormwater prior to discharge.  Although the Project does 
not have the potential to alter the existing drainage pattern of the site, the Project could result in changes to 
absorption rates that could result in increased rates of surface runoff, although actual flooding on- or off-site 
is not likely to occur due to the proposed construction of on-site water quality/detention basins and storm 
drain facilities as would be required by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 
(RCFCWCD).  Nevertheless, the required EIR shall incorporate the findings of the hydrology study and evaluate 
the proposed drainage system for the Project and its potential to result in flooding on- or off-site. 

 
f) In the absence of an adequately designed stormwater system specific to the Project, the potential exists for 

the Project to exceed the capacities of existing or planned storm drainage systems and/or to result in or 
contribute to flood hazards downstream.  A hydrology study and WQMP shall be prepared for the Project to 
determine pre- and post-development drainage flows and to identify design specifications of the Project’s 
storm drain system for collecting, treating, and conveying Project related stormwater prior to discharge from 
the site.  The results of the studies shall be summarized and incorporated into the required EIR.  

 
g) According to floodplain maps available from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the 

northern portion of the Project site (generally, the areas to the north of the racetrack) is identified as being 
located within Special Food Hazard Zones A, which includes areas subject to the 1% annual chance flood where 
the base flood elevations have not been determined. The remaining portions of the Project site are designated 
as Flood Zone X (unshaded), which consists of areas “…determined  to be outside the 0.2% annual chance 
floodplain.” (FEMA, 2016) The improvements proposed as part of the Project have the potential to redirect 
flood flows, particularly any new improvements within the northern portions of the Project site. As such, this 
topic will be discussed further in the Project’s required EIR.  
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h) According to floodplain maps available from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the 

northern portion of the Project site (generally, the areas to the north of the racetrack) is identified as being 
located within Special Food Hazard Zones A, which includes areas subject to the 1% annual chance flood where 
the base flood elevations have not been determined. The remaining portions of the Project site are designated 
as Flood Zone X (unshaded), which consists of areas “…determined  to be outside the 0.2% annual chance 
floodplain.” (FEMA, 2016) The improvements proposed as part of the Project have the potential to be subject 
to flood hazards, and as such any new development within the northern portions of the Project site would 
have the potential to risk release of pollutants due to site inundation.  Accordingly, this topic shall be further 
evaluated in the forthcoming EIR.  
 
As previously discussed under the analysis of Threshold 16.a), the nearest enclosed body of water to the 
Project site is Vail Lake located approximately 2.7 miles east of the Project site.  However, the Project site is 
not subject to inundation due to a failure of any dams, including the dam at Veil Lake (RCIT, n.d.).  Given the 
site is not subject to flooding from dam failure, it can also be assumed that the Project site is not subject to 
inundation from seiche events that may occur within Vail Lake; thus, no impacts due to seiches would occur 
with implementation of the Project, and no further analysis of seiches is required in the forthcoming EIR. 
 
The Project site is located approximately 28 miles east of the Pacific Ocean; therefore, the Project site is not 
subject to inundation from tsunamis. As such, the Project does not have the potential to release pollutants 
due to inundation from tsunamis, and no impact would.  No further analysis of potential impacts due to 
inundation by tsunamis is required in the forthcoming EIR. 

 
i) As previously indicated under the analysis of Threshold 23.a), the Project site is located within the jurisdiction 

of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board, or “SDWB”). 
Water quality information for major water bodies within the San Diego region is contained in the SDWB’s 
Basin Plan.  During future Project-related construction activities and under long-term operations, the Project 
has the potential to result in the release of pollutants, which could contribute pollution in receiving waters, 
including impaired waters.  The Project’s compliance with the SDWB Basin Plan shall be evaluated in the 
forthcoming EIR based on the findings and results of the Project-specific hydrology study and WQMP. 

 
2.1.11 Land Use Planning 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

24) Land Use 
a. Cause a significant environmental impact due to a 

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

b. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an 
established community (including a low-income or 
minority community)? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The primary land use plan applicable to the Project area is the Riverside County General Plan, which was 

adopted in 2003 and most recently amended in 2021.  The General Plan designates the Project site for RR land 
uses, and the Project’s proposed land uses are fully consistent with the site’s existing RR land use designation.  
However, the Project includes CZ 2000010, which would modify Riverside County Ordinance No. 348 (as 
discussed in detail in subsection 1.1, above), although the changes to Riverside County Ordinance No. 348 
would not affect any regulations that were adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect.  Notwithstanding, the Project has the potential to conflict with the goals and policies of 
the Riverside County General Plan, and also has the potential to conflict with County ordinances that were 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.  The required EIR shall evaluate 
the Project’s proposed expansion of uses for the site and shall disclose any potential environmental effects 
that would result from a conflict with any policies or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect.  The required EIR shall evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict with 
applicable General Plan policies and County Ordinance requirements.  In addition, the Project also has the 
potential to conflict with the SCAG 2024-2025 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (“RTP/SCS”; also referred to as “Connect SoCal”), which was adopted to reduce or eliminate 
environmental effects.  An analysis of Project consistency with the General Plan, County Ordinances, and 
SCAG’s RTP/SCS shall be included in the required EIR.  

 
b) Under existing conditions, the Galway Downs facility is surrounded by existing improved roadways, including 

Los Caballos Road to the north, Pauba Road to the east, and Los Corralitos Road to the west and southwest.  
These roadways would continue to serve existing residential uses in the surrounding area.  As such, the Project 
has no potential to physically divide the physical arrangement of an established community.  No impact would 
occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required.     
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2.1.12 Mineral Resources 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

25) Mineral Resources 
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 

resource that would be of value to the region or the 
residents of the State? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or 
other land use plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Potentially expose people or property to hazards 
from proposed, existing or abandoned quarries or 
mines? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to mapping information available from the CDC and within the Multipurpose Open Space Element 

of the County’s General Plan, the Project site is located within Mineral Resources Zone (MRZ)-3 (Riverisde 
County, 2015a, Figure OS-6). The MRZ-3 category represents “areas where the available geologic information 
indicates that mineral deposits exist; however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined” (CDC, 2015).  
Additionally, the Project site is not designated as a “Mineral Resource” site by the Riverside County General 
Plan or SWAP and there are no active mining operations on or in the vicinity of the Project site (RCIT, n.d.; 
Google Earth, 2023). Accordingly, implementation of the Project would not result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region, or the residents of the State and no impact 
would occur.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
b) Neither the County’s General Plan nor the SWAP identify the Project site as comprising a locally important 

mineral resource site and there are no plans applicable to the Project site that designate the Site as a mineral 
resource recovery site. (Riverisde County, 2015a; Riverside County, 2021) Accordingly, no impact would occur, 
and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) According to Riverside County’s GIS database, there have been no surface mining permits issued within the 

Project vicinity, which indicates that there are no existing surface mines in the Project vicinity (RCIT, n.d.).  
Additionally, there are no State-classified or designated areas for mineral resources within the Project site’s 
vicinity. There are no mines or quarries proposed by the Project nor are there any existing or former mines 
known to exist on the site or in the surrounding area (Google Earth, 2023). Due to the lack of surface mines in 
the Project site’s vicinity, the Project would not expose people or property to hazards resulting from past of 
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present mining activities, nor would the Project be an incompatible use with any proposed or existing surface 
mines. No impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.13 Noise 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

26) Airport Noise 
a. For a project located within an airport land use plan 

or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport 
would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:   

a) The Project site is located approximately 8.7 miles southeast of the nearest runway at the French Valley 
Airport (Google Earth, 2023). According to Map FV-3 of the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission 
(ALUC) Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the French Valley Airport, the Project site is located 
approximately 7.5 miles from the nearest lands subject to airport-related noise levels above 55 dBA (RCALUC, 
2015. Map FV-3).  According to Table N-1 of the Riverside County General Plan Noise Element, a noise level of 
55 dBA is considered “normally acceptable” for most land uses, including residential land uses, while the 
Project’s proposed amphitheater and existing race track/multi-use sports fields are considered “conditionally 
acceptable” at noise levels below 65 dBA and 70 dBA, respectively (Riverisde County, 2015a). Given the 
distance between the Project site and the nearest lands subject to airport-related noise above 55 dBA, the 
Project would be exposed to airport-related noise levels well below 55 dBA, and therefore the Project would 
not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels.  Impacts would be less 
than significant,  and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
b) The nearest airport to the Project site is the French Valley Airport, which is a public airport owned by Riverside 

County and is addressed above under the discussion of Threshold 26.a).  There are no private airstrips in the 
Project vicinity. As such, the Project would not expose people residing or working in the Project area to 
excessive private-airstrip related noise levels. No impact would occur, and no further analysis of this topic is 
required. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

27) Noise Effects by the Project 
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent 

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan, noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b) Generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) The proposed Project would result in the generation of noise during the construction/installation of new 

structures and improvements on site, during the construction of the off-site sewer line, during long-term 
operations at the facility under the proposed revised CUP 2303R1, and due to Project-related traffic. Noise 
levels generated by the Project may expose persons in the vicinity of the Project site to noise levels in excess 
of standards established by the General Plans and Municipal Codes of the Riverside County. A Noise Impact 
Analysis (NIA) will be prepared, and the required EIR will analyze the potential for the Project to expose 
people, on- or off-site, to noise levels in excess of established noise standards during both near-term 
construction and long-term operation.  

 
b) Although construction activities on the Project site would be minor and would not involve a mass grading 

phase, construction activities associated with the Project may produce groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise. The required EIR will analyze the potential of the Project to expose persons to excessive groundborne 
vibration during the Project’s construction phase. Additionally, the Project would include an expansion of 
operations at the existing facility, including operation of the new amphitheater, which may have the potential 
to generate ground-borne noise or vibration. Accordingly, a NIA will be prepared to evaluate the Project’s 
potential to result in excessive ground-borne noise or vibration during both construction and long-term 
operation, and the required EIR will analyze the potential for the Project to expose people to ground-borne 
vibration or noise levels in excess of established standards for both construction and long-term operation. 
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2.1.14 Paleontological Resources 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

28) Paleontological Resources 
a. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto-

logical resource, or site, or unique geologic feature? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to Riverside County’s GIS database, the majority of the Project site has a “Low” potential for 

paleontological sensitivity, while a small portion in the southern area of the Site has a “High” potential for 
paleontological sensitivity (RCIT, n.d.). The area identified with a “High” potential for the presence of 
paleontological resources consists of lands south of Los Corralitos Road, a portion of Los Corralitos Road, and 
the existing ranch houses, the existing equine event trailer parking, the resident arena, and lands not identified 
with any existing or proposed uses.  The portions of the Project site that would be subject to new development 
as part of the Project all occur within areas with a “Low” potential for containing paleontological resources.  
Furthermore, there would not be a mass grading phase associated with the Project, and any fine grading that 
would be needed likely would not exceed the depths of historic ground disturbance at the site.  Accordingly, 
Project impacts to paleontological resources would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this 
topic is required.  

 
2.1.15 Population and Housing 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

29) Housing 
a. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 

necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b. Create a demand for additional housing, particularly 
housing affordable to households earning 80% or 
less of the County’s median income? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Induce substantial unplanned population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

 
Findings of Fact:    

a) No housing would be demolished as part of the Project, and the Project would provide for 18 new employee 
modular housing units on site, in addition to 11 new pony homes that would be used as short-term rentals.      
Accordingly, the proposed Project would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.  No impact would occur, and no further analysis of this 
topic is required. 

 
b) The proposed Project generally would entail a continuation of activities at the existing Galway Downs facility, 

with an expansion of the permitted range of uses allowed on site.  While operational activities associated with 
the Project have the potential to generate a nominal increase in the number of employees at the site, most 
of the new jobs associated with the Project would consist of temporary employees during peak events at the 
facility. Additionally, the Project includes the installation of 18 new employee modular units on site, which 
would off-set any increased demand for housing, including affordable housing, that may result from the 
Project. Furthermore, the Riverside County General Plan designates areas of the County in which lower-
income housing can be accommodated to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) 
obligations, and does not rely on residential development on the Project site in order to meet its RHNA 
obligations. Moreover, it is anticipated that any future employees generated by the Project could be 
accommodated by existing residential communities and/or by future residential uses to be constructed in 
accordance with the General Plan Land Use Plan or the general plans of cities within the County, and that no 
additional housing, including housing affordable to households earning 80% or less of the County’s median 
income, would be required to accommodate Project-related employees. Impacts would be less than 
significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) There are no components of the proposed Project with the potential to induce substantial unplanned 

population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly. With exception of the Project’s proposed new sewer 
line connection to the EMWD sewer main to be constructed in De Portola Road, none of the improvements 
proposed as part of the Project would result in substantial population growth in the area.  Although the Project 
would entail the construction of a new sewer line off site, this sewer line only would serve the Galway Downs 
facility and would not serve other properties. While other properties in the area may ultimately connect to 
the new EMWD sewer main, any such future connections would be made directly to the EMWD sewer main 
and not to the sewer line proposed to extend between De Portola Road and the Project site. Accordingly, the 
proposed Project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the local area, either directly 
or indirectly, and no impact would occur. No further analysis of this topic is required.  
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2.1.16 Public Services 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

30) Fire Services 
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, or 
the need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for fire protection 
services? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact:  The proposed Project involves the continuation and expansion of an existing events facility, 

which is provided fire protection services under existing conditions by the Riverside County Fire Department 
(RCFD). According to mapping data published by CalFire, the central portions of the Project site are classified 
as having a “High” potential for fire hazards, while lands along the perimeter of the site are classified as having 
a “Very High” potential for wildfire-related hazards (CalFire, n.d.). Implementation of the Project would 
cumulatively affect the RCFD’s ability to service the planned population.  The Project would require an “Rural-
Category III” level of service as defined by the Riverside County Fire Protection Master Plan.  This classification 
requires a fire station located within five miles of the Project site, and a full first alarm assignment team 
operating on the scene within 20 minutes of dispatch. (Riverside County, 1986)  The nearest fire station to the 
Project site is RCFD Station 95 (Roripaugh Ranch), located approximately 4.9 miles northwest of the Project 
site, while RCFD Fire Station 96 (Glen Oaks) is located 5.0 miles northeast of the Project site.  Accordingly, the 
Project site would be located within 5.0 miles of the nearest fire station, and a full first alarm assignment team 
could operate on site within 20 minutes of dispatch.  Thus, the RCFD would be able to meet the Rural-Category 
III Land Use protection goals of the Fire Protection Master Plan for the Project.   
 
Development of the proposed Project would nonetheless impact fire services by placing an incremental 
increase in demand on existing RCFD resources and personnel. As set forth by the Riverside County Fire 
Protection Master Plan, a new fire station and/or appropriate fire company is required for the development 
of 2,000 dwelling units or more. The Project only includes the installation of 18 new employee modular 
housing units and 11 (short-term rental) pony homes. The Project would not create a demand on RCFD 
resources and personnel equivalent to 2,000 dwelling units or greater; thus, no new fire station would be 
required to serve the Project.  Notwithstanding, the expanded range of uses allowed on site could result in an 
increased number of emergency and public service calls due to the increased presence of structures, traffic, 
and employees. However, the Project is required to adhere to Riverside County Ordinance No. 659, which 
requires payment of a Development Impact Fee (DIF) to assist the County in providing fire protection facilities, 
including fire stations.  Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that funds are available for capital improvements, 
such as land/equipment purchases and fire station construction.  Accordingly, with the mandatory payment 
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of DIF fees, Project-related impacts to fire protection services would be less than significant, and no further 
analysis of this topic is required.   
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31) Sheriff Services 
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, or 
the need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for sheriff 
services? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact: Police protection services for the Project site would be provided by the Riverside County 

Sheriff’s Department (RCSD). The nearest RCSD station is the Southwest Station, located at 30755-A Auld Rd., 
Murrieta, CA 92563, approximately 7.9 miles northwest of the Site (Google Earth, 2023). The proposed Project 
would include development that would introduce employees and visitors to the Project site, which would 
result in an incremental increase in demand for sheriff protection services; however, the Project only entails 
the continuation and expansion of existing operations at the Galway Downs facility, and the Project only would 
include the installation of 18 new employee modular housing units and 11 (short-term rental) pony homes.  
Additionally, according to the Riverside County Sheriff’s Department (RCSD), there is not a direct correlation 
between employment growth, the number of crimes committed, and the number of RCSD personnel needed 
to respond to these increases.  As the population and use of an area increases, however, additional financing 
of equipment and manpower needs are required to meet the increased demand.  The proposed Project would 
result in an increase in the cumulative demand for services from the RCSD, which provides police protection 
services to the Project site.   Staff necessary to support the additional deputies would include an appropriate 
level of civilian, investigation, and supervisory personnel.  The proposed Project would not, however, in and 
of itself result in the need for new or expanded sheriff facilities to accommodate new personnel. 

 
The Project is required to adhere to Riverside County Ordinance No. 659, which requires payment of the 
County’s DIF fee to assist the County in providing for sheriff protection services, including new or expanded 
facilities.  Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that funds are available for capital improvements, such as 
land/equipment purchases and sheriff facilities construction.  Accordingly, Project-related impacts to sheriff 
protection services would be less than significant and no mitigation would be required.   

 
Therefore, implementation of the Project would not result in the need for new or expanded sheriff facilities, 
and impacts would be less than significant.  The Project’s incremental demand for sheriff protection services 
also would be less than significant because the Project Applicant would be required to contribute DIF fees.  
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Accordingly, a less-than-significant impact would occur with respect to sheriff protection services or facilities 
as a result of implementation of the proposed Project, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 
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32) Schools 
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, or 
the need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for school 
services? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact:   The Project would not create a direct demand for public school services, as the proposed 11 

pony homes would consist of short-term rentals, and the 18 new employee modular housing units proposed 
as part of the Project are intended for employees only. Thus, the Project would not directly generate 
population growth (i.e., school-aged children requiring public education).  Under existing conditions, no 
schools are located on the Project site or are planned to be located on the Site. As such, there is no potential 
for the Project to have a direct physical impact on any school facility. Additionally, no component of the Project 
would measurably increase public school demands or result in the need for new or physically altered school 
facilities. Nonetheless, the Project Applicant would be required to contribute fees to the Temecula Valley 
Unified School District (TVUSD), in compliance with California Senate Bill 50 (SB 50), California Government 
Code Sections 65995.5 to 65998, which allows school districts to collect fees from new developments to offset 
the costs associated with increasing school capacity needs. The payment of school mitigation impact fees 
authorized by SB 50 is deemed to provide “full and complete mitigation of impacts” on school facilities from 
the development of real property (California Government Code § 65995). (CA Legislative Info, 
1998)  Implementation of mandatory payment of school impact fees would reduce the Project’s impacts to 
school facilities to a level below significance.  Accordingly, no further analysis of this topic is required. 
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33) Libraries 
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, or 
the need for new or physically altered governmental 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
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facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for library 
services? 

 
a) Findings of Fact:  Development of the Project site and associated site improvements would not directly create 

a demand for public library facilities and would not directly result in the need for new or physically altered 
library facilities.  Increased demand for library facilities results from an increase in the resident population and 
the Project only would include the installation of 18 new employee modular housing units and 11 (short-term 
rental) pony homes.  The 11 proposed pony homes would consist of temporary rentals that are highly unlikely 
to result in an increase in demand for library facilities; thus, the Project’s only potential to result in an increase 
in demand for library facilities is due to the addition of the 18 new employee modular housing units on site. 
 
Although use of the internet has resulted in decreased demand being placed on library services nation-wide, 
the County continues to maintain its standards for book titles and library square footage.  Library services in 
the County of Riverside are provided by the Riverside County Public Library System (RCPLS).  Assuming that 
all 18 new employee modular housing units would be occupied by new residents within the County, and based 
on the population generation rates specified in Table E-2 of Appendix E to the Riverside County General Plan, 
the 18 employee modular units would generate a future population of approximately 57 persons (18 
households x 3.17 persons/per household = 57.1 persons). In order to attain the RCPLS level of service 
standard of 2.5 titles-per-capita, the Project-generated employees would require an additional 143 titles (2.5 
titles-per-capita x 57 persons = 142.5 titles).  The RCPLS also has a standard of 0.5 square foot of library space 
per capita.  In order to meet the RCLPS standard of 0.5 square feet (s.f.) per capita, the Project would generate 
a demand for 28.5 s.f. of additional library space (0.5 s.f. of library space per capita x 57 persons = 28.5 s.f.).  
However, these estimates are conservative in nature because the majority of jobs that would be generated 
by the Project likely would be filled by existing County residents, given the County’s generally poor jobs-to-
housing ratio.  Thus, the Project’s impacts to the local library system likely would be substantially less than 
described above.  (Riverside County, 2015b, Table 4.17-W) 

 
The provision of additional library space would be addressed through the County’s compliance with the 
adopted level of service standards.  Additionally, mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 
659 would require the payment of impact fees.  These fees would provide funding for library books and library 
expansion projects.  Furthermore, given that the Project only would result in an increase in demand for 30 
titles and 19 s.f. of additional library space, the Project would not result in a need for new or expanded library 
facilities.  Although new library facilities may be under consideration by the RCPLS in the Project area, it is not 
possible to identify environmental impacts that may be associated with the development of any new library 
facilities until a specific proposal and design for the facility is prepared by the RCPLS, and any such planned 
increase would not be the result of the proposed Project.  Accordingly, impacts due to the construction of 
new or expanded library facilities are too speculative for evaluation (State CEQA Guidelines § 15145).  
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Environmental effects of such library facilities and any associated mitigation would be identified through a 
future CEQA process required in association with any future proposals for new or expanded library facilities.  
Any mitigation measures required for new or expanded library facilities could be funded, in part, from 
property taxes, including increased property taxes resulting from buildout of the Project site.   
 
Accordingly, and based on the preceding analysis, Project impacts to library facilities and resources would be 
less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 
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34) Health Services 
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, or 
the need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for health 
services? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact: The nearest medical facility to the Project site is Temecula Valley Hospital, located 

approximately 3.9 miles northeast of the Project site at 31700 Temecula Parkway in the City of Temecula 
(Google Earth, 2023).  Due to the nature of the Project, development of the Project would not result in a 
substantial increase in demand for health services and would not directly result in the need for new of 
physically altered health service facilities that could result in substantial adverse impacts to the environment.  
That is, assuming that all 18 of the proposed employee modular housing units would consist of new residents 
within the County, and based on the average household sizes reported by Appendix E to the Riverside County 
General Plan, the 18 new employee modular housing units would be expected to generate a worst-case 
population of approximately 57 people. Using a 1.9 hospital beds per 1,000 persons generation factor, the 
Project would not generate the need for any new hospital beds, as the Project only would result in an 
incremental increase in demand for 0.1 hospital beds (57 x 1.9 ÷ 1,000 = 0.11). Furthermore, as most of the 
future jobs on the Project site would be filled by existing County residents, the Project’s conservatively 
estimated demand for health care services and hospital beds would not represent a new demand for such 
resources within the County. 

 
The provision of private health care is largely based on economic factors and demand and is beyond the scope 
of the proposed Project.  However, EIR No. 521 concluded impacts associated with buildout of the General 
Plan would be less than significant, and further notes that: “compliance with…existing General Plan policy and 
existing Mitigation Measures 4.15.7A and 4.15.7B from EIR No. 441, would further reduce or avoid the 
insignificant impacts…” (Riverside County, 2015b, p. 4.17-18).   Mitigation Measure 4.15.7A requires the 
County to perform periodic medical needs assessments to evaluate the current medical demand and level of 
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medical service provided within each Area Plan every three years.  Mitigation Measure 4.15.7B requires the 
County to fund the new construction and/or expansion of existing medical facilities according to the level of 
demand for medical services based on the needs assessment required as part of Mitigation Measure 4.15.7A.  
Furthermore, mandatory compliance with County Ordinance No. 659 requires a development impact fee 
payment to the County that is partially allocated to public health services and facilities.  While new or 
expanded health care facilities may ultimately be needed within the County due to the anticipated growth in 
population, it is not possible to identify environmental impacts that may be associated with the development 
of any new health care facilities until a specific proposal and design for the facility is prepared.  Accordingly, 
impacts due to the construction of new or expanded health care facilities are too speculative for evaluation 
in this EIR (State CEQA Guidelines § 15145). As such, with payment of mandatory DIF fees, impacts to public 
medical facilities and resources associated with the proposed Project would be less than significant.   
 
Accordingly, and based on the preceding discussions, no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
2.1.17 Recreation 
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35) Parks and Recreation 
a. Would the project require the construction or 

expansion of recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b. Increase the use of existing neighborhood or 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such 
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c. Be located within a Community Service Area (CSA) 
or recreation and park district with a Community 
Parks and Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The Project would entail an expansion of activities at the existing Galway Downs facility, which consists of an 

events facility that could be considered a recreational facility.  Impacts associated with implementation of the 
Project as proposed, including physical impacts associated with fine grading and the construction/installation 
of new structures on site, will be evaluated throughout the forthcoming EIR (e.g., refer to the discussion of 
Biological Resources and Cultural Resources in subsections 2.1.4 and 2.1.5).  Because the physical impacts 
associated with the Project will be fully evaluated in the required EIR, impacts would be less than significant 
and no further analysis of this topic is necessary. 
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b) While the project involves the development of 11 pony homes and 18 employee modular homes, the overall 
Galway Downs facility comprises a recreational resource within the County that will include expanded 
operations under the proposed Project.  Given the nominal potential increase in the site’s population as a 
result of the Project and the fact that the Project entails the expansion of an existing recreational facility, the 
proposed Project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated.  Impacts 
would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required.  

 
c) The Project site is within the boundaries of the Valley Wide Recreation and Park District (VWRPD), which 

adopted its 2020 Master Plan in January 2021.  The Master Plan establishes a standard of 5.0 acres of parkland 
for each 1,000 residents.   Based the VWRPD Master Plan, the VWRPD assumes a population generation factor 
of 3.12 for single-family residential uses.  The Project’s 11 proposed pony homes would consist of temporary 
rentals that are highly unlikely to result in an increase in demand for recreational facilities, particularly given 
that the users of the pony homes likely would make use of the existing and proposed recreational facilities 
and amenities at the Galway Downs site; thus, the Project’s only potential to result in an increase in demand 
for library facilities is due to the addition of the 18 new employee modular housing units on site. It should be 
noted that the VWRPD utilizes a different person per household (pph) value than is identified in the Riverside 
County General Plan; however, for purposes of analysis herein, the VWRPD population generation rates have 
been utilized for purposes of calculating future population associated with the Project’s proposed 18 
employee modular housing units. Based the VWRPD Master Plan, the VWRPD assumes a population 
generation factor of 3.1 for single-family residential uses. Based on VWRPD’s population generation factor for 
single-family residential uses, the Project’s proposed 18 new employee modular housing units would generate 
a future population of approximately 56 persons (18 units x 3.1 persons/unit = 55.8 persons), conservatively 
resulting in a parkland demand of 0.28-acre (55.8 persons x 5 acres/1,000 persons = 0.279-acre).  The 
expanded recreational uses and amenities proposed as part of the Project would be more than sufficient to 
account for the potential 0.28-acre increase in demand for recreational resources within the County.   
Furthermore, as most of the future jobs on the Project site would be filled by existing County residents, the 
estimated increase in demand for recreational resources likely is overstated.  Therefore, the Project would 
not conflict with the VWRPD’s 2020 Master Plan and would not be required to pay in-lieu park fees (Quimby).  
Impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. (VWRPD, 2020, p. 14 
and Figure 1) 
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36) Recreation Trails 
a) Include the construction or expansion of a trial 

system 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a) According to Figure 8, Southwest Area Plan Trails and Bikeway System, of the SWAP, Los Caballos Road and 

Los Corralitos Road along the Project site’s frontages with these roadways are planned for a “Wine Country 
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Roadside Trail,” while Pauba Road is planned to include a “Regional Open Space Trail.”  According to the SWAP, 
the Wine Country Roadside Trail is intended to be located along roadway rights-of-way (ROW) and to include 
a trail between four- and eight-feet in width consisting of unimproved or decomposed granite material, while 
the Regional Open Space Trail are planned to occur within the roadway ROW and to consist of a minimum 10- 
to 12-foot-wide trail path that would serve as the backbone of the local trails network.  Under existing 
conditions, both Los Caballos Road and Los Corralitos Road along the Project site’s frontages already includes 
a minimum of four feet of unimproved trails, although Pauba Road is not improved with a Regional Open 
Space Trail.  In the event that improvements to Pauba Road are required by the County to implement a 
Regional Open Space Trail, physical impacts associated with trail construction will be evaluated in the 
forthcoming EIR under the appropriate subject headings (e.g., biological resources, cultural resources as 
discussed in subsections 2.1.4 and 2.1.5, respectively), while the Project’s potential to conflict with applicable 
plans and policies (including the SWAP and the Temecula Valley Wine Country Design Guidelines) will be 
addressed in the forthcoming EIR under the issue of Land Use and Planning (as discussed herein in subsection 
2.1.11).  As the Project’s physical limits of disturbance and conformance to applicable plans and policies will 
be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR, no additional analysis is required under this topic in the forthcoming EIR. 
(Riverside County, 2021, Figure 8) 

 
2.1.18 Transportation 
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Would the project: 

37) Transportation 
a. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy 

addressing the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Conflict with 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. Cause an effect upon, or a need for new or altered 
maintenance of roads? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

e. Cause an effect upon circulation during the project’s 
construction? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

f. Result in inadequate emergency access or access to 
nearby uses? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Findings of Fact:  

a) The proposed Project would generate an increase in vehicle trips associated with the proposed expansion of 
uses. A traffic study will be prepared for the Project to identify any roadway facility improvements that would 
be necessary to comply with applicable programs, plans, policies, and ordinances of affected jurisdictions. The 
required EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict with applicable plans, ordinances, and policies that 
establish a minimum level of performance for various modes of travel, including those related to transit, 
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.  

 
b) Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), which was codified in Public Resources Code Section 21099, required changes to the 

State CEQA Guidelines regarding the analysis of transportation impacts. Pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 21099, the criteria for determining the significance of transportation impacts must promote the 
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a 
diversity of land uses. To that end, in developing the criteria, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
proposed, and the California Natural Resources Agency certified and adopted, changes to the CEQA Guidelines 
that identify vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the most appropriate metric to evaluate a project’s 
transportation impacts. Updates to the State CEQA Guidelines that were approved in December 2018 included 
the addition of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, of which Subdivision b establishes criteria for evaluating a 
project’s transportation impacts based on project type and using VMTs as the metric. The proposed Project 
would attract increased passenger vehicular traffic to the Project site, which could lead to a net increase in 
the amount of VMT within the region. A Project-specific VMT analysis will be prepared. The Project’s required 
VMT will be evaluated against the County’s VMT performance standards in conformance with SB 743 and 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b), and as required by the Riverside County Transportation Analysis 
Guidelines for Level of Service, Vehicle Miles Traveled (Riverside County, 2020b).  The results of the VMT 
analysis shall be evaluated and disclosed in the required EIR. 

 
c) All improvements planned as part of the Project would be in conformance with applicable County standards 

and would not result in any hazards due to a design feature. Additionally, the Project site is surrounded by a 
mixture of agricultural, rural residential and undeveloped land and as such the Project would not represent 
an incompatible use that could increase transportation-related hazards in the local area. Notwithstanding, the 
forthcoming EIR shall evaluate the Project’s potential to substantially increase hazards to a design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). 

 
d) Implementation of the proposed Project conservatively would result in an increase of 4,309 one-way daily 

vehicle trips during weekdays and 5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips during peak weekends.  Accordingly, the 
required EIR shall evaluate whether the Project’s anticipated increase in vehicular traffic would result in or 
require maintenance of County roadways that could, in turn, result in a substantial increase in expenditures 
by Riverside County for public road maintenance such that environmental impacts would result. 

 
e) Roadway improvements planned as part of the Project would include some frontage improvements 

(potentially including new, relocated, or modified driveway locations), as well as off-site study area 
intersections where the Project would generate a direct demand for improvements.  The forthcoming EIR shall 
evaluate the Project’s potential to cause an effect upon circulation during the project’s construction, and shall 
identify mitigation measures, if necessary, to reduce potential impacts to less-than-significant levels. 
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f) Although the Project is not anticipated to affect emergency access or access to nearby uses in general, the 
Project conservatively would result in an increase of 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips during weekdays and 
5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips during peak weekends.  The Project’s anticipated increase in traffic, 
particularly during peak events, has the potential to temporarily adversely affect emergency response times 
and access to nearby properties.  Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate the Project’s potential to 
result in inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses, and shall identify measures that the Project 
Applicant ius required to implement during peak events to preclude significant effects to emergency access 
or access to nearby uses.   
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38) Bike Trails 
a) Include the construction or expansion of a bike 

system or bike lanes? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
a) Findings of Fact: Refer to the discussion of Threshold 36.a).  As noted therein, the SWAP designates Los 

Caballos Road and Los Corralitos Road along the Project site’s frontages for a “Wine Country Roadside Trail,” 
while Pauba Road is planned to include a “Regional Open Space Trail.”  According to the SWAP, the Wine 
Country Roadside Trail is intended to be located along roadway rights-of-way (ROW) and to include a trail 
between four- and eight-feet in width consisting of unimproved or decomposed granite material, while the 
Regional Open Space Trail are planned to occur within the roadway ROW and to consist of a minimum 10- to 
12-foot-wide trail path that would serve as the backbone of the local trails network.  Of these trail 
designations, only the “Regional Open Space Trail” is intended to accommodate bicycle pathways.  Under 
existing conditions, Pauba Road is not improved with a Regional Open Space Trail.  In the event that 
improvements to Pauba Road are required by the County to implement a Regional Open Space Trail, physical 
impacts associated with trail construction will be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR under the appropriate 
subject headings (e.g., biological resources, cultural resources as discussed in subsections 2.1.4 and 2.1.5, 
respectively), while the Project’s potential to conflict with applicable plans and policies (including the SWAP 
and the Temecula Valley Wine Country Design Guidelines) will be addressed in the forthcoming EIR under the 
issue of Land Use and Planning (as discussed herein in subsection 2.1.11).  As the Project’s physical limits of 
disturbance and conformance to applicable plans and policies will be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR, no 
additional analysis is required in the forthcoming EIR under this topic related to the physical construction of 
bike lanes. (Riverside County, 2021, Figure 8) 

 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-46 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

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

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

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

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

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact: 
 
a) No known resources that are eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 

register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), are located on the 
Project site. In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52, the County of Riverside is required to send notifications 
of the proposed Project to Native American tribes with traditional or cultural affiliation to the area and will 
consult with interested tribes regarding the Project’s potential to affect a tribal cultural resource. The results 
of the Native American consultation will be disclosed in the EIR.   

 
b) Refer to the discussion within Threshold 39.a) above. 
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2.1.20 Utilities and Service Systems 
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Would the project: 

40) Water 
a. Require or result in the construction of new water 

treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which would cause 
significant environmental effects? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

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

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Water services to the Project site would be provided by the Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD). 

Although water lines are available under existing conditions within surrounding roadways, the Project would 
require the expansion of on-site water lines as necessary to serve the new buildings/structures proposed as 
part of the Project (refer to Table 1-1).  Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate any potential physical 
environmental effects that may result from the Project’s proposed new water lines on site. 
 

b) The EMWD is responsible for supplying potable water to the Project site and its service area. On July 1, 2021, 
the EMWD Board of Directors adopted the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). This plan provides 
information on EMWD's projected supplies and demands in five-year increments through the year 2045, and 
reports EMWD's progress on water use efficiency targets as defined in the Water Conservation Act of 2009. 
The 2020 UWMP shows that the majority of EMWD's existing and future planned demand is to be met through 
imported water delivered by MWD. Demand for EMWD shown in the 2020 UWMP is projected across the 
EMWD service area as a whole and is not project specific. EMWD relies on MWD and local resources to meet 
the needs of its growing population. MWD demonstrated in the 2020 MWD UWMP that with the addition of 
all water supplies, existing and planned, MWD has the ability to meet all of its member agencies’ projected 
supplemental demand through 2045, even under a repeat of historic multiple‐year drought scenarios (EMWD, 
2021).  Notwithstanding, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate whether the expanded uses proposed on site as 
part of the Project would exceed the growth assumptions included in the UWMP and whether the EMWD 
would have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and other reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. 

 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-48 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

 
Potentially 
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

41) Sewer 
a. Require or result in the construction of new 

wastewater treatment facilities, including septic 
systems, or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which would cause significant 
environmental effects? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

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

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a) Under existing conditions, wastewater generated on the Project site is treated by several existing on-site 

septic systems.  As previously noted, the EMWD currently is planning to install a sewer main within De Portola 
Road.  As a condition of approval for the proposed Project, the Project would be required to construct a 
connection to this new sewer main between the northwest corner of the Project site and De Portola Road.  
Additionally, once the Galway Downs site is connected to EMWD’s sewer main, the existing septic systems on 
the property would be abandoned.  Accordingly, the Project’s proposed sewer improvements have the 
potential to cause significant environmental effects, primarily associated with the installation of the off-site 
sewer line connection to De Portola and improvements to or replacement of existing sewer lines on the 
Project site.  The Project’s potential impacts associated with the new off-site sewer line and on-site sewer 
improvements shall be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR. 

 
b) As proposed, the Project evaluated herein conservatively would result in an increase in visitors to the Galway 

Downs facility, including a potential increase of up to 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips during weekdays and 
5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips during peak weekends.  Wastewater generated by the Project, inclusive of 
the existing uses at the Galway Downs facility, has the potential to exceed the treatment capacity at EMWD’s 
Temecula Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility (TVRWRF) once the Galway Downs facility connects to 
EMWD’s planned sewer main within De Portola Road.  Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate the 
Project’s anticipated increase in sewer flows, inclusive of the site’s existing land uses, and whether new or 
expanded capacity is needed at the TVRWRF to accommodate sewer flows from the Galway Downs site. 
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Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Would the project: 

42) Solid Waste 
a. 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? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Does the project comply with federal, state, and 
local statutes and regulations related to solid 
wastes including the CIWMP (County Integrated 
Waste Management Plan)? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a) Implementation of the proposed Project would result in an expansion of operations at the existing Galway 

Downs facility.  As the proposed Project would result in an increase in visitors to the Galway Downs facility, 
including a potential increase of up to 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips during weekdays and 5,616 one-way 
daily vehicle trips during peak weekends, it is anticipated that implementation of the Project would result in 
an increase in the amount of solid waste that would be generated on site.  Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR 
shall evaluate whether the Project’s increase in solid waste generation would be in excess of State or County 
standards, whether there would be adequate capacity at local area landfills following Project implementation, 
and whether any other Project-related components could  impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals. 

 
b) As noted under the discussion of Threshold 42.a), above, the proposed Project would result in an increase in 

visitors to the Galway Downs facility, including a potential increase of up to 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips 
during weekdays and 5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips during peak weekends, it is anticipated that 
implementation of the Project would result in an increase in the amount of solid waste that would be 
generated on site.  Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate whether the proposed Project would 
conflict with any federal, State, or local statutes or regulations related to solid wastes including the CIWMP 
(County Integrated Waste Management Plan). 

 



Galway Downs Environmental Checklist Form/Initial Study 

Prepared by: T&B Planning, Inc. Page 2-50 Lead Agency: Riverside County 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 
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Less than 
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No Impact 

43) Utilities 
Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new facilities or the expansion 
of existing facilities; the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? 

a. Electricity? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

b. Natural gas? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

c. Communications systems? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

d. Storm water drainage? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

e. Street lighting? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

g. Other governmental services? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a-g) Electrical service in the local area is provided by Southern California Edison (SCE), while natural gas is 

provided by the Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas).  The Project would require the installation of 
new electrical and natural gas connections on site to provide service to the new structures proposed as part 
of the Project (refer to Table 1-1).  In addition, the Project likely would require expanded telecommunication 
connections on site, and would be required to construct additional drainage infrastructure on site. The 
Project also would result in an incremental increase in the need to maintain County roadways.  Due to the 
rural nature of the Project area, no street lighting is anticipated to be installed as part of the Project, and the 
Project would not require any other governmental services that could result in improvements on or off site.  
Accordingly, the forthcoming EIR shall evaluate the Project’s potential to result in physical environmental 
effects associated with the construction or expansion of electrical lines, natural gas lines, 
telecommunications facilities, and drainage facilities. 
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2.1.21 Wildfire 

 
Potentially 
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Mitigation 
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Less than 
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Impact 
No Impact 

44) Wildfire Impacts 
If located in or near a State Responsibility Area (SRA), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone, or other 
hazardous fire areas that may be designated by the Fire Chief, 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 
a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

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? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

e. Expose people or structures either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving wildland fires? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Under existing conditions, the Project site does not contain any emergency facilities, nor does it serve as an 

emergency evacuation route. However, the Project conservatively would result in a potential increase of up 
to 4,309 one-way daily vehicle trips during weekdays and 5,616 one-way daily vehicle trips during peak 
weekends.  The Project’s increase in traffic on local area roadways has the potential to impair emergency 
evacuations in the local during emergencies, particularly during wildfire events.  Accordingly, the forthcoming 
EIR shall evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict with the Riverside County Emergency Management 
Department (EMD) Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP), which identifies the County’s 
hazards, reviews and assesses past disaster occurrences, estimates the probability of future occurrences, and 
sets goals to mitigate potential risks to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to people and property from natural 
and human-caused hazards.  The results of the analysis of the Project’s consistency with the LHMP shall be 
evaluated in the forthcoming EIR. 
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b) According to CalFire, the central portions of the Project site are classified as having a “High” potential for fire 
hazards, while lands along the perimeter of the site are classified as having a “Very High” potential for wildfire-
related hazards (RCIT, n.d.).  However, the Project would entail the construction or installation of a limited 
number of new structures on site (refer to Table 1-1) that would mostly be interior to the site, and the Project 
would be required to install new fire hydrants and water infrastructure to serve the existing and proposed 
uses at the Galway Downs facility.  Furthermore, the Project site is surrounded by improved roadways, which 
would inhibit the spread of any fires that may be generated or otherwise occur on site, and the improvements 
proposed as part of the Project would result in a reduction in the amount of flammable vegetation present on 
site.   Accordingly, the proposed would not exacerbate wildfire risks and would not expose project occupants 
to excessive pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire.  Impacts would 
be less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 
c) The proposed Project is located on a site that is primarily developed, which means that much of the necessary 

fire protection-related infrastructure already is in place. This existing development is expected to minimize 
the need for additional installations that could exacerbate fire risks. However, some maintenance or minor 
modifications may still be required to ensure compliance with fire safety standards. While there is a potential 
for temporary impacts during any necessary maintenance activities, the overall effect on fire risk and the 
environment is anticipated to be less than significant. The specifics of any required infrastructure 
improvements and their potential impacts will be further analyzed in the Project’s required EIR. 

 
d) The Project site occurs in a portion of Riverside County that does not contain prominent hill forms or other 

topographic features that could subject the Project site or surrounding areas to risks associated with flooding 
or landslides caused by wildfires. As such, the Project would not be exposed to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes.  Impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 
 

e) According to Riverside County GIS, the Project site is located within a State Responsibility Area (SRA) for fire 
protection (RCIT, n.d.). According to CalFire, the central portions of the Project site are classified as having a 
“High” potential for fire hazards, while lands along the perimeter of the site are classified as having a “Very 
High” potential for wildfire-related hazards (RCIT, n.d.).  Accordingly, the proposed Project has the potential 
to expose people or structures either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving 
wildland fires.  Accordingly, this issue shall be evaluated in the forthcoming EIR.  

 
2.1.22 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

45) 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, reduce the number or 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

 
Findings of Fact:  The Project has the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a wildlife species, cause a fish 
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples 
of the major periods of California history. The Project’s required EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment and/or result in substantial adverse effects to biological and cultural 
(archaeological/historic) resources. 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

46) Does the project have impacts which 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, other current projects and probable future 
projects)? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Findings of Fact:  The Project, in addition to concurrent construction and operation of other development projects 
in the area, has the potential to result in cumulatively-considerable impacts, particularly with respect to the 
following issue areas: air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, and transportation. The Project’s required EIR 
shall evaluate the Project’s potential to result in cumulatively-considerable contributions to cumulatively 
significant impacts. 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
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Findings of Fact: Although not anticipated, the potential for the proposed Project to directly or indirectly affect 
human beings will be evaluated in the Project’s required EIR particularly with respect to the following issue areas: 
air quality and greenhouse gas emissions (primarily emissions from Project-related traffic) and noise. 
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Appendix C 

 
Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Project Title: 

Lead Agency: 

Galway Downs 

Riverside County 

 
 

Contact Person: Russell Brady, Contract Planner 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 1409 Phone: (951) 955-3025 
 

 

City: Temecula Zip: 92589–92593 County: Riverside 
 

 
 

 
 

Project Location: County: Riverside City/Nearest Community: Temecula 
 

 

Cross Streets: Los Caballos Rd and Los Corralitos Rd / Los Caballos Rd and Pauba Rd Zip Code: 92592 
 

 

Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 33  29  22  N / 117  01  52  W Total Acres: 241.6 
 

 

Assessor's Parcel No.: 927-160-001 and 927-160-002 
 

Section: See attachment 

  

Twp.: See attachment Range: 
 

See attachment Base: San Bernardino 

Within 2 Miles: State Hwy #: CA-79 Waterways: 
   

None 
 

 

Airports: None Railways: None Schools: None 
 

 

 
 

Document Type: 

CEQA:   NOP  Draft EIR NEPA:  NOI Other:  Joint Document 
 Early Cons  Supplement/Subsequent EIR  EA  Final Document 
 Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.)    Draft EIS  Other:   
 Mit Neg Dec Other:    FONSI 

 

Local Action Type:  

General Plan Update Specific Plan Rezone Annexation 
General Plan Amendment Master Plan Prezone Redevelopment 
General Plan Element Planned Unit Development Use Permit Coastal Permit 
Community Plan Site Plan Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) Other: Zone text amendment & 

Development Type: 
Residential: Units   

 
Acres   

  

Office: Sq.ft.   
Commercial:Sq.ft.   

Acres    Employees  
Acres   Employees  

Transportation: Type   
Mining: Mineral  

Industrial: Sq.ft.   Acres   Employees  Power: Type   MW  
Educational:   Waste Treatment:Type   MGD   
Recreational:   Hazardous Waste:Type    
Water Facilities:Type   MGD   Other: See Attachment to Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 

 

Project Issues Discussed in Document: 

 Aesthetic/Visual  Fiscal  Recreation/Parks  Vegetation 
 Agricultural Land  Flood Plain/Flooding  Schools/Universities  Water Quality 
 Air Quality  Forest Land/Fire Hazard  Septic Systems  Water Supply/Groundwater 
 Archeological/Historical  Geologic/Seismic  Sewer Capacity  Wetland/Riparian 
 Biological Resources  Minerals  Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading  Growth Inducement 
 Coastal Zone  Noise  Solid Waste  Land Use 
 Drainage/Absorption  Population/Housing Balance  Toxic/Hazardous  Cumulative Effects 
 Economic/Jobs  Public Services/Facilities  Traffic/Circulation  Other:   

 

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation: 

Equestrian Events Center / Wine Country - Equestrian (WC-E) / Rural Residential (RR) 
Project Description: (please use a separate page if necessary) 

See Attachment to Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or 
previous draft document) please fill in. 

SCH # 

Noise Ordinance Exemption 
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist 

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X". 
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S". 

 
X Air Resources Board  Office of Historic Preservation 

 Boating & Waterways, Department of 
California Emergency Management Agency 

 
 

   
Office of Public School Construction 
Parks & Recreation, Department of 

 California Highway Patrol    Pesticide Regulation, Department of 

X Caltrans District # 8  Public Utilities Commission 
 

 

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics X Regional WQCB # 9 

 Caltrans Planning    
 

Resources Agency 
 Central Valley Flood Protection Board  Resources Recycling and Recovery, Department of 

  Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy 
Coastal Commission 

   S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm. 
San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns. Conservancy 

 Colorado River Board    San Joaquin River Conservancy 
 Conservation, Department of  Santa Monica Mtns. Conservancy 
 Corrections, Department of  State Lands Commission 

   Delta Protection Commission  SWRCB: Clean Water Grants 

   Education, Department of 

Energy Commission 

   SWRCB: Water Quality 

SWRCB: Water Rights 
X Fish & Game Region # 6  Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 

 
 

Food & Agriculture, Department of  Toxic Substances Control, Department of 

   Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of  Water Resources, Department of 

   General Services, Department of 

Health Services, Department of 
 
   

 
Other:   

   
X 

Housing & Community Development 
Native American Heritage Commission 

   Other:   

 

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency) 
 

Starting Date January 14, 2025 Ending Date February 13, 2025 
 

 

 
 

 
Lead Agency (Complete if applicable): 

 

Consulting Firm: T&B Planning, Inc. Applicant: KenTina, LLC 
 

 

Address: 3200 El Camino Real Address: 35879 Belle Chaine Loop 
 

 

City/State/Zip: Irvine, CA 92602 City/State/Zip: Temecula, CA 92592 
 

 

Contact: Jerrica Harding Phone: (407) 341.8335 
 

 

Phone: (714) 505-6360, ext. 101 
 

 

 

 
Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 21161, Public Resources Code. 

Signature of Lead Agency Representative:   Date: 1/14/2025 



Attachment to Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 

Galway Downs (Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. , Change of Zone No. 2000010, and Exception No. 9 to 

Ordinance No. 847} 

Section/Township/Range: 

• Section 12, Township 8 South, Range 2 West (San Bernardino Baseline & Meridian) 

• Section 13, Township 8 South, Range 2 West {San Bernardino Baseline & Meridian) 

• Section 7, Township 8 South, Range 1 West (San Bernardino Baseline & Meridian) 

• Section 18, Township 8 South, Range 1 West (San Bernardino Baseline & Meridian) 

Local Action Type(s): 

• Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 

• Change of Zone No. 2000010 

• Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 

Development Type: 

Restroom Building Manufactured 1 
Northwest portion of site, on the interior side of 
the western portion of the existing horse track. 

Temporary Merchant Buildings Manufactured 3 Central portion of property, south of existing 
Temporary Merchant Building Wood Frame 1 horse track, abutting existing Grand Prix Arena. 

Central portion of property, south of existing 
Bathroom Container Bay Manufactured 1 horse track, abutting existing Sycamore warm up 

track. 
West Central portion of site, facing POLO/Multi 

Wood Deck Wood Frame 1 
use Area, close to the main access to the 
Carriage House on the west side, Los Corralitos 
Road. 
West Central portion of site, facing Polo/Multi 

Office Trailer Manufactured 1 
use Area, close to the main access to the 
Carriage House on the west side, near Los 
Corralitos Road. 
West Central portion of site, facing Polo/Multi 

Shipping Containers Steel Container 2 
use Area, close to the main access to the 
Carriage House on the west side, Los Corralitos 
Road. 
West Central portion of site, facing POLO/Multi 

Pod Container Steel Container 1 
use Area, close to the main access to the 
Carriage House on the west side, Los Corralitos 
Road. 
Central portion of property, south of existing 

Pony Homes Manufactured 11 horse track, abutting existing Grand Prix Warm 
Up Area . 

Employee Modular Housing Manufactured 18 
Southeast portion of the property, near the 
existing access from Pauba Road. 

Amphitheater and Seating Concrete 1 
West side of outside portion of existing 
racetrack. 

Catering Kitchen New Construction 1 
Central Portion of the property, between Grand 
Prix Arena and Clock Tower Arena. 



Project Description : 

Galway Downs is an existing events facility located at 38801 Los Corralitos Road within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) 

portion of unincorporated Riverside County. The existing facility encompasses approximately 241.6 acres, and consists of 

a multi-faceted events facility that operates as a traditional equestrian facility the majority of the time but also hosts a 

variety of other activities during holidays and on the weekends. The existing facility operates under several approved 

Conditional Use Permits (CUPs), including CUP 001127, CUP 00966, CUP 01615, and CUP 02303. The Project Applicant (SFT 

Realty Galway Downs, LLC) is seeking approval of Revision No. 1 to CUP 02303 (CUP 2303Rl), a Change of Zone (CZ 

22000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance No. 847, approval of which would permit an 

expansion of special events uses at the existing facility. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303Rl) 

is proposed to allow for the construction or installation of new buildings and facilities at the Galway Downs facility and to 

accommodate the expanded range of uses allowed pursuant to CZ 2000010. CZ 22000010 is a proposal to amend Riverside 

County Ordinance No. 348 in order to modify the definitions, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, list of 

conditionally permitted uses, and development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new 

development standards for Lodging Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian Recreational Vehicle (RV) Parks. 

Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. would authorize an exception to Subsection d. of Section 6 of Ordinance No. 847 in order 

to allow for periodic concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to occur on the property. Refer to 

the Project's Initial Study for a more detailed description of the proposed Project. 

The approvals sought of Riverside County include: 1) Adoption by resolution of Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit 

No. 2303 (CUP 2303Rl); 2) Adoption by ordinance of Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010); and 3) Adoption by 

resolution of Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847. 



Notice of Preparation 
 

Notice of Preparation 
 

To: State Clearinghouse 
1400 Tenth Street 

From: Riverside County Planning Department 
 

P.O. Box 1409 
Sacramento, CA( A d d9r e5s s )814 Riverside, CA (9Ad2dr5ess0) 2 

 
 

Subject:  Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

 

Riverside County will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental 
 

impact report for the project identified below. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and 
content of the environmental information which is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when 
considering your permit or other approval for the project. 

 
The project description, location, and the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached 
materials. A copy of the Initial Study ( ■  is is not ) attached. 

 
Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date but not later 
than 30 days after receipt of this notice. 

 
Please send your response to Russell Brady, Contract Planner  

at the address 
 

shown above. We will need the name for a contact person in your agency. 

 
 

Project Title: Galway Downs 
 

Project Applicant, if any: SF Realty Galway Downs, LLC 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Date January 14, 2025  
Signature 

 

 
Title Contract Planner 

 
 

 
Telephone 951-955-3025 

 
 

 
 
 

Reference: California Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375. 
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Brady, Russell 
 

From: Tricia Campbell <TCampbell@RCTC.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 3:28 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Cc: Aaron Gabbe; Sandoval, Harry 
Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report – Galway Downs 

 
 

Hi Russell: 
 

We took a look at this NOP and Initial Study. The only potential issue we see is the proposed sewer connection that 
is proposed to cross Proposed Constrained Linkage 24 (wildlife movement/linkage) to the north on its way to the 
De Portola Road EMWD sewer connection. The addition of this aspect of the project would trigger an amendment 
to JPR 10-12-27-01. We are available to discuss further. 

 
Sincerely, 
Tricia 

 
 

Tricia A. Campbell 
Regional Conservation Deputy Director 
RCA/Riverside County Transportation Commission 
951.787.7141 Main|951.955.8805 Direct|951.212.5661 Mobile 
Email: tcampbell@rctc.org 
Mail: RCA in c/o RCTC - PO Box 12008, Riverside, CA 92502 
rctc.org | wrc-rca.org 

 

 

 

From: Ariel Alcon Tapia <Aalcontapia@rctc.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 2:04 PM 
To: Tricia Campbell <TCampbell@RCTC.org>; Zack West <ZWest@rctc.org> 
Cc: Yvonne Lam <YLam@RCTC.org> 
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report – Galway Downs 

 
FYI – we received this NOP from the County. 

 
 

Ariel Alcon Tapia 
Public Affairs Manager 
RCTC | RCA 

 
 

From: Deborah Bryant <dbryant@tbplanning.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 1:57 PM 
To: Deborah Bryant <dbryant@tbplanning.com> 

mailto:TCampbell@RCTC.org
mailto:tcampbell@rctc.org
mailto:Aalcontapia@rctc.org
mailto:TCampbell@RCTC.org
mailto:ZWest@rctc.org
mailto:YLam@RCTC.org
mailto:dbryant@tbplanning.com
mailto:dbryant@tbplanning.com
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Cc: Jerrica Harding <jharding@tbplanning.com> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report – Galway Downs 

 
TO: Responsible/Trustee Agencies 

 
The Riverside County Planning Department is currently reviewing a development application (herein, “Project”) in the 
Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) of Riverside County. The Project is subject to compliance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). This notice is to inform public agencies and the general public that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
will be prepared for the Project, and to solicit guidance as to the scope and content of the required EIR. 

 
PROJECT CASE NO./TITLE: Galway Downs. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1), Change of Zone 
No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847. 

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION: Galway Downs is an existing events facility located at 38801 Los Corralitos Road 
within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) portion of unincorporated Riverside County. The existing facility encompasses 
approximately 241.6 acres, and consists of a multi-faceted events facility that operates as a traditional equestrian facility the 
majority of the time but also hosts a variety of other activities during holidays and on the weekends. The existing facility 
operates under several approved Conditional Use Permits (CUPs), including CUP 001127, CUP 00966, CUP 01615, and CUP 
02303. The Project Applicant (SFT Realty Galway Downs, LLC) is seeking approval of Revision No. 1 to CUP 02303 (CUP 
2303R1), a Change of Zone (CZ 22000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance No. 847, approval of 
which would permit an expansion of special events uses at the existing facility. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 
2303 (CUP 2303R1) is proposed to allow for the construction or installation of new buildings and facilities at the Galway 
Downs facility and to accommodate the expanded range of uses allowed pursuant to CZ 2000010. CZ 22000010 is a proposal 
to amend Riverside County Ordinance No. 348 in order to modify the definitions, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, 
list of conditionally permitted uses, and development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new 
development standards for Lodging Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian Recreational Vehicle (RV) Parks. 
Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. would authorize an exception to Subsection d. of Section 6 of Ordinance No. 847 in order to 
allow for periodic concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to occur on the property. Refer to the 
Project's Initial Study for a more detailed description of the proposed Project. The approvals sought of Riverside County 
include: 

 
1. Adoption by resolution of Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1) 
2. Adoption by ordinance of Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010) 
3. Adoption by resolution of Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 

 

LEAD AGENCY: 
Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92502-1409 
Attn: Russell Brady, Project Planner 

PROJECT SPONSOR: 
Applicant: SF Realty Galway Downs, LLC 
Address: 43599 Calle de Velardo 

Temecula, CA 92590 

mailto:jharding@tbplanning.com
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Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, notice is given to responsible and interested agencies, that the Riverside 
County Planning Department plans to oversee the preparation on an Environmental Impact Report for the above-described 
project. The purpose of this notice is to solicit guidance from your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental 
information to be included in the EIR. Information in that regard should be submitted to this ofice as soon as possible, but 
not later than thirty (30) days after receiving this notice. 

 
SCOPE OF ANALYSIS: An Initial Study was prepared for the Project to assist in defining the scope of the required EIR. The 
Project’s Initial Study is available for public review on the County’s web site at: https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
notices-ceqa. Based on the results of the Project’s Initial Study, it is anticipated that the proposed Project would have the 
potential to result in significant impacts under the following issue areas. A detailed analysis of the following issue areas will 
be included in the forthcoming EIR: 

 

• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Cultural Resources 
• Energy 
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
• Hydrology / Water Quality 
• Land Use / Planning 

• Noise 
• Transportation 
• Tribal Cultural Resources 
• Utilities / Service Systems 
• Wildfire 
• Mandatory Findings of Significance 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING: A Scoping Session has been scheduled in order to bring together and resolve the concerns of 
afected federal, State and local agencies, the proponent of the proposed Project, and other interested persons; as well as 
inform the public of the nature and extent of the proposed project, and to provide an opportunity to identify the range of 
actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant efects to be analyzed in depth in the EIR and help eliminate from 
detailed study issues found not to be important. The Scoping Session is not a public hearing on the merit of the proposed 
project and NO DECISION on the Project will be made. Public testimony is limited to identifying issues regarding the project 
and potential environmental impacts. The Project proponent will not be required to provide an immediate response to any 
concerns raised. The Project proponent will be requested to address any concerns expressed at the Scoping Session, through 
revisions to the proposed Project and/or completion of a Final Environmental Impact Report, prior to the formal public hearing 
on the proposed Project. Mailed notice of the public hearing will be provided to anyone requesting such notification. 

 
TIME OF SCOPING SESSION: 1:30 p.m. or as soon as possible thereafter 
DATE OF SCOPING SESSION:  February 10, 2025 

 
Information on how to participate in the hearing will be available on the Planning Department website at: 
https://planning.rctlma.org/. For further information regarding this project please contact Project Planner Russell Brady at 
(951) 955-3025 or email at rbrady@rivco.org, or go to the County Planning Department’s Planning Commission agenda web 
page at http://planning.rctlma.org/PublicHearings.aspx. 

Please send all written correspondence to: 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
Attn: Russell Brady, Project Planner 

 
If you have any questions please contact Russell Brady, at (951) 955-3025. 

Sincerely, 

Jerrica Harding  
 760.484.6784 

 jharding@tbplanning.com 

8690 Aero Drive, Suite 115, PMB 383, San Diego,CA 92123 

 

https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
https://planning.rctlma.org/
mailto:rbrady@rivco.org
http://planning.rctlma.org/PublicHearings.aspx
mailto:jharding@tbplanning.com
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Your Project. Our Priority. Serving clients & communities since 1974. 



 

1 Title 40, Vol. 41 C.F.R § 243.203 et seq. (1976). 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Andy Cortez, General Manager-Chief Engineer 

 
SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY 
rbrady@rivco.org 

 
January 17, 2025 

 
Russell Brady, Project Planner 
Riverside County Planning Department (County) 
4080 Lemon St. 12th Floor 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 
RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
Galway Downs, Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1), Change 
of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 
847 (Project) 

 
Dear Russell Brady, 

 
The Riverside County Department of Waste Resources (RCDWR) has reviewed the NOP of the 
EIR for the proposed Project at Galway Downs. Galway Downs is an existing 241.6 acres events 
facility located at 38801 Los Corralitos Road within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) portion of 
unincorporated Riverside County in Temecula. It consists of a multi-faceted events facility that 
operates as a traditional equestrian facility & hosts a variety of other activities during holidays and 
weekends. The Project proposes CUP 2303R1, CZ 2000010, and Exception No. 9 to Riverside 
County Noise Ordinance No. 847, which is to permit an expansion of special events uses at the 
existing facility. CUP 2303R1 is proposed for the construction or installation of new buildings and 
facilities at the Galway Downs facility. CZ 2000010 is a proposal to amend Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 348, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, list of conditionally permitted 
uses, and development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new 
development standards for Lodging Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian 
Recreational Vehicle (RV) Parks. Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. 847 would authorize for the 
allowing of periodic concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to occur on 
the property. 

The RCDWR offers the following comments for consideration while preparing the Project’s EIR: 
 

1. Construction of future development may generate a substantial quantity of construction and 
demolition (C&D) waste. Should a large quantity of C&D waste, that is unable to be recycled, 
be brought to a County landfill for disposal, it could exceed the landfill’s daily permitted 
capacity, thus a violation of state regulations.1 To assess potential waste impacts, the EIR 
should consider quantitatively analyzing this potential solid waste impact and discuss feasible 
mitigation programs/regulatory compliance. 

 
 

 
 

mailto:rbrady@rivco.org
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Note: CalRecycle’s website may be helpful to determine the Project’s waste generation: 
https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates 

 
2. The following information can be useful in the analysis of the anticipated solid waste impacts: 

a) Solid waste generated within the Project area is collected by WMI, with the bulk of 
recyclable waste and green waste delivered to the Moreno Valley Solid Waste Recycling 
and Transfer Station (MVTS) for processing. The facility is located at 17700 Indian Street 
in Moreno Valley. It is permitted for a 2,500 tons per day (tpd) operation. 

 
b) The waste hauler may utilize the El Sobrante, Lamb Canyon, and/or the Badlands Landfill 

for disposal. Descriptions of the local landfills are provided below: 
 

El Sobrante Landfill: 
 

The El Sobrante Landfill is located east of Interstate 15 and Temescal Canyon Road 
to the south of the City of Corona and Cajalco Road at 10910 Dawson Canyon Road. 
The landfill is owned and operated by USA Waste of California, a subsidiary of Waste 
Management, Inc., and encompasses 1,322 acres, of which 645 acres are permitted 
for landfill operation. The El Sobrante Landfill has a total disposal capacity of 
approximately 209.9 million cubic yards and can receive up to 70,000 tons per week 
(tpw) of refuse. USA Waste must allot at least 28,000 tpw for County refuse. The 
landfill’s permit allows a maximum of 16,054 tons per day (tpd) of waste to be accepted 
into the landfill, due to the limits on vehicle trips. If needed, 5,000 tpd must be reserved 
for County waste, leaving the maximum commitment of Non-County waste at 11,054 
tpd. Per the 2023 Annual Report, the landfill had a remaining in-County disposal 
capacity of approximately 47.2 million tons. In 2023, the El Sobrante Landfill accepted 
a daily average of 10,341 tons with a period total of approximately 3,184,920 tons. The 
landfill is expected to reach capacity in approximately 2059. 

 
Lamb Canyon Landfill: 

 
The Lamb Canyon Landfill is located between the City of Beaumont and City of San 
Jacinto at 16411 Lamb Canyon Road (State Route 79), south of Interstate 10 and 
north of Highway 74. The landfill is owned and operated by Riverside County. The 
landfill property encompasses approximately 1,189 acres, of which 703.4 acres 
encompass the current landfill permit area. Of the 703.4-acre landfill permit area, 
approximately 144.6 acres are permitted for waste disposal. The landfill is currently 
permitted to receive 5,000 tpd of MSW for disposal and 500 tpd for beneficial reuse. 
The site has an estimated total disposal capacity of approximately 21.1 million tons. 
As of January 1, 2024 (beginning of day), the landfill has a total remaining capacity of 
approximately 6.7 million tons. The current landfill remaining disposal capacity is 
estimated to last, at a minimum, until approximately 2032. From January 2023 to 
December 2023, the Lamb Canyon Landfill accepted a daily average of 2,049 tons 
with a period total of approximately 627,127 tons. Landfill expansion potential exists 
at the Lamb Canyon Landfill site. 

https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/WasteCharacterization/General/Rates


2 A.B. 75, Chapter 764, 1999-2000 Strom-Martin, (Cal. 1999).  
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Badlands Landfill: 

 
The Badlands Landfill is located northeast of the City of Moreno Valley at 31125 
Ironwood Avenue and accessed from State Highway 60 at Theodore Avenue. The 
landfill is owned and operated by Riverside County. The existing landfill encompasses 
1,168.3 acres, with a total disturbance area of 278 acres, of which 150 acres are for 
refuse disposal. Landfill expansion potential exists at the Badlands Landfill site. Under 
the 2022 Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP), the permitted disturbance area 
increases from 278 acres to 811 acres, and the refuse disposal area increases from 
150 acres to 409 (in multiple stages). The landfill is currently permitted to receive 5,000 
tpd of MSW for disposal and 300 tpd for beneficial reuse. The site has an estimated 
total capacity of approximately 68.6 million tons. As of January 1, 2024 (beginning of 
day), the landfill had a total remaining disposal capacity of approximately 49.8 million 
tons. Under the 2022 SWFP, the landfill would have a remaining disposal capacity 
estimated to last, at a minimum, until approximately 2059. From January 2023 to 
December 2023, the Badlands Landfill accepted a daily average of 2,848 tons with a 
period total of approximately 874,450 tons. 

 
3. Additionally, you may wish to consider incorporating the following measures to help reduce 

the Project’s anticipated solid waste impacts and enhance efforts to comply with the State’s 
mandate (AB 75) of 50% solid waste diversion from landfilling 2: 

 
• The use of mulch and/or compost in the development and maintenance of 

landscaped areas within the project boundaries is recommended. Recycle green 
waste through either onsite composting of grass, i.e., leaving the grass clippings on 
the lawn, or sending separated green waste to a composting facility. 

• Consider xeriscaping and the use of drought tolerant low maintenance vegetation in 
all landscaped areas of the project. 

• Hazardous materials are not accepted at the Riverside County landfills. Any 
hazardous wastes, including paint, used during construction must be properly 
disposed of at a licensed facility in accordance with local, state and federal 
regulations. For further information regarding the determination, transport, and 
disposal of hazardous waste, please contact the Riverside County Department of 
Health, Environmental Protection and Oversight Division, at 1.888.722.4234. 

• To address solid waste impacts and help the County comply with AB 939 (Integrated 
Waste Management Act) and the California Green Building Standards, through 
diverting solid waste from landfill disposal, a Waste Recycling Plan (WRP) shall be 
submitted to the Riverside County Department of Waste Resources for review and 
approval prior to construction. At a minimum, the WRP must identify the materials 
(i.e., concrete, asphalt, wood, etc.) that will be generated by construction and 
development, the projected amounts, the measures/methods that will be taken to 
recycle, reuse, and/or reduce the amount of materials, the facilities and/or haulers 
that will be utilized, and the targeted recycling or reduction rate. During project 



3 S.B 1383, Chapter 395, 2015-2016 Lara, (Cal. 2016).  
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construction, the project site shall have, at a minimum, two (2) bins: one for waste 
disposal and the other for the recycling of Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
materials. Additional bins are encouraged to be used for further source separation 
of C&D recyclable materials. Accurate record-keeping (receipts) for recycling of C&D 
recyclable materials and solid waste disposal must be kept. After the project is 
completed, a Waste Reporting Form and evidence (i.e., receipts or other types of 
verification) shall be submitted demonstrating project compliance with the approved 
WRP. 

• Demonstrate compliance with SB 1383 which establishes regulations to reduce 
organics waste disposal and went into effect on January 1, 2022.3 This law 
establishes methane emissions reduction targets in a statewide effort to reduce 
emissions of short-lived climate pollutants caused by organics waste disposal. 

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to comment on the NOP. Please continue to provide us 
with Project updates and any CEQA documentation as the project progresses. Please email me 
at alimitchell@rivco.org if you have any questions regarding the above comments. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

Aliah Mitchell 
Assistant Planner 

 
Cc: Kinika Hesterly, RCDWR 

DM# 348004 

mailto:alimitchell@rivco.org
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EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. 

Jerrica Harding 
 

From: Flores, Victor F@DOT <Victor.F.Flores@dot.ca.gov> on behalf of LDR D8@DOT <LDR-D8 
@dot.ca.gov> 

Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 9:30 AM 
To: Deborah Bryant 
Cc: Jerrica Harding; Patel, Janki@DOT 
Subject: RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report – Galway Downs 
Attachments: 202402-ldr-safety-review-practitioners-guidance-a11y.pdf; caltrans_crash-data-request-form-

a11y.pdf 

 
Hi Deborah, 

I am not sure if you are aware, but there have been some concerns from local residents regarding 
vehicle collisions on SR-79 & Los Caballos Road and SR-79 & Pauba Road. In order to complete a 
thorough review of this project, we will need the items below: 

 
1. Traffic Impact Analysis 
2. Queuing Analysis 
3. VMT Analysis 
4. Safety Analysis 

Please feel free to reach out should you have any questions. 

Thank you, 

Victor F. Flores 
Transportation Planner 
Local Development Review 
D-8 Division of Transportation Planning 
Work cell: (909) 925-7520 

Email: Victor.F.Flores@dot.ca.gov 
 
 
 
 

From: Deborah Bryant <dbryant@tbplanning.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 1:57 PM 
To: Deborah Bryant <dbryant@tbplanning.com> 
Cc: Jerrica Harding <jharding@tbplanning.com> 
Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report – Galway Downs 

 

TO: Responsible/Trustee Agencies 

The Riverside County Planning Department is currently reviewing a development application (herein, “Project”) in the 
Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) of Riverside County. The Project is subject to compliance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). This notice is to inform public agencies and the general public that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
will be prepared for the Project, and to solicit guidance as to the scope and content of the required EIR. 

mailto:Victor.F.Flores@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Victor.F.Flores@dot.ca.gov
mailto:dbryant@tbplanning.com
mailto:dbryant@tbplanning.com
mailto:jharding@tbplanning.com
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PROJECT CASE NO./TITLE: Galway Downs. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1), Change of Zone 
No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847. 

 
PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION: Galway Downs is an existing events facility located at 38801 Los Corralitos Road 
within the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP) portion of unincorporated Riverside County. The existing facility encompasses 
approximately 241.6 acres, and consists of a multi-faceted events facility that operates as a traditional equestrian facility the 
majority of the time but also hosts a variety of other activities during holidays and on the weekends. The existing facility 
operates under several approved Conditional Use Permits (CUPs), including CUP 001127, CUP 00966, CUP 01615, and CUP 
02303. The Project Applicant (SFT Realty Galway Downs, LLC) is seeking approval of Revision No. 1 to CUP 02303 (CUP 
2303R1), a Change of Zone (CZ 22000010), and Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Noise Ordinance No. 847, approval of 
which would permit an expansion of special events uses at the existing facility. Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 
2303 (CUP 2303R1) is proposed to allow for the construction or installation of new buildings and facilities at the Galway 
Downs facility and to accommodate the expanded range of uses allowed pursuant to CZ 2000010. CZ 22000010 is a proposal 
to amend Riverside County Ordinance No. 348 in order to modify the definitions, list of uses permitted with plot plan approval, 
list of conditionally permitted uses, and development standards for Class II Equestrian Establishments, and to add new 
development standards for Lodging Facilities, Wine Country Campgrounds, and Equestrian Recreational Vehicle (RV) Parks. 
Exception No. 9 to Ordinance No. would authorize an exception to Subsection d. of Section 6 of Ordinance No. 847 in order to 
allow for periodic concerts and other events requiring sound amplifying equipment to occur on the property. Refer to the 
Project's Initial Study for a more detailed description of the proposed Project. The approvals sought of Riverside County 
include: 

 
1. Adoption by resolution of Revision No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 2303 (CUP 2303R1) 
2. Adoption by ordinance of Change of Zone No. 2000010 (CZ 2000010) 
3. Adoption by resolution of Exception No. 9 to Riverside County Ordinance No. 847 

 

LEAD AGENCY: 
Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92502-1409 
Attn: Russell Brady, Project Planner 

PROJECT SPONSOR: 
Applicant: SF Realty Galway Downs, LLC 
Address: 43599 Calle de Velardo 

Temecula, CA 92590 
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Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, notice is given to responsible and interested agencies, that the Riverside 
County Planning Department plans to oversee the preparation on an Environmental Impact Report for the above-described 
project. The purpose of this notice is to solicit guidance from your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental 
information to be included in the EIR. Information in that regard should be submitted to this ofice as soon as possible, but 
not later than thirty (30) days after receiving this notice. 

 
SCOPE OF ANALYSIS: An Initial Study was prepared for the Project to assist in defining the scope of the required EIR. The 
Project’s Initial Study is available for public review on the County’s web site at: https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
notices-ceqa. Based on the results of the Project’s Initial Study, it is anticipated that the proposed Project would have the 
potential to result in significant impacts under the following issue areas. A detailed analysis of the following issue areas will 
be included in the forthcoming EIR: 

 

• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Cultural Resources 
• Energy 
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
• Hydrology / Water Quality 
• Land Use / Planning 

• Noise 
• Transportation 
• Tribal Cultural Resources 
• Utilities / Service Systems 
• Wildfire 
• Mandatory Findings of Significance 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING: A Scoping Session has been scheduled in order to bring together and resolve the concerns of 
afected federal, State and local agencies, the proponent of the proposed Project, and other interested persons; as well as 
inform the public of the nature and extent of the proposed project, and to provide an opportunity to identify the range of 
actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant efects to be analyzed in depth in the EIR and help eliminate from 
detailed study issues found not to be important. The Scoping Session is not a public hearing on the merit of the proposed 
project and NO DECISION on the Project will be made. Public testimony is limited to identifying issues regarding the project 
and potential environmental impacts. The Project proponent will not be required to provide an immediate response to any 
concerns raised. The Project proponent will be requested to address any concerns expressed at the Scoping Session, through 
revisions to the proposed Project and/or completion of a Final Environmental Impact Report, prior to the formal public hearing 
on the proposed Project. Mailed notice of the public hearing will be provided to anyone requesting such notification. 

 
TIME OF SCOPING SESSION: 1:30 p.m. or as soon as possible thereafter 
DATE OF SCOPING SESSION:  February 10, 2025 

 
Information on how to participate in the hearing will be available on the Planning Department website at: 
https://planning.rctlma.org/. For further information regarding this project please contact Project Planner Russell Brady at 
(951) 955-3025 or email at rbrady@rivco.org, or go to the County Planning Department’s Planning Commission agenda web 
page at http://planning.rctlma.org/PublicHearings.aspx. 

Please send all written correspondence to: 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
Attn: Russell Brady, Project Planner 

 
If you have any questions please contact Russell Brady, at (951) 955-3025. 

Sincerely, 

Jerrica Harding  
 760.484.6784 

 jharding@tbplanning.com 

 8690 Aero Drive, Suite 115, PMB 383, San Diego,CA 92123 

 

https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
https://planning.rctlma.org/environmental-
https://planning.rctlma.org/
mailto:rbrady@rivco.org
http://planning.rctlma.org/PublicHearings.aspx
mailto:jharding@tbplanning.com


 

 
Crash Data on State Highway System Request Form 

Please complete this form to request crash data on the State Highway System and 
either 1. External requestors submit this form with your California Public Records Act 
request, 2. Internal requestors submit this form to your respective District Traffic Safety 
office.  This crash data request form shall accompany all crash data requests.  If 
you are Non-Caltrans personnel, please submit your request via our California Public 
Records Act (CPRA) portal following the link below. 

https://caltrans.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(h2yg4jgtjvs3zld55xux1qsd))/ 
supporthome.aspx 

 
In order to ensure efficient service, please provide as much information as you can. 

Per California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) records retention policy for Traffic 
Safety and Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System, crash data is only 
available for the most recent 10 complete calendar years plus the current year. 

Requester Information: 
 

Date Requested:  

  

Name Title Division/Office: 

Address Phone Email 

Crash Data Requested: Use the space below to describe your request and the basic data 
element desired. 

 
Request Date Range: 

Start Date 

End Date 

Crash Level (# of crashes) 
Victim Level (# of persons) 
Crash Raw Dataset 
Crash Rate 

Severity Level: 
Fatal Injury 
Severe Injury 
Other Visible Injury 
Complaint of Pain 
No Injuries (PDO) 
All of the Above 

Format Desired: 

PDF: 
Excel/CSV: 

Location Description (please include District, County, Route and Postmile info or lat/long): 
Location Tool Link: https://postmile.dot.ca.gov/PMQT/PostmileQueryTool.html? 

 
How data will be used (include any federal or state program): 

 
 

 
If you have any questions, please contact us at crash.requests@dot.ca.gov 

 
Last Modified: 8/30/21 

https://caltrans.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(h2yg4jgtjvs3zld55xux1qsd))/supporthome.aspx
https://caltrans.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(h2yg4jgtjvs3zld55xux1qsd))/supporthome.aspx
https://postmile.dot.ca.gov/PMQT/PostmileQueryTool.html
mailto:crash.requests@dot.ca.gov
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Safety Review Screening Criteria 
Developments are not required to go through a safety review if they meet both 
of the following criteria. Staff can refer to the LDR Safety Review Screening 
Guidelines (Appendix E) for detailed information. 

 The project makes no physical modification in the State Highway System 
(SHS) right-of-way, and; 

 The project results in zero additional trips by any mode on the SHS. 

1. Purpose 
This Local Development Review (LDR) Safety Review Practitioners Guidance 
(Guidance) provides instructions to the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) personnel who conduct road safety reviews for proposed land use 
projects and plans affecting the State Highway System (SHS), within the scope of 
the LDR process. This Guidance replaces the guidance issued in December 2020 
as part of the Traffic Safety Bulletin (TSB) #20-02-R1, titled Interim Local 
Development Intergovernmental Review Safety Review Practitioners Guidance. 

This Guidance establishes the recommended transportation safety impact 
review process for Caltrans and lead agencies for evaluating proposed land use 
projects. While this Guidance is intended to be used for projects affecting the 
SHS, it can also be used by lead agencies, developers/applicants, and 
consultants as a model for analyzing the safety impacts of proposed land use 
projects and plans on local roadways. This Guidance prioritizes vulnerable road 
users (VRU)1 and underserved communities; enhances safety for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, transit, and vehicular modes; and applies both reactive and systemic 
perspectives. 

This Guidance supports the shift away from using Highway Capacity Manual 
Level of Service (LOS) as a metric of analysis under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), in accordance with implementing Senate Bill 743, and 
complements the “Vehicle Miles Traveled-Focused Transportation Impact Study 
Guide” (TISG) (dated May 20, 2020). It is intended that the safety reviews 
described herein are complementary to the broader LDR process. 

 

 
 

1 FHWA defines Vulnerable Road Users as non-motorists such as a pedestrian or bicyclist. The full 
definition can be found here: https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2022-
10/VRU%20Safety%20Assessment%20Guidance%20FINAL_508.pdf 

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-a11y.pdf
https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2022-10/VRU%20Safety%20Assessment%20Guidance%20FINAL_508.pdf
https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2022-10/VRU%20Safety%20Assessment%20Guidance%20FINAL_508.pdf
https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2022-10/VRU%20Safety%20Assessment%20Guidance%20FINAL_508.pdf
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This Guidance aims to improve consistency and transparency of the safety 
review process, as part of the LDR process, and to facilitate sustainable 
development while improving safety on the SHS. The safety review process, as 
part of the LDR Program, is not intended to replace the encroachment permit 
review process. 

2. Background 
The Caltrans LDR Program is the conduit for reviewing projects and plans that 
could impact the SHS. The LDR Program aims to provide recommendations that 
encourage land use decisions to closely align with state transportation planning 
priorities, goals, policies, and plans for all land uses, so that these decisions do 
not impact the safety of the SHS. The LDR Program also evaluates studies and 
reports related to proposed developments, to ensure they analyze and 
document impacts, and that mitigation measures or project features avoid or 
minimize impacts to the SHS. 

Caltrans has set a goal to reach zero traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries 
in California by 2050, which is part of the Federal Highway Administration’s 
(FHWA) nationwide zero fatalities goal. The implementation of safety review into 
the LDR process will be a key strategy to reducing these collisions. Caltrans 
encourages lead agencies to develop Local Roadway Safety Plans (LRSPs), 
Systemic Safety Analysis Reports (SSARs) or Vision Zero Plans that create a 
framework to systematically identify and analyze traffic safety issues and 
recommend traffic safety improvements. Caltrans also encourages lead 
agencies to complete traffic safety impact analyses as part of their CEQA 
review process. 

This Guidance builds off existing Caltrans policy and guidance, such as 
Director’s Policy 36 (DP-36) and Deputy Directive 25 (DD-25). DP-36 outlines a 
vision to eliminate fatalities and serious injuries on California roadways by 2050. 
DD-25 outlines the purpose and goals of the LDR program. 

This Guidance supports the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) goals and 
guiding principles. The guiding principles of the SHSP are to Integrate Equity, 
Double Down on What Works, Accelerate Advanced Technology, and 
Implement the Safe System Approach. The Guidance demonstrates that 
Caltrans can: 

• Integrate equity into the safety review process by identifying 
improvements beneficial to underserved populations. 

https://www.transportation.gov/NRSS/SafeSystem
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• Double down on what works by prioritizing countermeasures that have 

been proved to reduce fatalities and severe injuries. 

• Implement advanced technology on roadways where appropriate. 

• Support the implementation of the Safe System Approach (SSA) in the 
safety review process by promoting a proactive safety process and 
emphasizing that safety is the responsibility of both roadway owners and 
users. 

Working in conjunction with other statewide safety plans such as the Highway 
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), the California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) 
Highway Safety Plan, and the Commercial Vehicle Safety Plan, the SHSP 
provides guidance that will influence the development of goals, strategies, and 
performance measures for stakeholders working to improve safety throughout 
California, with a goal to reduce traffic fatalities to zero. The Guidance supports 
Section 1.2 of the TISG by providing clarity on how to perform safety analysis in a 
transportation impact analysis. These LDR guidelines address how to increase 
safety for VRUs through Proven Safety Countermeasures.2 

The LDR Program focuses on projects in which Caltrans serves as a reviewing or 
commenting agency and is not the lead approval entity. Caltrans, through LDR, 
is a Responsible or Commenting Agency for CEQA and National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA). Many proposals can directly or indirectly impact the SHS even 
if the proposed activity, project, or plan is several miles from a state facility. Off-
system projects of Statewide, Regional, or Areawide Significance (See CEQA 
Section 15026), can impact the SHS as well as generate additional vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) and increase greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Agencies 
overseeing the development of these projects submit documentation to 
Caltrans directly or, if acting under CEQA, via the Governor’s Office of Planning 
and Research (OPR) State Clearinghouse website, which regularly notifies 
Responsible or Commenting State Agencies via email. Project information may 
include environmental documents, land use plans, public notices, and other 
CEQA/NEPA and non-CEQA/NEPA documents. Table 1 shows some example 
CEQA documents often involved with the LDR process and their timelines for 
review. 

 
 

 
 

2 Caltrans’ Proven Safety Countermeasures can be found here: 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/safety-programs/proven-safety-countermeasures. FHWA’s Proven 
Safety Countermeasures can be found here: https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-
countermeasures 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/safety-programs/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
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Table 1 Typical CEQA Documents and Associated Comment Periods 
 

Document Comment Period 
Initial Study (IS) 30-day 
Notice of Preparation (for DEIR) 30-day 
Negative Declaration (ND) 20-to-30-day (as specified) 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 30-to-60-day (as specified) 

 
Caltrans’ Division of Transportation Planning maintains a centralized statewide 
database known as the Geo-based Tracking System (GTS) that maps and stores 
local development projects, plans, documents, and staff recommendations. 

3. Scope 
The scope of the safety review is dependent on multiple factors, including the 
type of state highway facility affected and the relative impact of the 
development to the SHS. The level of impact can vary according to the 
proximity, scale, type of development, amount of multimodal traffic using or 
crossing the state facility or through direct modification of state facilities to 
accommodate new access, new traffic patterns, or increased traffic volume. 
The land use context of the facility also impacts the likely mode splits and types 
of conflict that will probably be introduced. The following sections outline how to 
use Caltrans safety challenge areas and facility types to determine the context 
of the safety review. 

3.1 Using SHSP Challenge Areas to Determine Safety Review Context 
As part of the SHSP, Caltrans has identified several safety challenge areas 
statewide that the Caltrans district traffic safety reviewer should consider when 
conducting a safety review. 

The following six challenge areas were identified as high priorities in California as 
they represent the greatest opportunity to reduce fatalities and severe injuries: 

• Lane Departures 

• Impaired Driving 

• Speed Management 

• Pedestrians 

• Bicyclists 

• Intersection 
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The Caltrans district traffic safety reviewer should be familiar with the safety 
challenge areas, and the current and past initiatives related to those SHSP 
challenge areas. The California SHSP Action Tracking Tool is available for 
Caltrans staff to review the monitoring program results of the current statewide 
safety initiatives. The table titled ”Potential Safety Review Considerations by SHSP 
Challenge Area” on page 18 of Appendix A outlines potential factors that 
safety reviewers consider depending on roadway and local area context, 
organized by SHSP challenge area. Not all considerations will be appropriate for 
all projects and locations. 

3.2 Using Facility Types to Determine Safety Review Context 
The type of facility can be used to determine the context of the review. The 
focus areas listed in Table 2 are not intended to limit the appropriate scope of a 
context sensitive safety review, but to set an expectation of the most probable 
impacts to a given type of facility. Table 2 summarizes the different facility types, 
relevant characteristics, and areas of focus during a safety review along the 
specific facility types. Special attention should be paid at all locations to the 
impacts of pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users. Where possible, the facilities 
utilized by these groups should be maintained or improved. 

 

Table 2 Facility Types, Characteristics, and Focus Areas 
 

Facility Type Relevant Characteristics Safety Review Focus Areas 

 
 
 
Rural two-lane 
conventional 
highways 

 
 
Higher speeds with 
lower volumes, likely 
do not have 
significant bicycle or 
pedestrian volumes 

Speed control, access management 
(driveways, intersections, and 
roundabouts), prevention of lane 
departures via alignment standards or 
delineation/signing, roadside clear 
recovery zone concepts, and 
providing rural area appropriate 
accommodations for bicycles and 
pedestrians 

Suburban or 
urban 
conventional 
highways that 
may include a 
center two-
way left-turn 
lane 

 

 
Higher volumes and 
may include more 
multimodal traffic 

 
Speed management, access 
management, accommodations for 
bicycles and pedestrians, traffic 
control devices 
(driveways/intersections/roundabouts), 
and conflict avoidance 
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Facility Type Relevant Characteristics Safety Review Focus Areas 

Expressways 
that have 
been built for 
higher speeds 
and higher 
traffic 
volumes 

Often accommodate 
bicycles and 
pedestrians, these 
facilities have high 
levels of traffic stress 
and are not 
comfortable for VRUs 

Access management 
(acceleration/deceleration lanes or 
ramps), traffic control devices, conflict 
avoidance, appropriate speed 
control, and safer accommodation for 
bicycles and pedestrians, particularly 
at crossings 

 

 
Rural multi-
lane 
conventional 
highways 

 
 

 
High volumes and high 
speeds 

Speed management, access 
management (intersections and 
roundabouts), prevention of lane 
departures via alignment standards or 
delineation/signing, roadside clear 
recovery zone concepts, and 
providing rural area appropriate 
accommodations for bicycles and 
pedestrians, particularly at crossings 

Multi-lane 
suburban and 
urban 
conventional 
highways 

 
Higher speeds and will 
also include bicycle 
and pedestrian 
amenities 

Speed management, 
accommodations for bicycles and 
pedestrians, traffic control devices 
(intersections and roundabouts), and 
conflict avoidance, particularly at 
intersections and driveways 

Rural divided 
conventional 
highways 
(with 
separate 
alignments) 

 
These highways often 
operate similarly to 
expressways 

Access management (intersections, 
driveways, and roundabouts), conflict 
avoidance, appropriate speed 
control, and safer accommodation for 
bicycles and pedestrians, particularly 
at crossings 

Urban divided 
conventional 
highways 
(with 
separate 
alignments) 

Typically operate at 
lower speeds than 
rural counterparts but 
faster than other 
urban corridors 

Speed management, 
accommodations for bicycles and 
pedestrians, traffic control devices 
(intersections and roundabouts), and 
conflict avoidance, particularly at 
intersections and driveways 
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Facility Type Relevant Characteristics Safety Review Focus Areas 

 
 

 
Limited 
access 
freeway 
facilities 

Designed to operate 
as free-flowing traffic 
at high speed, some 
freeways do permit 
bicycle and 
pedestrian access due 
to the lack of 
alternative routes, 
these facilities are not 
designed to be 
multimodal facilities 

 
Points of controlled access (ramps), 
conflict avoidance (weaving, 
entering, existing maneuvers, ramp 
crossings), correlation between 
collisions and design standards such as 
widths and alignment, where 
appropriate, separation of VRUs users 
from vehicular traffic, and prevention 
of wrong-way driving 

 
3.3 Additional Factors to Consider When Conducting Safety Reviews 
The specific impact of developments to the SHS can also be determined by 
reviewing the following: 

• Proximity of the development to the state highway facility. 

• The number of multimodal trips added to the state highway facility or 
multimodal trips that need to cross the facility as the result of the 
development. 

• The number of automobiles, heavy vehicles (trucks), bicycle, and pedestrian 
trips added to the state highway facility. 

• Modification of access (including driveways and street parking), control, 
capacity, traffic patterns, or lane configuration to state highway facilities. 

• Number of conflict points created or removed due to the development. 

If an SHS facility is studied as part of a development’s Transportation Impact 
Analysis (TIA), then a safety review is part of the LDR process and district Traffic 
Safety will be one of the functional reviewers. 

If the initial TIA submitted to Caltrans by the developer does not include a safety 
analysis that provides the necessary information or considerations, the district 
LDR coordinator should request a safety analysis be included in the TIA, before 
completing the LDR review process. 

Due to the varied nature of development, the difficulty of separating existing 
safety performance from that caused by development-related traffic, and the 
specific contexts of facilities across the state, there is no defined threshold of 
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significance for assessing safety impacts. Instead, at the TIA scoping meeting, 
the developer/applicant, local agency, and safety reviewer must determine 
what safety mitigations are required through a reasonable and realistic review 
of the actual impacts each development will have on the SHS. The significance 
of impacts should be determined with careful judgment on the part of a public 
agency and based, to the greatest extent possible, on scientific and factual 
data consistent with Caltrans’ CEQA 
guidance contained in Caltrans’ 
Standard Environmental Reference (SER), 
Chapter 36, “Environmental Impact 
Report,” the CEQA guidelines found in 
the California Code of Regulations, Title 
14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 5, Section 
15064(f), “Determining the Significance of 
the Environmental Effects Caused by a 
Project.”, the California Association of 
Environmental Professionals CEQA Statue 
& Guidelines document, and the 
Highway Design Manual. 

3.4 Freeway Congestion Safety Considerations 
Freeway congestion–related crashes should not be the focus of the LDR safety 
review. The intent of the Guidance is to provide an outline for when queuing 
should be reviewed for traffic safety impacts. A review does not necessitate the 
need for traffic safety mitigation but is to evaluate whether a significant safety 
impact based on speed differential may occur. Subsequently, the significance 
of that traffic safety impact by the project must be determined on a case-by-
case basis. The Guidance recognizes the fluid nature of freeway exit ramp 
queuing, and the difficulty in developing a nexus to any one project. 

When there are potential safety impacts, Traffic Operations may perform or 
review a freeway queuing analysis, pursuant to Appendix B. If a potential safety 
impact is identified, Traffic Operations will bring it to the attention of the Safety 
Reviewer. See Appendix B, “Freeway Exit-Ramp Queuing Analysis,” for 
additional information based on the City of Los Angeles Interim Guidance for 
Freeway Safety Analysis. 

Automobile congestion or delay 
itself does not constitute a 
significant environmental impact 
(Public Resources Code, 
§21099(b)(2)), and traffic safety 
should not be used as a proxy for 
road capacity. 
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4. Safety Review Process, Considerations, and Roles 
4.1 Safety Review Process and Considerations 
When the safety reviewer uses engineering judgement to determine that no 
safety review is necessary, the safety reviewer will document why the safety 
review is not needed in the GTS and the Type IR TIR (if one is opened). This 
documentation should specify the reason why the safety review is not needed. 
Refer to Safety Review Screening Criteria previously mentioned in this Guidance. 

If a safety review is determined to be necessary during the initial scoping review, 
the safety reviewer will provide a request and scope to the district LDR 
coordinator for the safety analysis to be included in the TIA and will provide the 
requested safety analysis procedure. This includes the application form for the 
developer to request the appropriate Caltrans safety database information to 
conduct their analysis. The district LDR coordinator will forward the requested 
information to the lead agency or developer/applicant. The Caltrans Safety 
Data Request form can be found in Appendix C. Requesting additional 
information for safety reviews does not stop the clock on the CEQA review 
timeframe that is set by the local agency. 

In some cases, Caltrans may not require a safety analysis to be completed by 
the developer/applicant, and in such cases, district staff may conduct the 
safety analysis. The process for developing a safety analysis is included in 
Appendix D. 

The developer/applicant would complete its TIA including the appropriate 
safety study, and work with the local agency to submit it to the Caltrans LDR 
team for review. 

The safety reviewer will first determine that the safety analysis was conducted 
according to the requested scope, and if not, will request updated information 
as appropriate. If the study was conducted according to the requested scope, 
the review team will verify that the analysis findings are correct and consistent 
with the inputs and proposed project elements. The reviewer will also compare 
the proposed development plan to existing Caltrans and local safety plans for 
consistency and best practices. 

The district safety reviewer should use the latest HSIP Guidelines from Caltrans 
Division of Safety Programs to identify existing safety issues. Existing traffic safety 
issues on the SHS should be investigated via Type O investigation for resolution 
by Caltrans. Locations with existing safety issues that may be affected by the 
proposed development project should be reviewed for additional or alternate 
safety improvements to mitigate the increased conflicts. 
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If significant safety impacts are identified 
in the TIA, the reviewer will evaluate the 
proposed mitigations to ensure 
consistency with current best practices, 
and that they are appropriately 
addressing the safety impact. For 
mitigation to be appropriate, the 
reviewer must identify a direct causal 
connection between the project and the 
impact. 

The safety reviewer will then work with the 
LDR coordinator to incorporate any 
comments or requests into a response 

letter from Caltrans to the lead agency. 

The safety review determination process is shown in Figure 1. 

Mitigation strategies for these 
safety impacts should not be 
vehicular capacity-
increasing. Mitigations should 
not prioritize vehicle 
operations over pedestrian 
and bicycle safety. Other 
mitigation strategies should 
not degrade safety, mobility, 
or accessibility for VRUs. 
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Figure 1. Safety Review Determination Process 
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4.2 Roles and Responsibilities 
The roles and responsibilities for each party involved in the safety review process 
are outlined below. 

The Caltrans district LDR coordinator is responsible for the following activities: 

• Serve as primary point of contact with lead agency and 
developer/applicant as necessary. Tasks include scheduling meetings, 
requests for additional information, and other general correspondence 

• Use the Safety Review Screening Criteria to determine if the proposed 
project needs to be forwarded to the safety reviewer 

• Request that a safety analysis be performed, if the safety reviewer 
determine that it is needed, and if not included in the initial submittal 

• Shares submitted materials with safety review team to receive a 
determination if a safety review is needed 

• Provide a letter on Caltrans letterhead with scope of required safety 
review methodology to the lead agency and developer/applicant 

• Provide a request form for Caltrans safety crash data summary (Appendix 
C) to the local agency to forward to the developer/applicant 

• Provide safety reviewer’s comments/recommendations to the lead 
agency 

The safety reviewer is responsible for the following activities: 

• Consult with Traffic Operations, Planning, and/or Design and 
Maintenance when pertinent to consider access management, 
intersection controls, capacity, travel patterns, or lane configuration on 
state highway facilities 

• Review existing Caltrans and local safety plans for consistency and best 
practices, use Caltrans’ latest HSIP Guidelines from the Division of Safety 
Programs to identify existing safety issues 

• Determine if safety analysis is required and define the scope of the safety 
analysis 

• Review safety analysis as it relates to the SHS, evaluate proposed 
mitigation(s) for appropriateness in addressing the safety concern(s) and 
for compliance with best practices 
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• Provide Caltrans safety database crash data summary for safety analysis 
to the LDR coordinator upon receiving a completed request form in 
Appendix C and a California Public Records Act (CPRA) request if 
required 

• Review whether Caltrans safety database information was interpreted 
correctly in the TIA 

• Review Caltrans current and proposed projects for any planned safety 
improvements in the project area 

• Review the projected safety impacts for consistency with engineering 
standards 

• Compile the results of the safety analysis into a Traffic Investigation Report 
(TIR) and send comments/recommendations to the district LDR 
coordinator for the project, via GTS 

Traffic Operations is responsible for the following activities: 

• Review or perform needed operational analyses (e.g., freeway exit-ramp 
and/or intersection queuing analysis) 

• Collaborate with Planning and safety reviewer regarding access 
management, intersection controls, capacity, travel patterns, or lane 
configuration on state highway facilities 

The developer/applicant is responsible for the following activities: 

• Request Caltrans crash data summary for the involved SHS facilities 

• Conduct a transportation impact analysis that includes a safety review 

The Lead agency is responsible for the following activities: 

• Determine that the safety analysis complies with local requirements 

• Review overall analysis and trip generation and VMT estimates 

• Ensure the project is consistent with the lead agency’s current plans and 
local growth priorities 

5. Process for Conducting Review 
The LDR coordinator will work with the safety reviewer to assess the potential 
safety impact of the project, and whether a safety review is needed. If it 
appears that a safety review will be needed, the safety reviewer completes a 
Phase 1 screen (see Figure 2). 



LDR SAFETY REVIEW PRACTITIONER’S GUIDANCE 

14 

 

 

A Phase 1 screen includes the following steps: 

• Check if the proposed modifications conform to safety best practices and 
include appropriate safety countermeasures 

• Determine if the plan includes suitable mitigations to address the safety 
impacts 

The Phase 1 screening aims to provide any initial suggestions that would make 
the development more likely to meet safety goals (such as reducing fatalities, 
serious injuries, and conflicts with pedestrians and bicyclists). If the project 
appears to not have the necessary considerations to manage safety risks, the 
safety reviewer will define the scope and recommend a safety analysis process 
(as shown in Appendix D) to include with Caltrans’ response. Upon receipt of the 
completed TIA with the recommended safety analysis, the safety reviewer will 
conduct a Phase 2 screen (see Figure 2). 

The Phase 2 screen assesses the completeness, correctness, and 
appropriateness of the study’s proposed safety mitigations. Safety data used in 
this process can be from Caltrans safety database data, results from the 
Monitoring Program and Table C/Wet Table C Reports, or any systemic review of 
the area or facility (such as a Local Road Safety Plan or District Safety Plan). 
Safety reviewers can refer to the Caltrans State Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP) Guidelines and FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures for current 
safety countermeasures for appropriate mitigations/alternatives. Figure 2 
outlines the LDR safety review process. 
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Figure 2. Safety Study and Review Process 
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6. Final Steps 
Once the safety review process has been completed, the methods and results 
of the safety analysis are documented in the Type IR TIR, after which the 
recommendations are submitted to the district LDR coordinator via GTS. The 
safety reviewer will assist the district LDR coordinator with incorporating safety-
related comments into the comment letter that will be sent to the lead agency. 

Satisfactory completion of the LDR review process, including this safety review, is 
required before Caltrans issues encroachment permits to the 
developer/applicant or its contractors. 

Caltrans will evaluate the LDR review process and Type IR investigations 
guidance in 2026 to determine if additional updates are needed. 
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Appendix A 

Potential Safety Review Considerations by 
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) 

Challenge Area 
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Table 3 Potential Safety Review Considerations by Relevant SHSP Challenge Areas 
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Appendix B 

Freeway Exit-Ramp Queuing Analysis 
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If the Project adds two or more car lengths to the ramp queue that will extend 
into the freeway mainline, then the location must be reviewed for traffic safety 
impacts. This review must evaluate speed differential between the off-ramp 
queue and the mainline of the freeway during the same period. 
 
The review for traffic safety impacts is needed to determine if traffic safety 
mitigation is necessary. Not all instances of freeway off-ramp queueing require 
traffic safety mitigation. 
 
Traffic safety mitigation shall not be requested under conditions where queuing 
already exists on a freeway exit ramp. This includes: 
 

• Conditions where freeway exit-ramp queuing currently extends onto the 
mainline; 

 
• Where queuing currently exceeds the length of a freeway auxiliary lane; 

or 
 

• Where freeway traffic volumes currently cause freeway exit ramp turning 
lanes to exceed capacity. 

 
Traffic safety mitigation may be requested if freeway exit ramp queuing does 
not occur under the existing condition, but project-generated traffic volumes will 
cause a queue to extend onto the freeway mainline, creating a speed 
differential of 30 mph or greater. Speed differentials in congestion related rear-
end collisions that are 30 mph or greater have shown the potential to increase 
severe injury and fatal injuries exponentially as the speed differential increases 
above the 30-mph threshold3. 
 
The speed differential should be determined by identifying the operating speed 
of the freeway mainline lanes during the corresponding period during which the 
ramp is expected to experience project-related queue overflow. To determine 
the speed differential using a data-based approach, Caltrans Performance 
 
 

 
 
3 Current Understanding of the Effects of Congestion on Traffic Accidents, Angus Eugene 
Retallack and Bertram Ostendorf, 2019, and Relationships Between Crash Casualties and Crash 
Attributes, SAE International, 1997. 
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Measurement System (PeMS) data should be used to identify freeway operating 
speed(s) during the applicable period. 
 
If reliable PeMS data are not available for the subject location(s), other sources 
of speed data including location-based data collection services from available 
sources could be used. If no reliable data can be obtained to determine speed 
differentials, then no traffic safety impact mitigation shall be requested. 
 
If the speed differential between the mainline lane speeds and the ramp traffic 
is less than 30 mph, the project would be considered to cause a less-than-
significant safety impact and no traffic safety impact mitigation shall be 
requested. 
 
If the speed differential is 30 mph or more, then there is a potential safety 
impact. To offset this potential condition, the traffic safety review should 
consider requesting the following preferred traffic safety impact mitigation 
strategies: 
 

• Transportation demand management program(s) to reduce the project’s 
trip generation, which may include increased transit access, commute trip 
reductions such as rideshare programs, shared mobility facilities (bicycle 
or vehicular), increased bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure; 

 
• Investments to existing active transportation infrastructure, or transit system 

amenities (or expansion) to reduce the project’s trip generation; and/or 
 

• Potential change(s) to the ramp terminal operations including, but not 
limited to lane reassignment, traffic signalization, signal phasing or timing 
modifications, turn lane extensions to accommodate the additional 
project traffic. 

 
These traffic safety mitigations require Caltrans and the lead agency to 
coordinate early in the LDR process to discuss options, potential traffic safety 
mitigation, and agreement between Caltrans and the lead agency of the 
proposed traffic safety impact mitigation measure(s). 
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Appendix C 

Caltrans Safety Data Request Form 
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Crash Data on State Highway System Request Form 

 
Please complete this form to request crash data on the State Highway System (SHS): 
l. Internal requesters shall submit this form to the respective District Traffic Safety office. 
2. External requesters WORKING with Caltrans on SHS projects shall submit this form to 
Caltrans Engineers assigned to the projects or to the appropriate Caltrans District Public 
Information Office. 
3. External requesters NOT WORKING on SHS projects may submit this form with a CPRA 
request. It is highly recommended to provide the necessary information on the form for 
Caltrans to process the request promptly. CPRA link: 
https://caltrans.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/ rs/(S(h2yg4igtivs3zld55xuxl qsd) )/ 
supporthome.aspx 

 
Per Caltrans' records retention policy for Traffic Safety and Traffic Accident Surveillance 
and Analysis System, crash data is only available for the most recent l O complete 
calendar years plus the current year. 

 
Requester Information· 

Date Requested:I I  

Name Title Division/Office: 

Address Phone Email 

Crash Data Requested: Use the space below to describe your request and the basic data 
element desired. Data will be provided in PDF format only. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
*If a request is for multiple locations, a separate listing can be attached to the form if needed. 

 
If you have questions using this form, please contact crash.requests@dot.ca.gov 

 
Last Modified: 12/1 /22 
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 l year  3 years  5 years 10 years 

 

 
 

 

 

 Fatal  Serious Injury  Minor Injury   Possible Injury   

 

 

 

https://caltrans.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/rs/(S(h2yg4igtivs3zld55xuxlqsd))/
mailto:crash.requests@dot.ca.gov
https://postmile.dot.ca.gov/PMQT/PostmileQueryTool.html
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Appendix D 

Safety Analysis Process 
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-----'a,_�_S_A_FE_TY_A_N_A_LY_S_IS_P_R_O_C_E_SS  [ �  -J= 
 
 

() Step 1: Data Collection 
 

Crash Data: 
3-5 years of most recent data including 
study areas crashes,injuries, and 
fatalities.This data set should include 
crash rates. 

 

0 Step 2: Existing Conditions 

Crash Rates: 
�� Number of Crashes per 

Volume: 
Current multimodal volume on the study 
corridor. This should include crossing 
counts forbicycle,pedestrians, and a 
mode split breakdown. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• Number of Injuries per 

Monitoring Reports: 
This should check if the study segment 
or intersections have been flagged in 
safety monitoring reports.If so, note 
what issues and recommendations have 
been identified 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 Number of Fatalities per 

..,.� Million VehicleMiles Traveled 
 

Current Plans: 
ID Million Vehicle MilesTraveled 

Known Deficiencies: 

MillionVehicleMiles Traveled 

Identify any improvements from the Local Roadway SafetyPlan 
(LRSP) or other relevant plans. Check for alternate corridor 
concepts in the TCR. 

 

 
Step 3: Project Assessment 

Identify facilities safety needs as noted in reference plans. 

 

Volume: 
Note expected changes in multimodal 
volume that would be caused by 
the project 

G Step 4: Impact Assessment 

Crash Rates: 
Will overall rates of injury/fatal crashes 
increase with proposed project? Safety 
reviewerscan referencethe TASAS rate 
group ADT 

Mode Split: 
Identify changesin mode split that the 
project is expected to make. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Modal or Vehicle Conflicts: 
Will new traffic flows introduce new, or 
exacerbate existing conflicts between 
vehicles, pedestrians, and bicycles? Will 
the project createnew unprotected vehicle 
movement across the StateFacility? 

Physical Changes: 
Identify proposed modifications to the 
StateFacility. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Standards: 
Are proposed changes inclusiveof 
appropriate safety enhancements 
and consistent withcurrent design 
standards? 

 
• Step 5: Mitigations 

 

Site Layout and Access: 
Are therealternativeaccess and layout opportunities that could 
reduce a conflict and collision potential for vehicles, bicycles, 
and pedestrians? 

Off-Site Improvements: 
Are additional off-site improvements that would help site-
related traffic get to and from the site more safely for all road 
users? 
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Appendix E 

Safety Review Screening Guidelines 
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Local Development Review (LDR) Safety 
Review Screening Guidelines 

Document Purpose 
The purpose of this document is to guide LDR staff in screening a project that is 
subject to an LDR to determine if it needs to be forwarded to the safety 
reviewer. LDR staff should obtain project information from the lead agency and 
applicant and review the criteria below to determine if a safety review is 
required. The decision whether a safety review is needed and reasoning behind 
the decision should be recorded in the LDR Geo-based Tracking System (GTS). 

Safety Review Screening Criteria 
Developments are not required to go through a safety review if they meet both 
of the following criteria: 

 The project makes no physical modification in the State Highway System 
(SHS) right-of-way 

o Examples of physical modifications to the SHS right-of-way can 
include: 

 Installation of driveways, intersections, roundabouts, or other 
access points onto the SHS right-of-way 

 Installation of bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure on the SHS 
right-of-way 

 Installation of features such as signage, buildings, utility 
structures, or foliage on the SHS right-of-way 

 The project results in zero additional trips by any mode on the SHS (Utility 
projects, underground infrastructure, etc.) 

o This criterion should not only consider vehicle trips, but also trips 
made by pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users 

o The project is not expected to need a transportation impact review 
process or does not produce any new trips 

If the project meets both criteria above, the LDR coordinator may not need to 
route the document to the traffic safety reviewer. The LDR coordinator should 
document this decision and process in the GTS with supporting documentation. 
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If the project does not meet both criteria above, the LDR coordinator should 
consult with the safety reviewer to determine the extent of the required safety 
review. The LDR coordinator should document this decision and process in the 
GTS with supporting documentation. 
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From: Danyelle McKee <danyellemckee@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, February 8, 2025 7:46 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Temecula equestrian district 

 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
I was a resident of Temecula for 20 years before I moved away to Pasadena, after 10 years in Pasadena I long to return to 
the feeling that was Temecula. And when my husband went remote and we could move anywhere in the United States 
we chose confirm to the Temecula valley. There is a UNIQUE feeling that was Temecula. My sister in law just visited from 
London and said she couldn’t believe what a beautiful and unique place Temecula is. Modifying and reducing the 
equestrian district and its heritage will dimish all that Temecula really is. For the love of God it’s worthy of hosting the 
Olympics. This is NOT worth turning an extra buck. Leave Temecula to its equestrian roots. This city built me, I went to 
college to study wine and horses and have zero regrets. If all is lost Temecula will become nothing more than a glorified 
Victorville meets tourist traffic and crime if Anaheim. 
Future generations deserve a true Temecula. 

Warm Regards, 

Danyelle McKee 
(951)551-3988 

mailto:danyellemckee@hotmail.com
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From: Matt and Stacie Kelly <smkelly1212@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2025 11:21 AM 
To: District3; Brady, Russell 
Subject: Opposition to the: General Plan Amendment (GPA 240039) and Galway Downs – Multi-use 

Recreational/ Sports Facility with some Equestrian Uses Postpone February 10th meeting to enable 
more community based discussions 

 

 

February 8th, 2025 

Subject: 
Opposition to the: 
General Plan Amendment (GPA 240039) and 
Galway Downs – Multi-use Recreational/ Sports Facility with some Equestrian Uses 

County Supervisor Chuck Washington, 

My name is Matthew Kelly, and Temecula is my work hometown as a Cal Fire Fireman and my family's 
hometown. I've worked and have had close family ties through my wife and her family has been since the 
late 1960's. I have seen every part of its growth through the past 45 years and my family and I still live 
here and call this home! We're deeply rooted in this community, especially the equestrian world. Our 
family's 100-acre horse ranch has been a part of the Temecula Equestrian area since 1967 – that's 
generations of connection to this land and this way of life. Growing up in this very special place was a 
blessing because of its unique country charm that was originally established by the equestrian 
community. The main alure of Temecula to many through the years is the beautiful rural equestrian 
ranches and farms that have been here for decades. This area is historic in nature and offers a special 
quality of life many residents from outside areas fell in love with, desired to be part of!!! Ruining it by the 
greed of others to turn it and commercialize it can be done in other sections of the area, but the deep 
rooted Equestrian community and Wine Country needs to be left alone and NOT ruined by people and 
builders who don't care about the history, legacy or unique undeniable charm of this area. These greed 
grabes will keep encroaching and if given an inch, they will take a mile until they ruin and destroy what 
once beautiful small rural community into an unrecognizable over populated, noice congested, over ran 
area!!!! And don't think for one second that we the Equestrian community can't see what is trying to be 
done. Temecula itself through the years has been over ran and ruined in many ways from builders and 
greed. The community is over populated, roadway and freeway traffic is at an "All" time stand still most 
times throughout the day! The sight of pollution can be seen in its various forms. It is evident that the 
once small town is being over run and will continue t be so. What can we do to preserve some of the 
areas that keep Temecula special you ask, let's put boundaries and protections on some of the special 
areas that can continue to maintain their beautiful charm and historical nature!! 

 
My family and I strongly OPPOSE these proposed changes that will significantly alter the character of 

rural Riverside County, place a strain on county resources, including first responders, and diminish the 
quality of life I cherish in my community. It is crucial that my family and I work to put an end to these 
harmful efforts immediately!!!! 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
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The community is asking the County to postpone this meeting so that they can host more COMMUNITY 
MEETING(S) to explain these changes to the public. We need more community involvement before 
drastic decisions are made! 

 
Why I Oppose: 
These proposals put the quality of life of my beloved community at risk. 
* These proposed changes would significantly increase traffic. 
* Such developments will put a strain on county resources, such as first responders. 
* Land uses are not appropriate in either the equestrian district or the wine country. 
* I want to protect our special ambience and sense of character! 
* My community is unique! Even tourists are looking for large and quiet spaces with equestrian lifestyles. 
* Careful oversight of land use changes requires ensuring safety and sustainability of our communities, 
especially with the current wildfires in Southern California. 
* The current Wine Country Community Plan does not need to be changed nor does it have any 
implications that it will damage the future of businesses. 
* The proposals will change land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the 
raising and boarding of horses far more difficult. 
* Since the Equestrian District was defined in the Wine Country Community Plan in 2014, new 
equestrian investment has come into the area because it is a protected area. Horse owners who have 
been pushed out of other areas because of invading commercial usages have elected to come here after 
doing extensive research. 
* I want to continue the legacy of the Temecula Equestrian District, not allow it to be paved over for 
development! 
The proposals request boundary changes that would move properties out of the wine country-equestrian 
district. The developers are trying to confuse property owners into believing these changes are necessary 
for the continuation of existing, equestrian-related uses. However, this simply is not true. Residents and 
business owners do not believe these proposed changes will enhance and grow the Equestrian District. 
They will change its land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the raising and 
boarding of horses far more difficult. The current Wine Country Community Plan does NOT need to be 
changed! 
Many members of my community have moved to this area because of the wide, quiet space and safety. 
Tourists also enjoy the unique character of the area and the equestrian lifestyle. All these factors are at 
risk if the designation of this area is changed for commercial development. I am deeply concerned that 
these zoning changes will lead to large resorts taking over the area, causing more traffic and construction 
and disrupting the quality of life in my community. The county has already cited some of these 
developers for multiple violations, making it harder to trust that these proposed changes will truly benefit 
my community. 
The proposals request boundary changes that would move properties out of the wine country-equestrian 
district. The developers are trying to confuse property owners into believing these changes are necessary 
for the continuation of existing, equestrian-related uses. However, this simply is not true. Residents and 
business owners do not believe these proposed changes will enhance and grow the Equestrian District. 
They will change its land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the raising and 
boarding of horses far more difficult. The current Wine Country Community Plan does NOT need to be 
changed. 

We hope you will take these justifications as a very serious and concerning matter that we hold true to 
our hearts! 
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Kindly, 
Matthew Kelly 



 

 

Feb.10, 2025 
Director's Hearing 

Riverside County 
 

Santa Margarita Group 

February 9, 2025 
To whom it may concern; 
We, of the Santa Margarita Group/Sierra Club, believe that the proposals for revision to CUP 2303R1, 
change of zone, CZ 2000010 and exception No. 9 of the Riverside County Noise Ordinance 847 are 
inappropriate. An Environmental Impact Review would be necessary for these gross changes in this 
area that has been carefully planned for a low-impact, country-equestrian themed section of 
Temecula Wine Country. We participated in the many months (years) of preparation for the Wine 
Country Specific Area Plan where hundreds of Wine Country residents attended hours of meetings to 
create a fair and economically-viable Plan. Changing this Plan by taking property out of the Los 
Caballos section is an assault on those hard-working and caring people.   The change is contrary to the 
desired ambiance that has makes Wine Country a favored destination.  By putting commercial units 
where horse ranches predominate will change the intent of the Plan. The rural Equestrian District 
makes Wine Country unique and is the foundation of this part of the Wine Country Plan. 

 
There are many reasons that modifying the CUP is inadequate for the proposed changes. 

1. The area is surrounded by the Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan criteria cells that will be 
impacted by increased light, chaos, noise, sediment movement and habitat degradation. Biological 
studies to include surrounding parcels are needed. 
2. A noise exception is out of character for this tranquil area of the Wine Country Plan. Livestock, 
small wineries and residents depend on the quiet for their livelihood and quality of life. 
3. Sewer and septic issues make this plan a non-starter. Contamination of both the surface and 
ground-water are a problem that must be explored. 

4. A transportation study of that includes 79s and other access points to the site must be done. 
Currently, 79s is at over-capacity, especially on the weekends. Access to I-15 is also already at 
capacity. The communities to the east of Wine Country that use State Highway 79s, will be greatly 
impacted.  As it is, long lines of traffic snake along 79s on the weekends. Blind curves and hills make 
this a dangerous situation. This proposal would only make it worse. Emergency vehicles would be 
delayed, as well. This is a poor site since access is restricted due to dense development to the west 
and restricted infrastructure from the east (79s).DePortola and other access roads from the north and 



 

 

west are sufficient for this proposal, as well. 

5. A commercial resort with long hours, lights, noise and traffic is out-of-character for the Los Caballos 
section of the Wine Country Specific Plan. 

6. Fire Danger: The recent and ongoing fires demonstrate that development must be carefully 
managed in our fire-prone regions. Since Santa Ana winds don't stop for anyone and human 
development is ready-fuel for our fires, this proposal to go to commercial and higher density is not 
advisable. 

7. Density Changes allow for a combination of housing types and possible commercial or mixed-use 
developments. This is too lenient for a CUP modification only. 

8. Water supply is an issue since the quality and quantity of water is a concern for our whole region. 

9. Pressure on law enforcement and CA Highway Patrol must be reviewed. As previously mentioned 
the road infrastructure is inadequate. Increased entertainment, late hours of business, vehicle and 
human conflicts will be enormously increased. Crime and accidents will change the character, safety 
and quality of life for the existing commercial and residential establishment. 

10. Cultural review of the area must be part of new plans. Indigenous peoples populated this area. 

This proposal involves amending the General Plan to rezone land within the Temecula Valley Wine 
Country Policy Area. The current plan, outlined in the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP), was carefully 
designed to preserve the harmony between its equestrian, winery, and residential districts. Policies such 
as SWAP 1.1 and SWAP 1.2 emphasize maintaining these distinct district characteristics and ensuring 
sustainable development. The proposed rezoning conflicts with these foundational guidelines, 
potentially undermining the balance and character of this unique area. 

Let's keep Temecula Wine Country rural and unique. 

Sincerely, 

Pam Nelson 
Chair, Santa Margarita Group/Sierra Club 
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From: Stacie Kelly <luckykelly1212@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2025 10:21 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Cc: District3 
Subject: Opposition to the: General Plan Amendment (GPA 240039) and Galway Downs – Multi-use 

Recreational/ Sports Facility with some Equestrian Uses Postpone February 10th meeting to enable 
more community based discussions 

 

 

February 8th, 2025 

Subject: 
Opposition to the: 
General Plan Amendment (GPA 240039) and 
Galway Downs – Multi-use Recreational/ Sports Facility with some Equestrian Uses 

Planning Commission Brady , 

My name is Stacie Lyons-Kelly, and Temecula is my hometown. I've been here since 1979, have seen 
every part of its growth through the past 46 years and my family and I still live here and call this home! 
We're deeply rooted in this community, especially the equestrian world. Our family's 100-acre horse 
ranch has been a part of the Temecula Equestrian area since 1967 – that's generations of connection to 
this land and this way of life. Growing up in this very special place was a blessing because of its unique 
country charm that was originally established by the equestrian community. The main alure of Temecula 
to many through the years is the beautiful rural equestrian ranches and farms that have been here for 
decades. This area is historic in nature and offers a special quality of life many residents from outside 
areas fell in love with, desired to be part of!!! Ruining it by the greed of others to turn it and commercialize 
it can be done in other sections of the area, but the deep rooted Equestrian community and Wine 
Country needs to be left alone and NOT ruined by people and builders who don't care about the history, 
legacy or unique undeniable charm of this area. These greed grabes will keep encroaching and if given an 
inch, they will take a mile until they ruin and destroy what once beautiful small rural community into an 
unrecognizable over populated, noice congested, over ran area!!!! And don't think for one second that we 
the Equestrian community can't see what is trying to be done. Temecula itself through the years has 
been over ran and ruined in many ways from builders and greed. The community is over populated, 
roadway and freeway traffic is at an "All" time stand still most times throughout the day! The sight of 
pollution can be seen in its various forms. It is evident that the once small town is being over run and will 
continue t be so. What can we do to preserve some of the areas that keep Temecula special you ask, let's 
put boundaries and protections on some of the special areas that can continue to maintain their 
beautiful charm and historical nature!! 

My family and I strongly OPPOSE these proposed changes that will significantly alter the character of 
rural Riverside County, place a strain on county resources, including first responders, and diminish the 
quality of life I cherish in my community. It is crucial that my family and I work to put an end to these 
harmful efforts immediately!!!! 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
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The community is asking the County to postpone this meeting so that they can host more COMMUNITY 
MEETING(S) to explain these changes to the public. We need more community involvement before 
drastic decisions are made! 

 
Why I Oppose: 
These proposals put the quality of life of my beloved community at risk. 
* These proposed changes would significantly increase traffic. 
* Such developments will put a strain on county resources, such as first responders. 
* Land uses are not appropriate in either the equestrian district or the wine country. 
* I want to protect our special ambience and sense of character! 
* My community is unique! Even tourists are looking for large and quiet spaces with equestrian lifestyles. 
* Careful oversight of land use changes requires ensuring safety and sustainability of our communities, 
especially with the current wildfires in Southern California. 
* The current Wine Country Community Plan does not need to be changed nor does it have any 
implications that it will damage the future of businesses. 
* The proposals will change land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the 
raising and boarding of horses far more difficult. 
* Since the Equestrian District was defined in the Wine Country Community Plan in 2014, new 
equestrian investment has come into the area because it is a protected area. Horse owners who have 
been pushed out of other areas because of invading commercial usages have elected to come here after 
doing extensive research. 
* I want to continue the legacy of the Temecula Equestrian District, not allow it to be paved over for 
development! 
The proposals request boundary changes that would move properties out of the wine country-equestrian 
district. The developers are trying to confuse property owners into believing these changes are necessary 
for the continuation of existing, equestrian-related uses. However, this simply is not true. Residents and 
business owners do not believe these proposed changes will enhance and grow the Equestrian District. 
They will change its land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the raising and 
boarding of horses far more difficult. The current Wine Country Community Plan does NOT need to be 
changed! 
Many members of my community have moved to this area because of the wide, quiet space and safety. 
Tourists also enjoy the unique character of the area and the equestrian lifestyle. All these factors are at 
risk if the designation of this area is changed for commercial development. I am deeply concerned that 
these zoning changes will lead to large resorts taking over the area, causing more traffic and construction 
and disrupting the quality of life in my community. The county has already cited some of these 
developers for multiple violations, making it harder to trust that these proposed changes will truly benefit 
my community. 
The proposals request boundary changes that would move properties out of the wine country-equestrian 
district. The developers are trying to confuse property owners into believing these changes are necessary 
for the continuation of existing, equestrian-related uses. However, this simply is not true. Residents and 
business owners do not believe these proposed changes will enhance and grow the Equestrian District. 
They will change its land use policies to more disturbing commercial uses that will make the raising and 
boarding of horses far more difficult. The current Wine Country Community Plan does NOT need to be 
changed. 

We hope you will take these justifications as a very serious and concerning matter that we hold true to 
our hearts! 
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Kindly, 
Stacie Lyons-Kelly 
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From: Adam Adventures <adamisaiah5@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:45 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda Item 5.1 Galway Downs support 

 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
I completely support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. With its 240 acre capacity, Galway represents leadership 
and community in the equestrian world and the community of Temecula. 

 
Galway Downs offers so much to its people, families and surrounding community. 

I 100% support and am in favor of Agenda Item #5.1 

mailto:adamisaiah5@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Ajay <ukftla@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 1:28 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Cc: D3email@district3.org 
Subject: Against rezoning of 2000010 

 
 

Mr Brady and Me Washington 
 

I am writing against the rezoning of the property associated with this zone number. 

I live in that neighborhood and enjoy the peace and quiet along with the equestrian activities there. We 
move there to get away from the city and the noise and would like to keep the area as it is. 

Ajay Sinha 

mailto:ukftla@gmail.com
mailto:D3email@district3.org
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From: Amanda smith <iwannabatmobile@icloud.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:36 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda Item # 5.1 

 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Good morning, 
I support Galway Downs, and all that they do for the community. The proposed changes would only benefit the area and 
I support agenda item # 5.1. 

 
Kindly, 
Amanda Sutherlin 

mailto:iwannabatmobile@icloud.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Angel Gasca <sd6190@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 2:23 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

Hello, 
 
 

I am completely in support of youth sports, empowering the community physically, 
emotionally, mentally, and financially. 

 
Regards, 

Angel Gasca 

mailto:sd6190@aol.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Gypsy Fever Farms <gypsyfeverfarms@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 5:46 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: In Support of Galway Downs 

 
 

Dear Mr. Russell, 

I am in strong support of Galway Downs and their proposed Conditional Use Permit. 

Since under the stewardship of the Smith’s, Galway Downs has been a cornerstone of the equestrian 
community in Temecula. It has not only provided a premier venue for horse-related events but has also 
demonstrated an unwavering commitment to equestrian culture, land stewardship, and local economic 
development. The owners of Galway have invested significantly in improving the property—transforming what 
was once a blighted, underutilized facility into a world-class equestrian venue. 

Galway has also been a leader in supporting equestrians beyond its own gates, donating thousands of dollars 
to maintain trails and strengthen the Wine Country Equestrian District. If we want to preserve the presence of 
horses in Wine Country, we must allow commercial equestrian facilities like Galway Downs, California Ranch 
Company, Tucalota Creek Ranch, and Green Acres Ranch opportunities that ensure long-term sustainability 
with special occasion facilities, lodging, and other compatible uses. Even the wineries can not support 
themselves on their wine alone. They must be able to have multiple streams of income through these same 
types of activities. 

Growth is coming, whether we like it or not. If we do not proactively plan for the sustainability of equestrian 
properties, they will disappear. The Galway CUP proposal ensures that equestrian operations remain viable in 
the long term, benefiting not just horse owners but the entire community. What better place for these activities 
than a 243-acre property with significant buffering, purpose-built infrastructure, and a proven track record of 
responsible land use? 

I urge you to support Galway Downs' vision for the future, ensuring that our region remains a thriving hub for 
equestrians and a model for how commercial ranches can coexist with—and enhance—the greater Temecula 
Valley. 

PS. Because people always mention traffic I would like to say that even without the activities at Galway 
Downs, Highway 79S experiences heavy traffic daily as it serves as a vital corridor for residents 
of Aguanga, Anza, Warner Springs, and beyond. It is also a primary route for visitors heading to major 
recreational destinations such as Vail Lake, Anza Borrego, and other camping areas. 

A significant factor in congestion is the abrupt reduction from six lanes to a two-lane road in just 1,300 feet, 
creating a bottleneck that affects all travelers along this route. Any discussion about traffic in this area must 
take into account these pre-existing conditions, which are driven by regional growth and tourism—not just 
Galway Downs. 

Barbara DiBernardo 
951-775-2534 

mailto:gypsyfeverfarms@gmail.com


Brady, Russell 

1 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Beth Good <beth@primehorseproperty.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 1:04 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support of Galways Downs 

 
 

Good morning. 

I am sending this in case I am unable to attend today's meeting. I am in strong support of Galway Downs and 
their proposed Conditional Use Permit. 

Since under the stewardship of the Smith’s, Galway Downs has been a cornerstone of the equestrian 
community in Temecula. It has not only provided a premier venue for horse-related events but has also 
demonstrated an unwavering commitment to equestrian culture, land stewardship, and local economic 
development. The owners of Galway have invested significantly in improving the property—transforming what 
was once a blighted, underutilized facility into a world-class equestrian venue. 

Galway has also been a leader in supporting equestrians beyond its own gates, donating thousands of dollars 
to maintain trails and strengthen the Wine Country Equestrian District. If we want to preserve the presence of 
horses in Wine Country, we must allow commercial equestrian facilities like Galway Downs, California Ranch 
Company, Tucalota Creek Ranch, and Green Acres Ranch opportunities that ensure long-term sustainability 
with special occasion facilities, lodging, and other compatible uses. Even the wineries can not support 
themselves on their wine alone. They must be able to have multiple streams of income through these same 
types of activities. 

Growth is coming, whether we like it or not. If we do not proactively plan for the sustainability of equestrian 
properties, they will disappear. The Galway CUP proposal ensures that equestrian operations remain viable in 
the long term, benefiting not just horse owners but the entire community. What better place for these activities 
than a 243-acre property with significant buffering, purpose-built infrastructure, and a proven track record of 
responsible land use? 

I urge you to support Galway Downs' vision for the future, ensuring that our region remains a thriving hub for 
equestrians and a model for how commercial ranches can coexist with—and enhance—the greater Temecula 
Valley. 

PS. Because people always mention traffic I would like to say that even without the activities at Galway 
Downs, Highway 79S experiences heavy traffic daily as it serves as a vital corridor for residents of 
Aguanga, Anza, Warner Springs, and beyond. It is also a primary route for visitors heading to major 
recreational destinations such as Vail Lake, Anza Borrego, and other camping areas. 

A significant factor in congestion is the abrupt reduction from six lanes to a two-lane road in just 1,300 feet, 
creating a bottleneck that affects all travelers along this route. Any discussion about traffic in this area must 
take into account these pre-existing conditions, which are driven by regional growth and tourism—not just 
Galway Downs. 

mailto:beth@primehorseproperty.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Blaine Smith <blaines12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:46 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support for Galway Downs - Agenda Item 5.1 

 
 

We support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. Galway continues to be a leader in the equestrian 
community, and a catalyst for the entire community of Temecula. With over 240 acres it can handle large 
capacity without disrupting the community. 

Thank you, 
Blaine 

mailto:blaines12@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Brad Smith <bdavidsmith@icloud.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:52 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: 2/10/25 Meeting - Agenda Item #5.1 

 
 

Good morning, Mr. Brady, 
 

I am writing in support of Galway Downs and the changes being proposed. My home is on the corner of 
Los Caballos Rd & HWY 79. There is not a resident in the entire area more impacted by changes & activity 
at Galway Downs. I wholeheartedly believe that the changes are a net positive for all Valley & Temecula. 
Additionally, these changes will insure the equestrian community will remain and thrive for the next 
generation to enjoy. No one has done more work and given back more to the equine in the last 25 years. 

 
We are thankful for Galway Downs and the positive impact it has had, and will continue to have, on our 
area. 

 
Kind Regards, 

Brad Smith 

mailto:bdavidsmith@icloud.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Justin Weeks <weeks0713@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 1:07 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galways downs 

 
 

We support youth sports helping the community physically, emotionally, mentally and financially. 

Best, Brianna Weeks 

 
 
 

Sent from my iPhone 

mailto:weeks0713@yahoo.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Brock <extrawelldone@pm.me> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 2:13 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Continued Support for Youth Sports at Galway Downs 

 
 

 
To whom it may Concern: 

I’m writing to reaffirm our community’s support for the continued use of Galway Downs for youth sports. 
Since we’ve already seen the positive impact it has had, we are keen to ensure this continues and grows. 

The physical activity provided by sports at Galway Downs has been an excellent way to keep our children 
healthy and active. Emotionally, it has been a wonderful platform for teaching resilience, teamwork, and 
the importance of community support, which has positively affected our kids’ mental health. 

The sense of community has only grown stronger with each event, bringing families and neighbors closer 
together. It’s clear that sports at Galway Downs have become a cornerstone for social interaction and 
community engagement. 

Moreover, the economic benefits have been evident - with more visitors attending games and events, 
local businesses have seen an uptick in activity. Continuing to host sports here could further stimulate 
our local economy through job creation and increased patronage of local establishments. 

We are committed to supporting the ongoing use of Galway Downs for youth sports, recognizing its 
invaluable contribution to our community’s health, unity, and economic vitality. 

Thank you for your continued efforts to make this a reality. 

Best regards, 

Brock Schermerhorn 

Community member, Parent, Coach 

mailto:extrawelldone@pm.me
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Cameron Halliday <cdog117@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:53 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway downs 

 
 

We support youth sports helping the community physically, emotionally, mentally and financially. Best, 
Cameron Halliday 

mailto:cdog117@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

 
This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution 
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments, and notify the sender immediately. 

From: Cory Asmus <corya@southwesttraders.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:18 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #5.1 

 
 

I am in favor of agenda item #5.1: 
 

We support Galway Downs and the proposed changes 
It good for the equestrian community 
It's good for the entire community 
What better place to have such events with so much buffering at 243 acres 
We are thankful for Galway downs and the diversity without it we don't exist 

 

 
Cory Asmus 
VP of Corporate Operations 

Phone 951-506-2822 
Web www.southwesttraders.com 
Email corya@southwesttraders.com 
27565 Diaz Rd, Temecula, CA 92590 
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: SeawayProperties <seawayproperties@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 9:16 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs - Agenda Item #5.1 - In Favor 

 
 

Hello, 
 

We are in favor of Galway Downs Agenda Item #5.1 
 

 
We support Galway Downs and the proposed changes 

It good for the equestrian community 

It's good for the entire community 

What better place to have such events with so much buffering at 243 acres 

We are thankful for Galway Downs and their operation 

Thanks, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Craig W. Way 
Broker 
Seaway Properties Real Estate, Inc. 
Cell 951-237-7866 
DRE #01336376 

mailto:seawayproperties@aol.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: David Casey <dm@mintrealestate.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:51 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda item #5.1 

 
 

 
Mr. Brady, 

I hope this message finds you well. I am writing to formally extend my support regarding Agenda Item 
#5.1. As the manager and operator of the 25-acre parcel adjacent to Galway Downs, that is a horse 
boarding and training facility. I firmly believe that the proposed improvements will prove highly beneficial 
for the Temecula community as a whole. 

The Valley stands to gain significantly from these proposed changes, and I can think of no better location 
to host such events than Galway Downs, with its 243 acres providing ample buffering from the 
surrounding residential areas. 

We are truly appreciative of Galway Downs' continued contribution to enhancing the value and diversity 
of the Temecula Valley. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
DM Casey 

mailto:dm@mintrealestate.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Erin Kellerhouse <swiftridge@verizon.net> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 12:00 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: 5.1 

 
 

 
Subject: Support for Galway Downs and Proposed Changes 

Dear Russell, 

We would like to express our support for Galway Downs and the proposed modifications. Our residence 
is located at 36428 Linda Rosea Road, Temecula, CA 92592, situated on the ridge overlooking Galway 
Downs. 

 
The stability afforded by the multi-use designation at Galway Downs has been instrumental in fostering 
the equestrian community's success over the past decade. Before these activities were established, the 
venue was primarily recognized for the numerous housing developments proposed by various owners. 

The multi-use approach facilitates the continued operation of diverse functions and promotes a 
sustainable long-term model for success. This aligns with the original intent of the wine country 
community plan, which aimed to encourage tourism-related activities rather than the construction of 
subdivisions, homes, and retail centers. 

 
The 243-acre parcel offers ample space for a variety of activities to thrive. 

 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Erin Kellerhouse 

 
Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS 

mailto:swiftridge@verizon.net
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Erin nickerson <enick1027@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 3:49 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

Hello, 
 

I am emailing in regards to the complaints at Galway Downs. I have been a coach at Galway Downs for 
the past five years. I've coached girls born in 2007, 2008, 2009, 2012 and 2013. We've seen the sunrise 
and the sunset at Galway Downs and there wasn't a time in that moment when my girls didn't comment 
about "how beautiful" or "how amazing" Galway is. I have seen multiple players take the most beautiful 
pictures of the most beautiful sunsets. Not only is Galway Downs a place where they learn and develop 
their skills, but it's a place they enjoy with their soccer sisters and enjoy the beauty all around. I believe 
coaching is a holistic process and the beauty of Galway Downs gets the players off artifical grass with 
toxic backfill and puts them into nature, sparking an emotional connection. I encourage my girls to take 
their socks and cleats off after training and games and soak in the grass and it's energy. Our valley 
doesn't offer anything else like it. Only more artificial grass and toxic backfill. I proudly call Galway 
Downs my soccer home and everytime I make the 30 minute drive there, I am excited to have a facility to 
train at that offers premium grass fields and goals for my players. Having this facility helps our 
community, physically, emotionally, and mentally. This is their backyard and it provides everything these 
players need to thrive in the sport they love. Please keep Galway Downs for soccer...the kids need it. 

 
Thank you for your time! 

Best Regards, 

Coach Erin Nickerson 

mailto:enick1027@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: gsion1818@gmail.com 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 9:48 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support for Galway Downs 

 
 

To whom it may concern 
 

I live in the Galway community, and we are in support of the activities and programs that Galway Downs has 
provided to this community. 

 
We support Galway and they have supported so many things for Temecula 

Greg Ion 

mailto:gsion1818@gmail.com
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From: Jacquii Peters <hahavulva@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:59 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support of Agenda item #5.1 

 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Good morning, 

We are in 100% in complete and total favor of agenda item #5.1. 
The proposed changes will benefit the equestrian center and the entire community. 
With so much buffering, the 243 acre beautiful property of Galway Downs is the perfect place to have such events. There 
is simply no better place and we are most thankful to have such a spectacular property in our area. 
Again, we are in COMPLETE AND TOTAL FAVOR OF AGENDA ITEM #5.1. 

 
Thank you, 

Jacquii DeMatteis 

mailto:hahavulva@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Jenny Sihanantharath <jsihanantharath@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:31 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: In support of Galway Downs 

 
 

I live in the Galway Downs community, I support the efforts of Galway Downs and all the programs and 
activities they have provided to this community. 

 
Jenny Sihanantharath 

mailto:jsihanantharath@gmail.com
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From: Jenny Smith <jen.jarvie13@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:58 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda #5.1 

 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
> Good morning, Mr. Brady, 
> 
> I am writing in SUPPORT of Galway Downs and the changes being proposed. My home is on the corner of Los Caballos 
Rd & HWY 79. There is not a resident in the entire area more impacted by changes & activity at Galway Downs than my 
family. I wholeheartedly believe that the changes are a good thing for all Valley & Temecula. Additionally, these changes 
will insure the equestrian community will remain and thrive for the next generation to enjoy. No one has done more 
work and given back more to the equine in the last 25 years. 
>  
> We are thankful for Galway Downs and the positive impact it has had, and will continue to have, on our area. 
>  
> Kind Regards, 
>  
Jennifer Smith 

mailto:jen.jarvie13@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Juanita Koth <jkoth@dslextreme.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 1:21 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

Good morning, 
 

I am sending this in case I am unable to speak at today’s meeting. I am in strong support of Galway 
Downs and their proposed Conditional Use Permit. 

Since under the stewardship of the Smith’s, Galway Downs has been a cornerstone of the equestrian 
community in Temecula. It has not only provided a premier venue for horse-related events but has also 
demonstrated an unwavering commitment to equestrian culture, land stewardship, and local economic 
development. The owners of Galway have invested significantly in improving the property—transforming 
what was once a blighted, underutilized facility into a world-class equestrian venue. 

 
Galway has also been a leader in supporting equestrians beyond its own gates, donating thousands of 
dollars to maintain trails and strengthen the Wine Country Equestrian District. If we want to preserve the 
presence of horses in Wine Country, we must allow commercial equestrian facilities like Galway Downs, 
California Ranch Company, Tucalota Creek Ranch, and Green Acres Ranch opportunities that ensure 
long-term sustainability with special occasion facilities, lodging, and other compatible uses. Even the 
wineries can not support themselves on their wine alone. They must be able to have multiple streams of 
income through these same types of activities. 

Growth is coming, whether we like it or not. If we do not proactively plan for the sustainability of 
equestrian properties, they will disappear. The Galway CUP proposal ensures that equestrian operations 
remain viable in the long term, benefiting not just horse owners but the entire community. What better 
place for these activities than a 243-acre property with significant buffering, purpose-built infrastructure, 
and a proven track record of responsible land use? 

I urge you to support Galway Downs' vision for the future, ensuring that our region remains a thriving hub 
for equestrians and a model for how commercial ranches can coexist with—and enhance—the greater 
Temecula Valley. 

 
PS. Because people always mention traffic I would like to say that even without the activities at Galway 
Downs, Highway 79S experiences heavy traffic daily as it serves as a vital corridor for residents of 
Aguanga, Anza, Warner Springs, and beyond. It is also a primary route for visitors heading to major 
recreational destinations such as Vail Lake, Anza Borrego, and other camping areas. 

A significant factor in congestion is the abrupt reduction from six lanes to a two-lane road in just 1,300 
feet, creating a bottleneck that affects all travelers along this route. Any discussion about traffic in this 
area must take into account these pre-existing conditions, which are driven by regional growth and 
tourism—not just Galway Downs. 

mailto:jkoth@dslextreme.com
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Kind Regards, 

Juanita Koth, RN CPN 
President Temecula Eq-Wine Riders and 
Captain Temecula Cowgirls 

 
Sent from my iPhone 



Brady, Russell 

1 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Smith <jsmile4@verizon.net> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:21 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: In Support Of Galway Downs Item #5.1 

 
 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. Galway Downs is great for our community! 
There is no better place to have events with a buffering of 243 acres. 
We are thankful for Galway downs and the diversity without it we don't exist! 

I am in favor of Agendad Item #5.1 

Sincerely, 
Judy Smith 
Temecula Resident 

mailto:jsmile4@verizon.net
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Karalee Ball <karaleeball@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:43 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Riverside Co. Planning Dept.; Galway Downs proposed changes 

 
 

Planning Department Directors, 
I'm sending this email in support of Galway Downs request of proposed changes to the property uses as 
stated in Agenda item #5.1. Galway Downs would continue to be instrumental in the area bringing people 
from all over California and the world, putting Temecula Valley on the map as a destination location. Be it 
through international horse shows, dog shows, soccer or weddings and many other possible events. The 
people that come to Galway Downs may use the opportunity to visit our great town of Temecula visiting 
our restaurants, staying at hotels or other lodging choices and enjoying the wineries. 
The visitors increase revenue for our local businesses and the city. 

 
Galway Downs should be allowed the necessary zoning to make this request a reality which benefits the 
diverse community it serves. Galway Downs is good for the equestrian community and the size of the 
complex allows for events to be held without impact on surrounding properties. 

Thank you, 
Karalee Ball 
Temecula Valley Resident and horse owner 

mailto:karaleeball@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: kathrynrandazzo@yahoo.com 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:00 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #5.1: Support for Galway Downs 

 
 

Hi, my name is Kathryn Randazzo and I moved to Temecula 5 years ago. I have been to many events at Galway as 
a spectator as well as attended weddings and had my own there! I fully support Galway Downs and the things they 
are bringing and doing for Temecula tourism and activities. 

 
My family and I support the proposed changes. We believe it is good for our community as well as the equestrian 
community that has been present in Temecula since its origin. 

 
Please let me know how I can further support. 

 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Randazzo 

mailto:kathrynrandazzo@yahoo.com


Brady, Russell 

1 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Keegan Smith <kgnsmith10@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:31 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: 2/10/25 Meeting - Agenda Item #5.1 

 
 

Good morning, 
 

I write in support of Galway Downs and the changes being proposed. I reside on Los Caballos Rd with my 
family and we wholeheartedly believe that the changes will be good for the equestrian community, our 
local community, and the entire valley. 

We are thankful for Galway Downs and the positive impact it has had, and will continue to have, on our 
area. 

 
 
 

Warm regards, 
Keegan Smith 

mailto:kgnsmith10@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

 
This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution 
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments, and notify the sender immediately. 

From: Kenny Smith <kennys@southwesttraders.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:33 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda Item #5.1 

 
 

Good morning, 
I support Galway Downs and the proposed changes to the area. It is good for equestrian, local events, and the 

Temecula Valley. I am in favor of agenda item #5.1 
 

Thank you, 

Kenny Smith 

 
 

mailto:kennys@southwesttraders.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: L Ball <lafeball2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:26 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

Mr. Brady, 

I am writing to you today regarding the requested changes to Galway Downs. I have been in the 
community for over 30 years. Galway Downs has continued to create a positive environment throughout 
the Temecula Valley as well as bringing in what I can only imagine tax revenues and income for all the 
small businesses. 

They have continued to support not only the equestrian venue but wineries and the general community 
as well. I hope you will take my request to heart when I ask you to approve the changes they have 
requested. 

 
 

Best, Lafe Ball 
Temecula Resident 

mailto:lafeball2@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Mya Parcel <myaparcel22@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:07 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

Hello, 
I live in Temecula valley and support the efforts and programs that Galway Provides 
-Mya Parcel 

mailto:myaparcel22@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: orianna celis <orianna.celis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 10:43 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Agenda Item 5.1 support Galway Downs 

 
 

To whom this might concern, 
 

I support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. Galway represents leadership and community in the 
equestrian world and the community of Temecula. With its large capacity of 240 acres it is perfect for 
such events. 

I have deep thankfulness for what Galway Downs offers to its people, families and surroundings. 

I absolutely support and am in favor of Agenda Item #5.1 

 
Orianna 

-- 
Orianna Celis 

mailto:orianna.celis@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Robert Kellerhouse <rkeller92592@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 9:51 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Item 5.1 

 
 

Dear Russell, 
 

We support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. We live at 36428 Linda Rosea Road, Temecula, 
CA 92592. We are on the ridge above Galway Downs. 

The stability the multi use at Galway Downs gives to the Equestrian community has been a key factor in 
our success over these past 10 years. Prior to these activities, taking place the venue was more known 
for the number of houses that were being proposed to be built on it by whatever owner had it at that time. 

 
The multi use helps keep all functions moving, and is a long term sustainable model of success. This was 
the main intention of the wine country community plan by allowing tourist activities to take place instead 
of subdivisions, houses and strip malls. 

The 243 acre parcel provides ample space for multiple activities to take place. 
 

Thank you 
Robert Kellerhouse 

mailto:rkeller92592@gmail.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 
This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution 
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments, and notify the sender immediately. 

From: Rosalinda Orozco <rosalindao@southwesttraders.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:41 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: In Favor - Agenda Item #5.1 

 
 

I support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. They benefit both the equestrian and the entire 
community. With 243 acres of buffering, this space allows for activities that bring the community 
together, fostering a sense of unity and shared purpose. I am incredibly grateful for the diversity that 
Galway Downs brings to our community. Without it, many of us wouldn't have the opportunities we 
cherish today. It is a cornerstone of our local culture and economy, and its continued development is 
vital for our future. 

We are definitely in favor of Agenda Item #5.1 

 
Regards, 

 
Rosalinda Orozco, SHRM-CP 
Human Resources Manager 

 
Office 951.676-1922 
Mobile 951.712.0710 
Web www.southwesttraders.com 
Email rosalindao@southwesttraders.com 
27565 Diaz Rd, Temecula, CA 92590 
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

 
This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution 
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments, and notify the sender immediately. 

From: Ryan Smith <ryans@southwesttraders.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 9:44 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support for Galway Downs - Agenda Item 5.1 

 
 

We fully support Galway Downs and the proposed changes. Galway has long been a leader in the 
equestrian community and a driving force for the broader Temecula area. With over 240 acres of 
space, it is well-equipped to accommodate large events without causing disruption to the 
surrounding community. The benefits Galway provides—such as economic growth, recreational 
opportunities, and community development—far outweigh any concerns raised by a select few. 

Ryan Smith 
 

mailto:ryans@southwesttraders.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Stacy <stacy@extrawelldone.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 2:19 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

To Whom it May Concern, 

I am writing to express our community’s strong support for the ongoing use of Galway Downs as a venue 
for youth sports. Having witnessed the beneficial effects firsthand, we are eager to see this initiative 
continue and expand. 
The sports programs at Galway Downs have significantly contributed to the physical health of our 
children, providing them with ample opportunities for exercise. On an emotional level, these activities 
have served as an excellent medium for teaching vital life skills like resilience, teamwork, and the 
importance of community support, thereby enhancing our children’s mental wellbeing. 
The community spirit has flourished thanks to these events, fostering closer ties among families and 
neighbors. Sports at Galway Downs have truly become a pivotal point for social engagement and 
community interaction. 
Additionally, there are clear economic advantages. Increased attendance at sports events has led to a 
noticeable boost for local businesses. Sustaining sports activities at Galway Downs could further 
stimulate our local economy by creating jobs and drawing more customers to local shops and services. 
We are dedicated to supporting the continued utilization of Galway Downs for youth sports, 
acknowledging its significant role in enhancing our community’s health, cohesion, and economic growth. 
Thank you for your efforts in making this possible. 
Best regards, 
Stacy Schermerhorn 

mailto:stacy@extrawelldone.com
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Tanis June Earle <tanis.earle@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 9:43 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Support for Galway Downs Equestrian Facility – Agenda Item #5.1 

 
 

Tanis Earle 
43740 Cajon Dr. 
Temecula, CA, 92592 
tanis.earle@gmail.com 
(602) 469-0617 
02/10/2025 

 
Riverside County Planning Department 
Attn:rbrady@rivco.org 
4080 Lemon Street 
Board Chambers 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Subject: Support for Galway Downs Equestrian Facility – Agenda Item #5.1 

Dear Riverside County Planning Department, 

I am writing to express my strong support for Galway Downs and the proposed changes under 
consideration in Agenda Item #5.1. As a dedicated member of the equestrian community, I recognize the 
importance of this facility, not only for equestrians but for the entire Temecula Valley. 

Galway Downs has long been a vital part of our region, providing a premier venue for equestrian sports, 
community events, and recreation. The facility’s 243-acre property offers ample buffering, making it an 
ideal location for hosting large-scale equestrian activities without negatively impacting surrounding 
areas. There are few places better suited for such events, and the continuation and enhancement of 
Galway Downs will only strengthen our region’s reputation as a hub for equestrian excellence. 

 
Beyond its role in the equestrian community, Galway Downs contributes significantly to the local 
economy, tourism, and cultural diversity. Without facilities like this, the equestrian heritage of our area 
would be at risk. The proposed changes will help ensure that Galway Downs continues to thrive and 
provide opportunities for riders, trainers, and spectators alike. 

 
I am grateful for Galway Downs and the diversity it brings to our community. I urge the Planning 
Department to recognize the value of this facility and support the necessary steps to allow its continued 
growth and success. 

 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 

mailto:tanis.earle@gmail.com
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Sincerely, 
Tanis Earle 
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

From: Tina Smith <tinas@southwesttraders.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 8:42 AM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: 2-10 -25 agenda meeting #5.1 

 
 

Good Morning 
 

I’m writing on I support of Galway Downs equestrian center and the positive impact it has in keeping our 
equestrian community alive and thriving. 

I also support the proposed changes on 79S as that is not used and never has been used as a riding spot 
for those of us that live in the area. It appears with the congestion that is and around all of Temecula. The 
only place we have left to go is East. 

 
 

Tina Smith 

 

“Action, solves everything” 

Rockefeller 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

 
This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution 
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy all copies of the original message, including any attachments, and notify the sender immediately. 
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From: Tyler Kalisiak <tyler@guiltlessfoodco.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 2:08 PM 
To: Brady, Russell 
Subject: Galway Downs 

 
 

To whom this may concern, 
 

We have been in the Temecula Valley for over 15 years now. This location is great for our community and 
businesses, bringing people from all over the states to enjoy all of the sporting events and special events. 
We are in full support of what is happening at Galway. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Thank you. 

-- 
TYLER KALISIAK 
Owner / Nutritionist 

 

 
27725 Jefferson Ave. #104 
Temecula Ca. 92590 

mailto:tyler@guiltlessfoodco.com
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