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Figure 8 - Location 2 – Existing and Proposed Daytime Views
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Figure 9 - Location 2 – Existing and Proposed Nighttime Views
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Figure 10 - Location 3 – Existing and Proposed Daytime Views

S A N  J A C I N TO  H I G H  S C H O O L AT H L E T I C  F I E L D  I L L U M I N AT I O N  P R O J E C T

Source: PlaceWorks 2025.

S A N  J A C I N TO  U N I F I E D  S C H O O L D I S T R I C T

Location 3 - Existing Daytime View

Location 3 - Proposed Daytime View

3

KEYMAPKEYMAPKEYMAP
3

3

KEYMAPKEYMAPKEYMAP

3



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

46 PlaceWorks 

This page is intentionally left blank. 
  



San Jacinto High School | San Jacinto, CA

3

Location 3 - Existing - Night

KEYMAP

San Jacinto High School | San Jacinto, CA

3

Location 3 - Proposed - Night

KEYMAP

PlaceWorks

Figure 11 - Location 3 – Existing and Proposed Nighttime Views
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Figure 12 - Location 4 – Existing and Proposed Daytime Views
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Figure 13 - Location 4 – Existing and Proposed Nighttime Views

S A N  J A C I N TO  H I G H  S C H O O L AT H L E T I C  F I E L D  I L L U M I N AT I O N  P R O J E C T

Source: PlaceWorks 2025.

S A N  J A C I N TO  U N I F I E D  S C H O O L D I S T R I C T

Location 4 - Existing Nighttime View

Location 4 - Proposed Nighttime View

44

44



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

52 PlaceWorks 

This page is intentionally left blank. 
  



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

OCTOBER 2025 53 

As shown on Figure 4c, the highest light level of light spill for the new baseball, softball, and 
tennis lighting at the southern portion of the campus would be 19.5 fc, which exceeds the 0.8 fc 
threshold of significance. However, there are no sensitive receptors adjacent to the campus at 
that location. The nearest sensitive receptors are single-family homes approximately 100 feet 
southwest, across N Ramona Boulevard. According to the Musco lighting plans (Appendix A), 
horizontal spill at the property line of the nearby residences would reach a maximum of 0.16 fc, 
which is below the 0.8 fc threshold of significance. Additionally, the visual simulations prepared 
for the proposed project demonstrate that the new lights would be equipped with directional 
aiming and shieled to reduce spillage onto adjacent residential properties. Further, because the 
increased mounting heights of the proposed lights allow the lamps to be directed down to the 
playing surface and not at a right angle across the track/field, no residential properties will 
experience measurable increase in lighting as a result of the project. Due to the combination of 
increased mounting height, downward aiming, and shielding, illumination levels at the nearest 
residential property lines would remain low. Therefore, the project would not create a new 
source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area and impacts would be less than significant. 

Generation of Glare 

In general, all school activities are scheduled to end by 9:00 pm, and community use would end 
by 10:00 pm. The design elements for glare control include mounting height, visors and 
shielding, aim, and reflective housing around the lamp. As part of the proposed project, the 
lighting engineer would ensure that the lights are properly adjusted and maintained so that 
glare would not adversely affect the residences adjacent to the campus on the northwest and 
those approximately 100 feet from the northeast, southeast, and southwest boundaries (see 
visual simulations in Figures 6 through 13). As illustrated in the visual simulations, due to the 
shielding of proposed lights, glare effects would be minimal and less than those created by 
existing lighting conditions. The project would not result in a substantial new source of glare 
that would affect nighttime views in the area; therefore, this impact is less than significant. 
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II. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, 
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in 
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest 
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer 
to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding 
the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the 
Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in 
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
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 zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c) 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 
Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project 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? 

No Impact. The California Department of Conservation’s (DOC) Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program (FMMP) produces maps and statistical data for analyzing impacts on 
California’s agricultural resources. Agricultural land is rated according to soil quality and 
irrigation status and is divided into five categories: Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, Farmland of Local Importance, Unique Farmland, and Grazing Land. According to 
the FMMP, the project site is mapped as “Urban and Built-up Land” (DOC 2022). The proposed 
project would be developed within the existing athletic facilities of the San Jacinto HS campus. 
The campus is surrounded by residential, commercial, and hospitality uses. The closest farmland 
is designated “Farmland of Local Importance” and is 0.6 mile east of the project site. The project 
site does not contain any farmland and would not disturb any type of farmland. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance to a nonagricultural use, and no impact would occur. 

b) Would the proposed project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? 

No Impact. Williamson Act contracts restrict the use of privately owned land to agriculture and 
compatible open-space uses under contract with local governments; in exchange, the land is 
taxed based on actual use rather than potential market value. According to the California 
Williamson Act Enrollment Finder there is no Williamson Act contract in effect on the project 
site; the closest Williamson Act contract is approximately 1.75 miles northwest of the project 
site (DOC 2025a). Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with an existing 
Williamson Act contract, and no impact would occur. 

c) Would the proposed project 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 Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

No Impact. The City of San Jacinto Zoning Map designates the campus as Public Institutional (PI) 
(San Jacinto 2023). The proposed project would not change the zoning designation of the 
existing campus and would not impact any lands zoned for forestland and timberland uses. The 
project site is developed within the San Jacinto HS campus, and no forested land or timberland 
exists on-site. Therefore, development of the proposed project would not conflict with existing 
zoning for forest land, timberland, or land zoned timberland production, and no impact would 
occur. 
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d) Would the proposed project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use? 

No Impact. The project site would be developed within the existing athletic facilities within the 
existing San Jacinto HS campus. No forest land uses are present on-site nor in the immediate 
vicinity. Development of the proposed project would not require any changes to the existing 
environment that could result in the conversion of forest land into non-forest use. Therefore, no 
impact would occur. 

e) Would the proposed project involve other changes in the existing environment which, 
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

No Impact. The project site would be developed within the existing athletic facilities of the San 
Jacinto HS campus. No significant forest land uses are present on-site nor in the immediate 
vicinity. The closest classified farmland is 0.6 mile east of the project site and is designated as 
“Farmland of Local Importance.” Construction of the proposed project would occur within the 
boundaries of the San Jacinto HS campus and would not disturb any type of farmland. Vehicles 
associated with the proposed project would travel on existing public rights-of-way and would 
not affect the operation of any farmland. Construction and operation of the proposed project 
would not result in any changes to the existing environment that could result in the conversion 
of farmland to non-agricultural uses or forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impact 
would occur. 

III. Air Quality 
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management 
district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following 
determinations. Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
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 to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
d) Result in other emissions (such as those 

leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 

The analysis in this section is based on information provided in Appendix B, Air Quality, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy, of this Initial Study. 

This section addresses the potential impacts of the proposed project on ambient air quality and 
the exposure of people, especially sensitive individuals, to unhealthful pollutant concentrations. 
The primary air pollutants of concern for which ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been 
established are ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), coarse inhalable particulate matter (PM10), 
fine inhalable particulate matter (PM2.5), sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and lead 
(Pb). Areas are classified under the federal and California Clean Air Act as either in attainment 
or nonattainment for each criteria pollutant based on whether the AAQS have been achieved. 
The South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB), which is managed by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (South Coast AQMD), is designated nonattainment for O3, and PM2.5 under 
the California and National AAQS, nonattainment for PM10 under the California AAQS, and 
nonattainment for lead (Los Angeles County only) under the National AAQS (CARB 2023). 

Furthermore, the South Coast AQMD has identified regional thresholds of significance for 
criteria pollutant emissions and criteria air pollutant precursors, including VOC, CO, NOX, SOX, 
PM10, and PM2.5. Development projects below the regional significance thresholds are not 
expected to generate sufficient criteria pollutant emissions to violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the South Coast AQMD may be relied upon to make the 
determinations shown below.  

A background discussion on the air quality regulatory setting, meteorological conditions, and 
existing ambient air quality in the vicinity of the project site can be found in Appendix B. This 
appendix also contains the assumptions and air pollutant emissions modeling for a comparable 
project, which was used to estimate emissions generated by the proposed project, calculations 
of the localized significance thresholds for the proposed project, and the assumptions and 
calculations of the energy demand for the proposed field lighting (see Section 3.6, Energy). 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable 
air quality plan? 
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Less-Than-Significant Impact. A consistency determination plays an important role in local 
agency project review by linking local planning and individual projects to the air quality 
management plan (AQMP). It fulfills the CEQA goal of informing decision makers of the 
environmental efforts of the project under consideration at an early enough stage to ensure 
that air quality concerns are fully addressed. It also provides the local agency with ongoing 
information as to whether they are contributing to clean air goals in the AQMP. 

The South Coast AQMD adopted the 2022 AQMP on December 2, 2022. Regional growth 
projections are used by South Coast AQMD to forecast future emission levels in the SoCAB. For 
southern California, these regional growth projections are provided by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG) and are partially based on land use designations included in 
city/county general plans. Typically, only large, regionally significant projects have the potential 
to affect the regional growth projections. In addition, the consistency analysis is generally only 
required in connection with the adoption of General Plans, specific plans, and significant 
projects. Changes in population, housing, or employment growth projections have the potential 
to affect SCAG’s demographic projections and therefore the assumptions in South Coast 
AQMD’s AQMP. These demographic trends are incorporated into SCAG’s Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) to determine priority transportation projects 
and vehicle miles traveled in the SCAG region. 

Based on the scope and nature of the proposed project, it would not affect housing, 
employment, or population projections within the region. Additionally, as demonstrated below 
in Section 3.3(b), the regional emissions that would be generated by the operational phase of 
the proposed project would be below the South Coast AQMD emissions thresholds and would 
therefore not be considered by South Coast AQMD to be a substantial source of air pollutant 
emissions that would have the potential to affect the attainment designations in the SoCAB. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not affect the regional emissions inventory or conflict 
with strategies in the 2022 AQMP, and impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Would the proposed project 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? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The following describes project-related impacts from regional 
short-term construction activities and regional long-term operation of the proposed project. 

Regional Short-Term Construction Impacts 
Construction activities generate air pollutants. These emissions would primarily be exhaust from 
off-road diesel-powered construction equipment; 2) dust generated by construction activities; 
and 3) exhaust from on-road vehicles.  

Construction of the proposed project would consist of trenching and field lighting installation of 
32 new lighting poles at the baseball field, softball field, and tennis courts, and the replacement 
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of six lighting fixtures on the existing lighting poles at the football field which is anticipated to 
disturb up to one total acre3 across the project site. These activities are anticipated to be 
completed over a period of approximately three months during fall 2025 through winter 2025. 
Due to the limited scope of construction activities associated with the proposed project, this 
analysis utilizes the emissions modeled for a previous field lighting project performed by 
PlaceWorks.  

As shown in Table 5, Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions, construction activities 
associated with field lighting projects do not generally exceed the South Coast AQMD regional 
significance thresholds. It can be reasonably expected that the proposed project’s construction 
activities would generate similar levels of emissions and therefore have less-than-significant 
regional air quality impacts. 

Table 5 Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions  

Construction Phase 

Pollutants 
(lb./day)1 

VOC NOX CO SO2 PM10
 PM2.5

 

Maximum Daily Emissions- School Lighting Projects 3 25 26 <1 4 2 
South Coast AQMD Regional Construction 
Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 
Source: SJUSD 2023. 
1. Includes implementation of fugitive dust control measures required by South Coast AQMD under Rule 403, 
including watering disturbed areas a minimum of two times per day, reducing speed limit to 25 miles per hour on 
unpaved surfaces, replacing ground cover quickly, and street sweeping with Rule 1186–compliant sweepers.  

 

Long-Term Operational Impacts 

Long-term air pollutant emissions are typically generated by area sources (e.g., landscape fuel 
use, aerosols, architectural coatings, and asphalt pavement), energy use (natural gas), and 
mobile sources (i.e., on-road vehicles). The proposed project is limited to the installation of new 
field lights at several existing San Jacinto HS sports facilities in addition to replacement of 
existing field lighting fixtures. As such, the proposed project would not generate new events or 
trips to the project site, resulting in no net increase in mobile source emissions. The proposed 
project would also not generate air pollutant emissions associated with area sources or energy 
use. Therefore, operation of the proposed project would not exceed the South Coast AQMD 
regional operation-phase significance thresholds, and impacts to the regional air quality 
associated with operation of the proposed project would be less than significant. 

 
3 Each lighting pole is assumed to require 1,000 square feet of space to install (38 lighting poles x 1,000 square feet = 38,000 

square feet = 0.87 acre).  

I I 
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c) Would the proposed project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The proposed project could expose sensitive receptors to 
elevated pollutant concentrations if it causes or significantly contributes to elevated pollutant 
concentration levels. Unlike regional emissions, localized emissions are typically evaluated in 
terms of air concentration rather than mass so they can be more readily correlated to potential 
health effects.  

Construction Localized Significance Thresholds  
Localized significance thresholds (LSTs) are based on the California AAQS, which are the most 
stringent AAQS, to provide a margin of safety in the protection of public health and welfare. 
They are designated to protect sensitive receptors most susceptible to further respiratory 
distress, such as asthmatics, the elderly, very young children, people already weakened by other 
disease or illness, and people engaged in strenuous work or exercise. The screening-level 
construction LSTs are based on the size of the project site, distance to the nearest sensitive 
receptor, and Source Receptor Area (SRA). The proposed project is located adjacent to sensitive 
receptors at a multifamily apartment complex northwest of the project site. The project site is in 
SRA 28 (Hemet/San Jacinto Valley) and would disturb up to one acre across the project site.  

As discussed above, field lighting projects like the proposed project do not typically generate 
criteria air pollutant emissions that would exceed the South Coast AQMD’s regional 
construction emissions thresholds. And the extent of work needed to install field lighting poles 
for the proposed project is not anticipated to generate criteria air pollutant emissions that 
would impact nearby sensitive receptors and exceed South Coast AQMD’s LSTs. Table 6, 
Localized Construction Emissions, shows that the maximum on-site daily construction emissions 
(pounds per day) for NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 of a similar field lighting project would be below 
the respective South Coast AQMD screening-level LSTs applicable to the proposed project. 
Therefore, localized air quality impacts from project-related construction activities would be less 
than significant. 
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Table 6 Localized Construction Emissions 

Construction Activity 
Pollutants(lbs./day) 

NOX
 CO PM10

1 PM2.5
1 

South Coast AQMD 1.00 Acre Screening-Level LST 162 750 4 3 
Site Preparation, Installation of Field Lighting, and Utility 
Trenching Activities 24 23 3.53 2.18 

Exceeds Screening-Level LST? No No No No 
Source: JUSD 2023. 
Notes: In accordance with South Coast AQMD methodology, only on-site stationary sources and mobile 
equipment are included in the analysis.  
These results reflect the period of construction with the highest level of pollutants generated (overlap in site 
preparation, installation of lighting, and utility trenching activities). Screening level LSTs are based on a 25-meter 
distance to receptors in SRA 28 for the proposed project. 
1. Includes fugitive dust control measures required by South Coast AQMD under Rule 403, such as watering 
disturbed areas a minimum of two times per day, reducing speed limit to 25 miles per hour on unpaved surfaces, 
replacing ground cover quickly, and street sweeping with Rule 1186–compliant sweepers. 

 

Construction Health Risk 
Toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions from construction equipment primarily consist of diesel 
particulate matter (DPM). In 2015, the Office of Environmental Health Hazards Assessment 
(OEHHA) adopted guidance for preparation of health risk assessments, which included the 
development of a cancer risk factor and non-cancer chronic reference exposure level for DPM 
over a 30-year time frame (OEHHA 2015). Currently, South Coast AQMD does not require the 
evaluation of long-term excess cancer risk or chronic health impacts for a short-term project. 
The proposed project is anticipated to be completed within three months, which would limit the 
exposure of on- and off-site receptors. Additionally, the installation of lighting poles would not 
generate a substantial construction equipment fleet for building construction or require large 
amounts of earthwork. Furthermore, construction activities would not generate on-site exhaust 
emissions that would exceed the screening-level construction LSTs. Thus, construction emissions 
would not pose a health risk to on-site high school students and off-site receptors (i.e., 
residences), and project-related construction health impacts would be less than significant.  

Operation Localized Significance Thresholds  
Operation of the proposed project would not generate substantial emissions from on-site 
stationary sources. Land uses that have the potential to generate substantial stationary sources 
of emissions include industrial land uses, such as chemical processing and warehousing 
operations where truck idling would occur on-site and would require a permit from South Coast 
AQMD. The proposed project does not fall within these categories of uses. Overall, the 
proposed project would be limited to operation of the new proposed field lights at several 

I I 
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existing San Jacinto HS sports facilities in addition to the replacement field lighting fixtures. As 
such, the proposed project would not generate new events or trips to the project site, resulting 
in no net increase in mobile source emissions. In addition, because the field lighting would be 
powered by electricity from the power grid, their operation would not generate any direct on-
site emissions of criteria air pollutants. Therefore, localized air quality impacts related to 
operation-related emissions would be less than significant. 

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots 
Vehicle congestion has the potential to create pockets of CO called hotspots. Hotspots are 
typically produced at intersections, where traffic congestion is highest and vehicles are idle for 
longer periods and are subject to reduced speeds. The proposed project would not generate 
new events at the project site and would result in no net increase in vehicle trips. Thus, the 
proposed project would not substantially increase CO hotspots at intersections, and impacts 
would be less than significant. 

d) Would the proposed project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The threshold for odor is if a project creates an odor nuisance 
pursuant to South Coast AQMD Rule 402, Nuisance, which states: 

A person shall not discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of 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. The provisions of this rule shall not apply to odors 
emanating from agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or the 
raising of fowl or animals.  

The type of facilities that are considered to have objectionable odors include wastewater 
treatments plants, compost facilities, landfills, solid waste transfer stations, fiberglass 
manufacturing facilities, paint/coating operations (e.g., auto body shops), dairy farms, 
petroleum refineries, asphalt batch plants, chemical manufacturing, and food manufacturing 
facilities. The proposed project involves the installation of light poles and would not involve a 
land use that would have the potential to generate an objectionable odor. Emissions from 
construction equipment, such as diesel exhaust and volatile organic compounds from paving 
activities may generate odors. However, these odors would be low in concentration, temporary, 
and would not affect a substantial number of people. Therefore, odor impacts would be less 
than significant.  
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IV. Biological Resources 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b) 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 Wildlife 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state 
or federally protected wetlands (including, 
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

64 PlaceWorks 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Special-status species include those listed as endangered or 
threatened under the federal Endangered Species Act or California Endangered Species Act, 
species otherwise given certain designations by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, 
and plant species listed as rare by the California Native Plant Society.  

The Envision San Jacinto 2040 General Plan identifies a variety of biological resources 
throughout the city, both animal species and native plants, which include endangered or 
threatened species. According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service critical habitat for threatened 
species and endangered species mapper, the project site and surrounding area are outside of 
any federally designated critical habitat (USFWS 2025a). However, the City of San Jacinto, 
including the project site, is within the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) area, which encompasses 14 cities and approximately 1.2 million 
acres (CDFW 2025a).  

Action RM-1d in Chapter 6, Resource Management, of the General Plan states: 

Development in the City shall be required to comply with the applicable terms of 
the MSHCP including, but not limited to, the payment of mitigation fees, narrow 
endemic surveys, riparian/riverine policy, and other applicable surveys.  

The project site has been previously disturbed by the San Jacinto HS campus and is currently 
developed. The construction of the proposed project would be limited to areas previously 
disturbed as part of the campus development. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
impact any candidate, sensitive, or special-status species, and a less-than-significant impact 
would occur. 

b) Would the proposed project 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

No Impact. No federally designated critical habitat exists on or in the vicinity of the project site 
(USFWS 2025a). The National Wetlands Mapper maintained by the US Fish and Wildlife service 
does not identify any riparian or wetland habitats in or near the project site (USFWS 2025b). 
The nearest wetlands are the San Jacinto Reservoir and a riverine approximately 1.5 miles west 
and east of the project site, respectively. Thus, the project site does not contain any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community, and the proposed project would not have the 
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potential to impact riverine habitat or other sensitive natural communities. Therefore, no 
impacts would occur to any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities. 

c) Would the proposed project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

No Impact. As discussed in Section 3.4(b), the National Wetlands Mapper does not identify any 
riparian or wetland habitats within or in the vicinity of the project site (USFWS 2025b). The 
nearest wetlands are the San Jacinto Reservoir and a riverine approximately 1.5 miles west and 
east of the project site, respectively. Given the distance between the proposed project and the 
nearest wetlands, the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on 
protected wetlands, and no impacts would occur. 

d) Would the proposed project 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? 

No Impact. The project site is in an urbanized area of San Jacinto. The project site is fully 
developed and within the existing San Jacinto HS. No federally designated critical habitat exists 
on-site or in the vicinity (USFWS 2025a). The proposed project does not include any removal of 
or disturbance to trees and would not disturb nesting birds that are protected by the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act. Furthermore, based on the California Department of Fish Wildlife’s BIOS 6 
viewer Terrestrial Connectivity layer, the project site has a score of one out of five, indicating the 
project site has “limited connectivity opportunity” (CDFW 2025b). Areas within “limited 
connectivity opportunity” are areas where land use may limit options for providing connectivity 
(e.g., agriculture, urban) or no connectivity importance has been identified in models (CDFW 
2025c). The project site does not include and is not surrounded by any wildlife corridors, and 
there is no potential for the proposed new lighting to affect bird movement in the vicinity of the 
project site. Therefore, due to the disturbed and developed nature of the project site and 
surrounding urban development and the existing levels of lighting present, the project site is 
not an essential wildlife corridor. Additionally, the proposed project would be confined within 
the boundaries of the previously disturbed San Jacinto HS campus and would not result in any 
new impacts to wildlife corridors or native wildlife nursery sites. Therefore, no impact would 
occur.  

e) Would the proposed project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 3.4(b), the proposed project is not within 
a federally designated critical habitat or any riparian or wetland habitats. As discussed in 
Section 3.4(d), the project site has a “limited connectivity opportunity” and would not impact 
essential wildlife corridors. The proposed project would not impact any trees on the project site 
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and conflict with any tree preservation policies. Physical impacts would be limited the areas 
immediately surrounding the proposed light poles, within previously disturbed areas of the 
existing campus. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. 

f) Would the proposed project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The project site is developed within the existing San Jacinto HS 
campus. As discussed in Section 3.4(a), the proposed project is in the MSHCP area (CDFW 
2025a). However, the project site does not contain any MSHCP conservation species or habitats 
(Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority 2025) and, as described in Section 
3.4(a), construction of the proposed project would be limited to areas previously disturbed as 
part of the campus development. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. 

V. Cultural Resources 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to § 15064.5? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to § 15064.5? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

c) Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of dedicated 
cemeteries? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource pursuant to § 15064.5? 

No Impact. Section 15064.5 defines historic resources as resources listed or determined to be 
eligible for listing by the State Historical Resources Commission, a local register of historical 
resources, or the lead agency. Generally a resource is considered “historically significant” if it 
meets one of the following criteria: 
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i) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; 

ii) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

iii) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high 
artistic values; 

iv) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

San Jacinto High School was constructed and opened in 1968 (SJUSD 2025). The proposed 
project does not include the demolition of any structures on the campus. The campus is not 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NPS 2025), the California Historical Landmarks 
and Points of Historical Interest, or the State Historic Structures list (CSP 2025). In addition, the 
project does not include any changes, demolition, or modification to existing structures on the 
campus. As such, no impact to historical resources would occur. 

b) Would the proposed project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the proposed 
project would result in limited ground disturbance for the addition of new lighting poles. 
Ground-disturbing activities would be limited to the work needed to install the new lighting 
poles (i.e., trenching and lighting pole installation). The proposed project would not require 
extensive excavation. The proposed project would occur within the boundaries of the existing 
campus, which has already been developed; thus, the potential for discovery of archaeological 
resources would be minimal. Nevertheless, ground-disturbing activities from the proposed 
project have the potential to uncover unknown archaeological resources. Implementation of 
Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would ensure that, in the event that archaeological resources are 
discovered during ground-disturbing activities, archaeological resources would be recovered in 
accordance with state and federal requirements. If archaeological resources are discovered 
during ground-disturbing activities, all ground distributing activities shall halt and a qualified 
archeologist would be retained to assess such findings and ensure the proper handling of 
resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would reduce impacts to 
archaeological resources to a less-than-significant level. 

Impact CUL-1: Ground-disturbing activities from the proposed project have the potential to 
uncover unknown archaeological resources.  

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Prior to the commencement of grading activities, the District 
shall ensure that an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s (SOI) 
standards for professional archaeology has been retained for the proposed project and 



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

68 PlaceWorks 

will be on-call during all grading and other significant ground-disturbing activities that 
would occur beneath the existing artificial fill. If archeological resources are discovered 
during excavation and/or construction activities, construction shall stop within 50 feet of 
the find, and the qualified archaeologist shall be consulted to determine whether the 
resource requires further study. The archaeologist, in consultation with a Native 
American representative registered with the Native American Heritage Commission that 
is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area, as described in Public 
Resources Code Section 21080.3, shall make recommendations to the District to protect 
the discovered resources. Archaeological resources recovered shall be offered to a 
repository with a retrievable collection system and an educational and research interest 
in the materials, or a responsible public or private institution with a suitable repository 
willing to and capable of accepting and housing the resource. A report of findings 
documenting any data recovery shall be submitted to the District. 

c) Would the proposed project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. There are no cemeteries or known human burials at the project 
site, which has been developed with existing athletic fields. However, the proposed project 
would include ground-disturbing activities with the limited potential to uncover previously 
unknown human remains.  

If human remains are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, California Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that disturbance of the site shall halt and remain halted. 
The Riverside County Coroner shall investigate the circumstances, manner, and cause of any 
death and recommend the treatment and disposition of the human remains to the person 
responsible for the excavation or to his or her authorized representative, in the manner 
provided in Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code. The coroner is required to 
determine, within two working days of being notified of the discovery of the human remains. If 
the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or her authority or has reason to 
believe they are Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), who will contact the “most likely descendant.” 
The most likely descendant shall receive access to the discovery and would provide 
recommendations or preferences for treatment of the remains within 48 hours of accessing the 
discovery site. Disposition of human remains and any associated grave goods, if encountered, 
shall be treated in accordance with procedures and requirements in Sections 5097.94 and 
5097.98 of the Public Resources Code, Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, 
and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (PRC sec. 5097.9; AB 389, 2023). 

Although soil-disturbing activities associated with the proposed project could result in the 
discovery of human remains, compliance with existing law would ensure that impacts would be 
less than significant.  
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VI. Energy 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) Result in potentially significant 

environmental impact 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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

The analysis in this section is based in part on information in Appendix B, Air Quality, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy, of this Initial Study. 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The following discusses the potential energy demands from 
short-term construction and long-term operational energy consumption associated with the 
installation and use of new field lighting at the San Jacinto HS campus. 

Short-Term Construction Impacts 
Construction of the proposed project would create temporary increased demands for electricity 
and vehicle fuels compared to existing conditions and would result in short-term transportation-
related energy use.  

Electrical Energy 

Construction activities for the proposed project would not require electricity to power most 
construction equipment. The majority of construction equipment would be gas- or diesel-
powered, and electricity would not be used to power most of the construction equipment. If 
electric-powered equipment would be used, it is anticipated that the majority of electric-
powered construction equipment would be hand tools (e.g., power drills), which would result in 
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minimal electricity usage during construction activities. Therefore, project-related construction 
activities would not result in wasteful or unnecessary electricity demands, and impacts would 
be less than significant.  

Natural Gas Energy 

It is not anticipated that construction equipment used for the proposed project would be 
powered by natural gas. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with respect to 
natural gas usage.  

Transportation Energy 

Transportation energy use during construction would come from the transport and use of 
construction equipment, delivery vehicles and haul trucks, and construction employee vehicles 
that would use diesel fuel and/or gasoline. It is anticipated that the majority of off-road 
construction equipment, such as those used during trenching and lighting pole installation, 
would be gas or diesel powered.  

The use of energy resources by vehicles and equipment would be temporary and would not 
require expanded energy supplies or the construction of new infrastructure. Moreover, to limit 
wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption, the construction contractors are anticipated to 
minimize nonessential idling of construction equipment during construction, in accordance with 
13 CCR Section 2449. Construction trips would also not result in unnecessary use of energy 
because the proposed project site is centrally located and is served by numerous regional 
roadways (e.g., SR-79 and SR-74) that provide direct routes from various areas of the region.  

Electrical energy would be available for use during construction from existing power lines and 
connections, precluding the use of less efficient generators. Thus, energy use during 
construction of the proposed project would not be considered inefficient, wasteful, or 
unnecessary. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Long-Term Operational Impacts 
The proposed project would not consume natural gas energy nor would it result in new trips to 
the project site, resulting in no increase in transportation energy use. Operation of the 
proposed project would generate new demand for electricity on the project site. Electricity 
would be consumed to power the field lighting throughout the year.  

Electrical service to the proposed project would be provided by Southern California Edison (SCE) 
through connections to existing off-site electrical lines and new on-site infrastructure. Table 7, 
Field Lighting Electricity Consumption, shows the kilowatt hours of electricity consumption for 
each field where lighting poles would be installed under the proposed project. The energy 
consumption shown in Table 7 for the track and football field does not take into account the 
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electricity consumption of the existing lights and is therefore a conservative (i.e., worst case) 
estimate of the increase in electricity consumption that would occur under the proposed 
project. As shown in Table 7, electricity demand from field lighting would be approximately 
144,000 kilowatt-hours per year. 

Table 7 Field Lighting Electricity Consumption 
Field  Electricity (kilowatt-hours/year)1 

Track and Football Field  22,322 
Practice Field 2,440 
Baseball and Softball Fields 115,600 
Tennis Courts 3,606 
Total 143,969 
1. Based on Musco Lighting Plans and events activity schedule provided by the District (see additional 
assumptions in Appendix B, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy). 

 

The proposed field lighting would be operated during the evening until 10:00 pm. Therefore, 
operation of the proposed project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
electricity demands and would result in a less-than-significant impact related to electricity. 

b) Would the proposed project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency? 

No Impact. The state’s electricity grid is transitioning to renewable energy under California’s 
Renewable Energy Program. Renewable sources of electricity include wind, small hydropower, 
solar, geothermal, biomass, and biogas. Electricity production from renewable sources is 
generally considered carbon neutral. The statewide renewable portfolios standard (RPS) goal is 
not directly applicable to individual projects, but to utilities and energy providers such as SCE, 
which is the utility that would provide all of electricity needs for the proposed project. 
Compliance of SCE in meeting the RPS goals would contribute to the State meeting its objective 
to transition to renewable energy. Implementation of the proposed project would not conflict 
with or obstruct SCE’s ability to comply with RPS goals. Therefore, no impacts would occur. 
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VII. Geology and Soils 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

i) 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? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

iv) Landslides?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 

loss of topsoil?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
c) 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, subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
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DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:  

i) 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? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Under the Alquist-Priolo Act, an active fault is defined as 
one that has ruptured in the last 11,000 years (DOC 2025b). Based on the California 
Department of Conservation fault activity map of California, the proposed project site is 
not within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone for fault rupture hazard for fault rapture 
hazard (DOC 2025c). The closest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault is the Casa Loma fault in 
the San Jacinto fault zone and is approximately 0.75 mile southwest of the project site. The 
project site does not lie on a fault rupture hazard zone. Therefore, less-than-significant 
impacts would occur. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. As described in Section 3.7(a), the project site is not in an 
established Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. However, like most areas in California, 
the project site is subject to ground movement associated with earthquakes along the 
active faults. According to the Envision San Jacinto 2040 General Plan, the city is in a 
seismically active region (San Jacinto 2022). The degree of ground shaking and earthquake-
induced damage depends on multiple factors, such as distances to causative faults, 
earthquake magnitudes, and expected ground accelerations. The closest active fault is 0.75 
mile southwest of the project site (DOC 2025c). The proposed project would be required to 
comply with the seismic design parameters of the California Building Code (CBC), which 
regulates all building and construction projects and implements a minimum standard for 
construction that includes specific requirements for seismic safety. Therefore, impacts 
would be less than significant. 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Liquefaction refers to loose, saturated sand, or gravel 
deposits that lose their load-supporting capability when subjected to intense shaking. 
Liquefaction potential varies based on five main contributing factors: 1) groundwater 
depth; 2) soil type; 3) relative density; 4) initial confining pressure; and 5) intensity and 
duration of ground shaking. According to the California Department of Conservation 
Liquefaction Zones Mapper, the proposed project is not in an identified liquefaction zone 
or in the vicinity of such a zone (DOC 2022b). Additionally, the proposed project would be 
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designed and constructed to withstand liquefaction potential consistent with the CBC. 
Therefore, impacts related to liquefaction would be less than significant. 

iv) Landslides?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The project site is flat and developed with athletic facilities. 
According to the US Geological Survey United States Landslide Inventory and Susceptibility 
map, the project site is not in an identified landslide susceptibility zone (USGS 2024a). 
Additionally, the project site is in a flat valley that has a negligible landslide risk. Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Would the proposed project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Erosion is a normal and inevitable geologic process whereby 
earthen materials are loosened, worn away, decomposed, or dissolved and removed from one 
place and transported to another. The project site’s flat terrain decreases the project’s potential 
to accelerate erosion. Implementation of the proposed project would require limited earthwork, 
which includes trenching and installing the proposed light poles. Additionally, the proposed 
project does not contain any subterranean development and would not require extensive 
excavation, which could expose more soils to erosion. Therefore, the proposed project would 
not result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

c) Would the proposed project 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, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

Less-than-Significant Impact. As discussed in Sections 3.7(a)(iii) and 3.7(a)(iv), the project site is 
not in a liquefaction zone or a landslide zone. 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. Once liquefaction transforms the subsurface layer into a 
fluid mass, gravity plus the earthquake inertial forces may cause the mass to move downslope 
toward a free face (such as a river channel or an embankment). Lateral spreading may cause 
large horizontal displacements, and such movement typically damages pipelines, utilities, 
bridges, and structures. Due to the project site not being in an identified liquefaction zone, the 
potential for lateral spreading is considered low (Caltrans 2020). In addition, according to the 
United States Geological Survey Areas of Land Subsidence in California, the project site is not 
within an area subject to subsidence (USGS 2025b). Therefore, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

d) Would the proposed project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or 
property? 
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Less-than-Significant Impact. Expansive soils contain certain types of clay minerals that shrink 
when they dry out and swell when soils become wet. According to Websoil survey, the project 
site is primarily located within Dello loamy fine sand, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent slopes 
(DrA). DrA has a profile of loamy fine sand and gravelly coarse sand that does not contain any 
clays (USDA 2025). Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

e) Would the proposed project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste water? 

No Impact. The proposed project would not require the installation or use of a septic tank or 
alternative wastewater disposal system. Therefore, no impacts would result from soil conditions 
in relation to septic tanks or other on-site water disposal systems. 

f) Would the proposed project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Paleontological resources or fossils 
are remains of ancient plants and animals that can provide scientifically significant information 
about the history of life on earth. This sensitivity is determined by rock type, history of the 
geologic unit in producing significant fossils, and fossil localities that are recorded from that 
unit. Based on the University of California Museum of Paleontology Localities, Riverside County 
contains 212 paleontological resources. However, the age of the underlying geologic unit is 
Pleistocene-Holocene, and paleontological resources of such an age would have low potential to 
occur in the county. Only 34 of the 212 known paleontological resources in the county have 
been in Pleistocene- or Holocene-age geological units (UCMP 2025; DOC 2025d). The project 
site is previously developed and involves limited ground disturbance. Though paleontological 
resources are not expected to be discovered during project construction, it is possible that 
unknown paleontological resources could be discovered. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 
GEO-1 would ensure that impacts to unknown paleontological resources would be less than 
significant. 

Impact GEO-1: Ground-disturbing activities may uncover previously unknown paleontological 
resources. 

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: In the event that fossils or fossil locality deposits are 
discovered during construction, excavations within 50-feet of the fossil locality shall be 
temporarily halted until removal of the fossil localities. The District shall notify a 
qualified paleontologist to investigate its significance. If the fossil locality is determined 
to be significant by the qualified paleontologist, the paleontologist shall work with the 
District to follow accepted professional standards such as further testing for evaluation 
or data recovery, as necessary. The paleontologist shall notify the appropriate agencies 
to determine procedures that would be followed before construction is allowed to 
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resume at the location of the find. If the project proponent determines that avoidance is 
not feasible, the paleontologist shall prepare an excavation plan for mitigating the effect 
of the project based on the qualities that make the resource important. 

VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
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? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 

The analysis in this section is based in part on information in Appendix B, Air Quality, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy, of this Initial Study. 

Scientists have concluded that human activities are contributing to global climate change by 
adding large amounts of heat-trapping gases, known as greenhouse gases (GHGs), into the 
atmosphere. The primary source of these GHG is fossil fuel use. The Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) has identified four major GHGs—water vapor, carbon dioxide (CO2), 
methane (CH4), and ozone (O3)—that are the likely cause of an increase in global average 
temperatures observed within the 20th and 21st centuries. Other GHG identified by the IPCC 
that contribute to global warming to a lesser extent include nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur 
hexafluoride (SF6), hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and chlorofluorocarbons.4  

Information on manufacture of cement, steel, and other “life cycle” emissions that would occur 
as a result of the proposed project are not applicable and are not included in the analysis.5 

 
4  Water vapor (H2O) is the strongest GHG and the most variable in its phases (vapor, cloud droplets, ice crystals). However, 

water vapor is not considered a pollutant, but part of the feedback loop rather than a primary cause of change. 
5  Life cycle emissions include indirect emissions associated with materials manufacture. However, these indirect emissions 

involve numerous parties, each of which is responsible for GHG emissions of their particular activity. The California 
Resources Agency, in adopting the CEQA Guidelines Amendments on GHG emissions found that life-cycle analysis was not 
warranted for project-specific CEQA analysis in most situations, for a variety of reasons, including lack of control over some 
sources and the possibility of double-counting emissions (CNRA 2018). Because the amount of materials consumed during 
the operation or construction of the project is not known, the origin of the raw materials purchased is not known, and 
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Black carbon emissions are not included in the GHG analysis because the California Air 
Resources Board (CARB) does not include this short-lived climate pollutant in the state’s Senate 
Bill (SB) 32 / Assembly Bill (AB) 1279 inventory and treats it separately.6 A background 
discussion on the GHG regulatory setting and GHG modeling for the proposed project can be 
found in Appendix B of this Initial Study. 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Global climate change is not confined to a particular project area 
and is generally accepted as the consequence of global industrialization over the last 200 years. 
A typical project, even a very large one, does not generate enough GHG emissions on its own to 
influence global climate change significantly; hence, the issue of global climate change is, by 
definition, a cumulative environmental impact.  

The proposed project involves the installation and operation of new field lighting, in addition to 
replacement of existing field lighting fixtures with newer lighting fixtures. Therefore, the GHG 
emissions associated with the proposed project would be limited to energy-source emissions 
(i.e., electricity demand of the proposed field lighting) and construction equipment emissions 
since the project would not result in an increase in vehicle trip generation, water demand, 
wastewater and solid waste generation, area sources (e.g., consumer cleaning products), or 
refrigerants. 

These emissions are shown in Table 8, Project-Related GHG Emissions. Annual average emissions 
from construction activities (based on the emissions calculated for a similar field lighting 
project, as described in Section 3.3) were amortized over 30 years and included in the emissions 
inventory to account for one-time GHG emissions from the construction phase of the proposed 
project. Overall, development and operation of the proposed project would not generate 
annual GHG emissions that exceed the South Coast AQMD Working Group bright-line threshold 
of 3,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) per year for development projects 
(South Coast AQMD 2010). Therefore, the proposed project’s cumulative contribution to GHG 
emissions would be less than significant. 

 
manufacturing information for those raw materials is also not known, calculation of life-cycle emissions would be 
speculative. A life-cycle analysis is not warranted (LCI 2008). 

6 Particulate matter emissions, which include black carbon, are analyzed in Section 3.3, Air Quality. Black carbon emissions 
have sharply declined due to efforts to reduce on-road and off-road vehicle emissions, especially diesel particulate matter. 
The state's existing air quality policies will virtually eliminate black carbon emissions from on-road diesel engines within 10 
years (CARB 2017.). 
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Table 8 Project-Related GHG Emissions 

Source GHG Emissions (MTCO2e/Year) 
Percentage of 

Total Emissions 
Field Lighting Energy1 23 55% 
Amortized Construction Emissions2 19 45% 
Total 42 100% 
South Coast AQMD Bright-Line Threshold 3,000 MTCO2e/Yr NA 
Exceeds Bright-Line Threshold? No NA 
Source: JUSD 2023. 
Notes: MTCO2e = metric ton of carbon dioxide equivalent. NA = not applicable. 
1. Emissions from field lighting calculated off-model based on hours of lighting use for all activities projected to 
use the lighting (Appendix B). 
2. Total construction emission are amortized over 30 years per South Coast AQMD Working Group methodology. 

 

b) Would the proposed project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Applicable plans adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions include CARB’s Scoping Plan and the Southern California Association of Governments’ 
(SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). A 
consistency analysis with these plans is presented below. 

CARB Scoping Plan 
CARB’s latest Climate Change Scoping Plan (2022) outlines the State’s strategies to reduce GHG 
emissions in accordance with the targets established under AB 32, SB 32, and AB 1279 (CARB 
2022). The Scoping Plan is applicable to state agencies and is not directly applicable to 
cities/counties and individual projects. Nonetheless, the Scoping Plan has been the primary tool 
that is used to develop performance-based and efficiency-based CEQA criteria and GHG 
reduction targets for climate action planning efforts.  

Statewide strategies to reduce GHG emissions in the 2022 Climate Change Scoping Plan include: 
implementing SB 100, which expands the RPS to 60 percent by 2030; expanding the Low Carbon 
Fuel Standards (LCFS) to 18 percent by 2030; implementing the Mobile Source Strategy to 
deploy zero-electric vehicle buses and trucks; implementing the Sustainable Freight Action Plan; 
implementing the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Reduction Strategy, which reduces methane 
and hydrofluorocarbons to 40 percent below 2013 levels by 2030 and black carbon emissions to 
50 percent below 2013 levels by 2030; continuing to implement SB 375; creating a post-2020 
Cap-and-Trade Program; and developing an Integrated Natural and Working Lands Action Plan 
to secure California’s land base as a net carbon sink. 
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Statewide strategies to reduce GHG emissions include the low carbon fuel standards, California 
Appliance Energy Efficiency regulations, California Renewable Energy Portfolio standard, 
changes in the CAFE standards, and other early action measures as necessary to ensure the 
state is on target to achieve the GHG emissions reduction goals of AB 32, SB 32, and AB 1279. In 
addition, individual projects are required to comply with the current Building Energy Efficiency 
Standards and CALGreen. The proposed project would comply with these GHG emissions 
reduction measures, as applicable, because they are statewide strategies. The proposed project 
GHG emissions would be further reduced from compliance with statewide measures that have 
been adopted since AB 32, SB 32, and AB 1279 were adopted. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not obstruct implementation of the 2022 Scoping Plan, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
SCAG adopted the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS, Connect SoCal 2024, in April 2024. Connect SoCal 2024 
is a long-term plan for the Southern California region that details the development, integrated 
management, and operation of transportation systems and facilities that will function as an 
intermodal transportation network for the SCAG metropolitan planning area (SCAG 2024). This 
plan outlines a forecast development pattern that demonstrates how the region can sustainably 
accommodate needed housing and job centers with multimodal mobility options. The 
overarching vision is to expand alternatives to driving, advance the transition to clean-
transportation technologies, promote integrated and safe transit networks, and foster transit-
oriented development in compact and mixed-use developments (SCAG 2024). The proposed 
project would not generate new vehicle trips to the site and would continue to serve existing 
sports practices and events at San Jacinto HS. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
interfere with SCAG’s ability to implement the regional strategies outlined in the Connect SoCal 
Plan, and impacts would be less than significant. 
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IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e) 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 or 
excessive noise for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less-than-Significant Impact. Construction activities for the proposed project would involve the 
use of small amounts of hazardous materials associated with construction equipment, including 
vehicle fuels, lubricants, grease, and transmission fluids, as well as potential finishes and 
coatings. The handling, use, transport, and disposal of these materials would comply with 
applicable regulations set by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), California Division 
of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA), U.S. Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA), and U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT). 

During operation, the proposed project would continue to use, store, and dispose of small 
quantities of hazardous materials typical of school maintenance facilities, such as cleaning and 
maintenance supplies. These materials would be clearly labeled, stored, and handled in 
accordance with applicable state and federal regulations to ensure safe use. Because the site is 
already an operational high school campus, the proposed project would not alter existing 
conditions regarding hazardous materials use. Compliance with all applicable hazardous 
materials regulations would ensure that potential safety risks to the public and the environment 
remain minimal. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Would the proposed project 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? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Four environmental lists were searched for hazardous materials 
site on the project site: 

 GeoTracker: State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB 2025) 

 EnviroStor: Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC 2025) 

 EnviroMapper: US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA 2025) 

 Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): California Department of Resources, Recycling and 
Recovery (CalRecycle) (CalRecycle 2025) 

A review of these four environmental databases found no evidence of hazardous materials 
release or threatened release on the project site or within a 1,500-foot radius. GeoTracker 
identified one Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Cleanup site at Rice Development 
outside of the project site but within this radius; however, the case has been completed and 
closed (SWRCB 2025). EnviroStor indicates that the school campus was previously investigated 
for potential contamination from past agricultural uses, with a "No Action Required" 
determination as of May 8, 2006 (DTSC 2025). The site is surrounded by residential uses and 
undeveloped land, and no significant hazardous materials-related risks are anticipated. 
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As discussed in Section 3.9(a), construction and operation of the proposed project would 
require small amounts of hazardous materials typical for school facilities. Given the small 
quantities involved and proper storage and handling practices required by existing regulations, 
these materials would not pose a significant safety hazard. With compliance with federal and 
state regulations governing hazardous materials management, potential impacts would be less 
than significant. 

c) Would the proposed project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The site is currently in use as a high school and would continue to 
operate as such. No other schools are located within 0.25 mile of the project site. 

As discussed in Section 3.9(a), construction and operation of the proposed project would 
involve small amounts of hazardous materials typical of construction activities and school 
facility operations. The use, transportation, and storage of these materials would be subject to 
all applicable state and federal regulations to ensure proper handling. 

As discussed in Section 3.9(b), there is no evidence of a hazardous materials release or 
threatened release on the project site or within a 1,500-foot radius. The proposed project 
would not emit or handle significant amounts of hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

d) 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? 

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the project site were listed as a hazardous 
materials site pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, creating a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment. 

As noted in Section 3.9(b), environmental databases were searched for hazardous materials 
sites within 0.25 mile of the project site. Two sites were identified; however, both are closed 
and no longer active (SWRCB 2025; DTSC 2025; EPA 2025; CalRecycle 2025). Because the 
proposed project is not on an active hazardous materials site pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5, it would not create a hazard to the public or the environment. Therefore, no 
impact would occur. 

e) 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 
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result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project 
area? 

No Impact. The closest public airport to the project site is Hemet-Ryan Airport, approximately 
4.8 miles to the southwest. The project site is not within an airport land use plan or an airport 
influence area (RCALUC 2004). Additionally, it is not within two miles of a public or public-use 
airport. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The project involves the installation of new field lighting and 
would have no impact on emergency response or evacuation plans. During construction and 
operation, the project would not interfere with any of the daily operations of the Riverside 
County Fire Department (RVC Fire) or the Riverside County Sherriff’s Department, which 
support emergency planning and response efforts in San Jacinto. The proposed project would 
be required to provide the necessary on- and off-site access and circulation for emergency 
vehicles and services during the construction and operation phases.  

The proposed project would also be required to go through the Division of the State Architect’s 
(DSA) development review and permitting process and would be required to incorporate all 
applicable design and safety standards and regulations in the CBC to ensure that proposed 
project development does not interfere with the provision of local emergency services 
(provision of adequate access to accommodate emergency response vehicles, adequate 
numbers/locations of fire hydrants, etc.). Therefore, proposed project would not impair 
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan, and impacts would be less than significant. 

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

No Impact. As discussed in Section 3.20, Wildfire, the project site is in a developed area of a 
local responsibility area . It is not within or near a state responsibility area, nor is it in a Very 
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ). The nearest Very High FHSZ is approximately 2.5 miles 
north, in the San Jacinto Mountains (CalFire 2024). Therefore, development of the proposed 
project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death due to 
wildfires, and no impact would occur. 

  



SAN JACINTO HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC FIELDS L IGHTING PROJECT INITIAL  STUDY/MND 
SAN JACINTO UNIF IED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
3.  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

84 PlaceWorks 

X. Hydrology and Water Quality 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
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 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which 
would:  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

i) result in a substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site; ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

ii) substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or 
offsite; 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

iii) create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

iv) impede or redirect flood flows? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 

risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management 
plan?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
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DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed project 
discharges water that does not meet the quality standards of agencies that regulate surface 
water quality and water discharge into stormwater drainage systems. A significant impact would 
also occur if the proposed project does not comply with all applicable regulations with regard to 
surface water quality as governed by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). The 
proposed project would be constructed in an area that is already developed and already 
produces nonpoint-source pollutants. Ground-disturbing activities for the proposed project 
would be limited to trenching and the installation of light poles on the existing athletic facilities. 
No construction of impervious surfaces that prevent water from being absorbed into the ground 
is proposed.  

The project site is surrounded by other various school facilities, urban development, and 
adjacent paved streets that currently generate nonpoint-source pollutants7 that are carried by 
storm and irrigation water into storm drains. Construction activities associated with the 
proposed project, while minor, may temporarily impact water quality through soil erosion. 
Additionally, the use of construction materials such as fuels may present a risk to surface water 
quality. Finally, the parking of construction vehicles and other equipment on-site during 
construction may result in oil, grease, or related pollutant leaks and spills that may discharge 
into the storm drain system. Once the proposed project has been constructed, urban runoff 
could include a variety of contaminants that are typical of the operation of school athletic 
facilities. However, implementing the proposed project would not result in more urban runoff 
than existing conditions.  

No construction or expansion of recreational facilities are proposed. The proposed project 
would continue to serve the operations and uses at the San Jacinto HS campus. As discussed in 
Impact 3.9(a), the proposed project would be required to comply with applicable federal and 
state laws and regulations governing the use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous 
materials. Therefore, the proposed project would not violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater 
quality, and impacts would be less than significant. 

 
7  Point source pollution: The EPA defines point-source pollution as any single identifiable source of pollution from which 

pollutants are discharged, such as a pipe, ditch, ship or factory smokestack. Factories and sewage treatment plants are two 
common types of point sources. 

 Nonpoint-source pollution is caused by broadly distributed and disconnected sources of pollution, such as rain and 
snowmelt runoff, spills, leaks, and sediment erosion. 
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b) Would the proposed project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The City of San Jacinto supplies water to the San Jacinto HS 
campus. The City’s primary source of water is the Hemet/San Jacinto Groundwater Basin. The 
City’s water system is presently served by four active wells and has three storage tanks with a 
total capacity of 3.5 million gallons that service approximately 4,200 connections throughout 
the central area of the city (San Jacinto 2025a). The campus does not contain any wells or direct 
groundwater connections, and the proposed project would not increase student capacity. The 
proposed project would not result in an increase in water use during events and games. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Would the proposed project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the 
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:  

i) result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Erosion is a normal and inevitable geologic process whereby 
earthen materials are loosened, worn away, decomposed or dissolved, and moved from 
one place to another. Precipitation, running water, waves, and wind are all agents of 
erosion. Ordinarily, erosion proceeds imperceptibly, but when the natural equilibrium of 
the environment is changed, the rate of erosion can greatly accelerate. This can create 
aesthetic as well as engineering problems on undeveloped sites. Accelerated erosion in an 
urban area can cause damage by undermining structures; blocking storm drains; and 
depositing silt, sand, or mud on roads and in tunnels. Eroded materials can eventually be 
deposited in local waters, where the carried silt remains suspended in the water for some 
time, constituting a pollutant and altering the normal balance of plant and animal life. 

The proposed project involves limited earthwork activities, including trenching and the 
installation of proposed light poles. Although only limited earthwork is proposed, if not 
controlled, the transport of these materials to local waterways would temporarily increase 
suspended sediment concentrations and release pollutants attached to sediment particles 
into local waterways.  

There are no streams or rivers on the project site. The proposed project would not involve 
the alteration of any natural drainage channels or any watercourse. Additionally, the 
project site is flat and the potential for erosion would be remote. Therefore, impacts 
would be less than significant. 
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ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- or off-site; 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The project site is built out with a practice field, baseball 
fields, softball fields, and tennis courts. Furthermore, the proposed project would not 
involve the alteration of any natural drainage or watercourse. The proposed project would 
not result in an increase of impervious surfaces on the project site, and the majority of the 
project site would remain in its current state. Therefore, the amount of stormwater runoff 
would be similar to existing conditions, and the proposed project would not substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would cause flooding on- 
or off-site. Thus, impacts related to stormwater drainage and flooding would be less than 
significant. 

iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. Stormwater that does not percolate into the ground would 
be directed to storm drains on campus and storm drains in the public right-of-way. The 
proposed project would not substantially increase the amount of impervious surfaces on 
the project site because the majority of the project site would remain in its current state. 
Therefore, the proposed project would generate stormwater similar to existing conditions, 
and the proposed project would not exceed the capacity of existing stormwater drainage 
systems or create substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. Thus, impacts would 
be less than significant. 

iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

Less-Than-Significant Impact. According to the FEMA flood zone map, the project site is in 
an Area of Reduced Flood Risk due to Levee and in a highly developed area of the city 
(FEMA 2025). Flooding is a possibility, but highly unlikely. The proposed project does not 
include the construction of any structures that may impede or redirect flood flows. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

d) Would the proposed project, in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project inundation?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. A seiche is a surface wave created when a body of water is 
shaken, usually by earthquake activity. Seiches are of concern relative to water storage facilities 
because inundation from a seiche can occur if the wave overflows a containment wall, such as 
the wall of a reservoir, water storage tank, dam or other artificial body of water. The project site 
is not within the inundation zone of any dams and there are no large water tanks in the area 
that could impact the proposed project site (DWR 2025). The project site is within an Area of 
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Reduced Flood Risk due to Levee (FEMA 2025). Therefore, flood hazards are low. Additionally, 
the project site is not within a tsunami zone. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

e) Would the proposed project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?  

Less-Than-Significant Impact. As previously mentioned in Section 3.10(b), the proposed project 
would not affect groundwater and therefore would not obstruct implementation of a 
sustainable groundwater management plan. The proposed project would comply with existing 
local, regional, and State regulations and would not obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. 

XI. Land Use and Planning 
Would the project: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) Physically divide an established 

community?  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b) 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?  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project physically divide an established community?  

No Impact. The project site is within a developed high school campus. All construction activities 
and proposed improvements would occur within the site boundaries and would not create new 
land use barriers or disrupt the physical arrangement of the surrounding community. Therefore, 
no impact would occur. 

b) Would the proposed project 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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No Impact. The proposed project would not alter or modify the site’s current land use or involve 
any physical improvements inconsistent with the existing land use of the project site. Therefore, 
no impact would occur. The proposed project’s potential to conflict with applicable policies and 
regulations relevant to other environmental topics are addressed throughout this Initial Study. 

XII. Mineral Resources 
Would the project:  

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
a) Result in the loss of availability of a 

known mineral resource that would be a 
value to the region and 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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the proposed project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be a value to the region and the residents of the state? 

No Impact. In 1975, the State legislature adopted the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act 
(SMARA). This designated Mineral Resources Zones (MRZ) that were of statewide or regional 
importance. According to the California DOC’s Mineral Land Classification Map, the project site 
is within an “Urban Area” and is not within an MRZ. This classification indicates that the land is 
unlikely to be used for mineral resource extraction due to urbanization or planned land uses 
that conflict with mining activities. As such, there are no indications that the project site 
contains significant mineral deposits or has a likelihood of containing significant mineral 
deposits (DOC 2025e). The proposed project would not require the extraction of minerals. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource and no impact would occur. 

b) Would the proposed project 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? 
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No Impact. The project site is within a developed high school campus, and the City of San 
Jacinto General Plan does not identify the project site as having a locally important mineral 
resource. There are no mines located within the City of San Jacinto (DOC 2025f) and there are 
no active oil wells in the City. The nearest oil well is located in the City of Hemet, approximately 
3.75 miles southwest (CalGEM 2025). Therefore, no impact would occur. 

XIII. Noise 
Would the project result in: 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-
Than-

Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b) Generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of 
a private airstrip or 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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

The analysis in this section is based in part on information provided in Appendix C, Noise 
Fundamentals, of this Initial Study. 

Noise is defined as unwanted sound and, when overexposed, is known to have several adverse 
effects on people, including hearing loss, speech and sleep interference, physiological 
responses, and annoyance. Based on these known adverse effects of noise, federal, state, and 
local governments have established criteria to protect public health and safety and to prevent 
the disruption of certain human activities, such as classroom instruction, communication, or 
sleep. Noise modeling was prepared by PlaceWorks in February 2025 and is summarized herein 
and included as Appendix C. Additional information on noise and vibration fundamentals and 
applicable regulations are contained in Appendix C. 
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Environmental Setting  
The noise environment in the vicinity of the project site is primarily influenced by traffic noise 
from North Ramona Boulevard, North State Street, and Tiger Lane. Existing school, commercial, 
and residential activities within the project area also contribute to the existing noise 
environment. Based on the City of San Jacinto General Plan Noise Impact Study Exhibit H, 
Existing Roadway Noise Level Contours, the project site is within the 60 dBA CNEL noise contour 
(MD Acoustics 2022).  

Sensitive Receptors  
Certain land uses are particularly sensitive to noise and vibration. The City of San Jacinto 
General Plan Noise Element identifies residential uses (e.g., single- and multi-family, mobile 
homes), hospitals, nursing homes, assisted living hotels, motels, mixed use, churches, schools, 
libraries, and museums as noise sensitive. There are sensitive receptors, including residences, to 
the north, west, and south of the campus. The closest residences to the campus are single-
family homes along North Ramona Boulevard, approximately 100 feet west of the nearest 
proposed disturbance area on the project site. 

Applicable Standards 

State Regulations 

The State of California regulates freeway noise, sets standards for sound transmission, provides 
occupational noise control criteria, identifies noise standards, and provides guidance for local 
land use compatibility. State law requires that each county and city adopt a general plan that 
includes a noise element prepared according to guidelines adopted by the Governor’s Office of 
Planning and Research. According to these guidelines, the purpose of the noise element is to 
“limit the exposure of the community to excessive noise levels.” However, as a result of the 
Supreme Court decision regarding the assessment of the environment’s impacts on projects 
(California Building Industry Association (CBIA) v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
(BAAQMD), 62 Cal. 4th 369 (No. S 213478), December 17, 2015), it is generally no longer the 
purview of the CEQA process to evaluate the impact of existing environmental conditions on 
any given project. As a result, though noise from existing sources is taken into account as part of 
the baseline, the direct effects of exterior noise from nearby noise sources relative to land use 
compatibility of a future project is typically no longer a required topic for impact evaluation 
under CEQA. Generally, no determination of significance is required with the exception of 
certain school projects, projects affected by airport noise, and projects that would exacerbate 
existing conditions (i.e., projects that would have a significant operational impact). 
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City of San Jacinto Municipal Code  
The District does not have noise standards and relies on the City of San Jacinto’s regulations 
with respect to noise, which are included within the General Plan Noise Element and the Noise 
Ordinance of the Municipal Code, Chapter 8.40, Noise Control. 

Section 8.40.050 Stationary noise source standards, exterior and interior. 

A. The following noise standards for maximum allowable noise level due to stationary noise 
sources shall apply to all development and infrastructure projects, unless otherwise 
specifically indicated (Table 9 Stationary Noise Source Standards, Exterior and Interior, 
dBA): 

Table 9 Stationary Noise Source Standards, Exterior and Interior, dBA 

Type of Land Use 

Allowed Equivalent Noise Level, dBA Leq
2 

7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. 
Exterior Interior Exterior Interior 

All single-family residential properties 65 45 45 40 
All multifamily residential properties and 
mobile home parks 65 45 50 40 

All commercial property 65 45 60 40 
The residential portion of mixed-use 
properties 70 45 70 40 

All manufacturing or industrial properties and 
all other uses 70 -- 70 -- 

Source:8.40.050 of the SJMC. See Appendix C. 
Notes:  
1. If the ambient noise level exceeds the resulting standard, the ambient noise level shall be the standard. 
2. Measurements for compliance are made on the affected property pursuant to Section 8.40.160. 
3. It is unlawful for any person at any location within the incorporated area of the city to create noise, or to allow 
the creation of any noise on property owned, leased, occupied, or otherwise controlled by such person, which 
noise causes the noise level, when measured at any location on any other property, to exceed either of the 
following: 
The noise standard for the applicable zone for any fifteen (15) minute period; 
A maximum instantaneous (single instance) noise level equal to the value of the noise standard plus twenty (20) 
dBA for any period of time (measured using A-weighted slow response). 
4. In the event the ambient noise level exceeds the noise standard, the maximum allowable noise level under 
such category shall be increased to reflect the maximum ambient noise level. 
5. The residential portion of mixed-use properties standard shall apply to that portion of residential property 
falling within one hundred (100) feet of a commercial property or use if the noise originates from that 
commercial property or use. 
6. If the measurement location is on a boundary between two different types of land uses, the lower noise level 
standard applicable to types of land uses shall apply. 
dBA Leq = Energy-Average (Leq) Sound Levels.  
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