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d) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 

zones, would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or 

downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

changes? 

No Impact. According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire’s San Bernardino County Fire 

Hazard Severity Zones in LRA Map, the City of Victorville is not located in or near a State responsibility 

area nor is the City designated as a very high fire hazard severity zone (VHFHSZ) in the local responsibility 

area (LRA).29,30 Therefore, the project would not impair or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 

response or evacuation plan. No impact would occur.  

 
 

29 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Fire Hazard Severity Zones, accessed August 15, 2025, 
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones. 
30 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, State Responsibility Area (SRA) Viewer, accessed August 
2025, https://gis.data.cnra.ca.gov/apps/CALFIRE-Forestry::state-responsibility-area-sra-viewer/explore.  

https://gis.data.cnra.ca.gov/apps/CALFIRE-Forestry::state-responsibility-area-sra-viewer/explore
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5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than Significant 
Impact with Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially 

degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause 

a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 

animal community, substantially reduce the number 

or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 

animal or eliminate important examples of the major 

periods of California history or prehistory? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 

limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 

incremental effects of a project are considerable 

when viewed in connection with the effects of past 

projects, the effects of other current projects, and 

the effects of probable future projects)? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which 

will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 

Discussion 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to 

drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 

substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 

eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biological 

Resources, after implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-4, the proposed project 

would result in less than significant impacts to biological resources. Similarly, as discussed in Section 5.5, 

Cultural Resources, after implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1, the proposed project would result 

in less than significant impacts to archaeological resources. In addition, as discussed in Section 5.7, 

Geology and Soils, after implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, the proposed project would result 

in less than significant impacts to paleontological resources.  

Therefore, the proposed project would not potentially degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
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below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 

restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major 

periods of California history or prehistory. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation 

incorporated. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 

when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, 

and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if the project, in conjunction with related 

projects proposed for development in the City of Victorville, would result in impacts that are less than 

significant when viewed separately but would be significant when viewed together. When considering the 

proposed project in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects in 

the vicinity of the project site, the proposed project does not have the potential to cause impacts that are 

cumulatively considerable. As detailed in the above discussions, the proposed project would not result in 

any significant and unmitigable impacts in any environmental categories. In all cases, the impacts 

associated with the project are limited to the project site or are of such a negligible degree that they 

would not result in a significant contribution to any cumulative impacts. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As analyzed in Section 5.3, Air Quality; Section 5.8, Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions; and Section 5.13, Noise, the project would result in less than significant impacts relative to air 

quality, GHG emissions, and noise. Accordingly, the project would not result in environmental effects 

which would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Impacts 

would be less than significant in this regard.
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6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS 

6.1 Victor Elementary School District 

Joe Pont, Director of Facilities, Transportation, Maintenance & Grounds 

Victor Elementary School District 

12219 2nd Avenue 

Victorville, CA 92395 

6.2 Michael Baker International 

IS/MND 

Bob Stark, AICP, Principal-in-Charge 

Melissa Whittemore, Project Manager 

Alicia Gonzalez, Quality Control Reviewer 

Nicole Marotz, AICP, LEED AP, Senior Environmental Planner 

Haley Walker, Environmental Planner 

Audrey Tamayo, LEED Green Associate, Environmental Planner 

Ana Cotham, Technical Editor 

Connor Lance, GIS Specialist 

Biological Resources Assessment and Focused Burrowing Owl Survey Report 

Marisa Flores, Biology Project Manager 

Stephen Anderson, Senior Biologist 

Cultural and Paleontological Resources Assessment 

James Daniels, PhD, RPA, Principal Investigator/Senior Archaeologist 

Rachel Garcia, MA, Associate Archaeologist 

Vehicle Miles Traveled Screening Assessment 

 Jacob Swim, TE, Senior Transportation Planner 

6.3 Vista Environmental 

Air Quality, Energy, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impact Analysis  

Greg Tonkovich, INCE, Principal 

Noise Impact Analysis  

Greg Tonkovich, INCE, Principal 

6.4 Fenagh Engineering and Testing 

Geotechnical Investigation and Geohazard Report  

Scott T. Prince, PE, Project Engineer 

Emil Rudolph, GE, Geotechnical Engineer  



° Conceptual Site Plan
Figure 3

TRACK AND FIELD PROJECT AT CHALLENGER SCHOOL OF SPORTS AND FITNESS
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
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