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1.1

SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Background

This Second Addendum to the Certified Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the
General Plan 2025 Program has been prepared by the City of Riverside (“City””) in conformance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, § 21000 et seq.)
(“CEQA”), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., Title 14, Chapter 3 § 15000 et seq.) and
the City of Riverside CEQA Resolution No. 21106, to address minor changes to the General Plan
2025 Program (“Program”) (as defined below) as a result of the Magnolia Avenue widening,
rehabilitation and beatification project (“Magnolia Avenue Project”). Those changes are a minor
General Plan amendment to the Circulation Element and minor modifications to the Draft
Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan.

The City is proposing to improve and beautify Magnolia Avenue from Buchanan Avenue to Tyler
Street to meet transportation demands, improve safety and enhance aesthetics of the area. The
Conceptual Plans for Magnolia Avenue Improvements from Buchanan Street to Tyler Street
prepared by VA Consulting in June 2008 (see Appendix A), illustrates the project elements,
described as follows:

1. Street Improvements

a. Acquire right-of-way (ROW) and temporary construction easement (TCE) from
portions of a number of parcels, as described in Table 1 (Parcels for ROW
Acquisitions and TCE).

b. Widen the following five locations to provide dedicated right turn lanes:

i.  Eastbound approach of Magnolia Avenue at the intersection with La Sierra

Avenue to provide dedicated right turn lanes for vehicles turning southbound;

ii.  Eastbound approach of Magnolia Avenue at the intersection with Tyler Street to
provide dedicated right turn lanes for vehicles turning southbound;

iii. ~ Westbound approach of Magnolia Avenue at the intersection with Buchanan
Avenue to provide dedicated right turn lanes for vehicles turning northbound;

iv.  Westbound approach of Magnolia Avenue at the intersection with Banbury Drive
to provide dedicated right turn lanes for vehicles turning northbound;

v.  Northbound approach of Buchanan Avenue at the intersection with Magnolia
Avenue to provide a dedicated right turn lane for vehicles turning eastbound onto
Magnolia Avenue.

c. Improve Magnolia Avenue at the SR-91 interchange

i.  Widen both sides of Magnolia Avenue to provide auxiliary lanes for the SR-91
interchange, as follows:
1. The northern side of Magnolia Avenue would be widened from Halladay
Avenue to a point approximately 500 feet east of Fillmore Street; and
2. The southern side would be widened from Pierce Street to a point
approximately 700 feet east of Fillmore Street.
ii.  Construct sidewalks on both sides of Magnolia Avenue to connect the sidewalks
on the east side of SR-91 to the sidewalks on the west side of SR-91.
Construction of the sidewalks under SR-91 would require retaining walls.
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Improve Magnolia Avenue between Skylark Drive and Banbury Drive, as follows:

i.  Reduce width of the median between Skylark Drive and Banbury Drive.
ii.  Increase the number of lanes in each direction from two to three.
iii.  Improve left turn lanes to increase safety and pocket lengths.
iv.  Relocate the power pole at Polk Street.

Construct additional median improvements along Magnolia Avenue, as follows:

i.  Increase the left turn pocket length at the median east of Golden Avenue.
ii.  Increase safety in the median west of Golden Avenue.
iii.  Add dual left turn lanes and increase the left turn pocket lengths at both medians

at Pierce Street.

project area.

f.  Construct four bus bays and nine bus pads along Magnolia Avenue throughout the

Additional improvements include constructing curb ramps, driveways, cross gutters,

and chain link fences.

Also the project would relocate or adjust to grade the

following utilities: street lights, water meters, water valves, backflow preventer.
Finally, the project would rehabilitate entire roadway by cold milling and overlaying
with asphalt pavement.

Table 1
Parcels for Right-of-Way (ROW) Acquisitions and Temporary Construction Easements (TCE)
General Plan Zoning Existing Land | TCE ROW
APN Address . . q 5 Acquisition
Designation Designation Use (sf) (sf)
Business and
132-020-022 | 11880 Magnolia Ave. | Commercial (C) Manufacturing vacant 1,563 -
Park (BMP)
11812, 11820, 11840, Business and
132-020-023 11850 & 11860 Commercial (C) Manufacturing commercial 1,571 -
Magnolia Ave. Park (BMP)
11728, 11740, &
11748 Magnolia . Business and business and
132-020-019 Ave.; 3773, 3751, & Business/Office Manufacturing manufacturing 540 873
3741 Merced Dr.; Park (B/OP) Park (BMP) park
11731 & 11741
Sterling Ave.
Business and vacant w/
142-201-006 | 11789 Magnolia Ave. | Commercial (C) Manufacturing patchy 956 710
Park (BMP) vegetation
Business and vacant w/
142-201-005 | 11781 Magnolia Ave. | Commercial (C) Manufacturing patchy 1,230 574
Park (BMP) vegetation
Business and vacant w/
142-201-004 | 11765 Magnolia Ave. | Commercial (C) Manufacturing patchy 900 420
Park (BMP) vegetation
Business and
142-201-003 ;}[Z;Oﬁ;iz/? Commercial (C) Manufacturing commercial 3,204 1649
) Park (BMP)
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Table 1
Parcels for Right-of-Way (ROW) Acquisitions and Temporary Construction Easements (TCE)
. . ROW
APN Address Gen?ral lflan Z.onmg. Existing Land | TCE T o
Designation Designation Use (sf) (sf)
High Density Multiple-Family new
142-210-062 | 11547 Magnolia Ave. Residential Residential (R-3- condominiums 2,254 704
(HDR) 1500)
. Multiple-family
132-020-035 | 11590 Magnolia Ave. | . MXed Use- 1 p i dential (R-3- vacant 1,881 471
Village (MU-V) 1500)
11470, 11480, 11490 . .
’ ’ ’ . Multiple-family
11500, 11510, 11540 Mixed Use- . .
132-020-036 & 11550 Magnolia Village (MU-V) Residential (R-3- vacant 4,940 42
1500)
Ave.
. Single-family
3608 & 3668 Mixed Use- . .
132-020-033 Fillmore Ave. Village (MU-V) Remd;:r(;ggl) (R-1- vacant 2,556 —
11150, 11160, 11170 . .
’ P Mixed Use- Commercial .
132-053-007 & 111925\6/:Iagn011a Urban (MU-U) Retail (CR) commercial 800 -
. Mixed Use- Commercial .
132-053-038 | 11140 Magnolia Ave. Urban (MU-U) Retail (CR) commercial 2,239 -
. Mixed Use- Commercial .
132-053-008 | 11120 Magnolia Ave. Urban (MU-U) Retail (CR) commercial 918 -
. Mixed Use- Commercial .
132-053-040 | 11110 Magnolia Ave. Urban (MU-U) Retail (CR) commercial 1,055 -
3800, 3802, 3804,
3812, 3814, 3816,
3818, 3820, 3822,
3824, 3826, 3828,
3830, 3832, 3834, Mixed Use- Commercial .
142-240-039 1 3036 3838, 3840, | Village (MU-V) |  Retail (CR) commercial | 3,033
3844, 3848, 3850,
3856, 3860, 3862,
3864, 3868 & 3870
La Sierra Ave.
11050, 11060, 11064, . .
138:020-094 | 11066, 11070 & Ulr\ﬁ:;e?w[[ﬁeﬁ) (EJ:;TEFES?}I) commercial | 1,232
11080 Magnolia Ave. )
10909, 10911, 10913,
10915, 10917, 10919,
10921, 10925, 10929,
10933, 10935, 10937,
10941, 10943, 10945, Mixed Use- Commercial .
142-261-007 110947 10949, 10957, | Village (MU-V) Retail (CR) commercial | 2,278
10959, 10961, 10963,
10969, 10971, 10973
& 10975 Magnolia
Ave.
. Mixed Use- Commercial .
143-180-020 | 10471 Magnolia Ave. Village (MU-V) Retail (CR) commercial 780 -
10445 & 10461 Mixed Use- Commercial .
143-180-021 Magnolia Ave. Village (MU-V) Retail (CR) commercial | 382
. Mixed Use- Commercial .
143-180-022 | 10411 Magnolia Ave. Village (MU-V) Retail (CR) commercial 424 -
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Table 1
Parcels for Right-of-Way (ROW) Acquisitions and Temporary Construction Easements (TCE)
. < ROW
APN Address Gene.sral lflan Z_onlng. Existing Land | TCE Acquisition
Designation Designation Use (sf) (sf)
10350 & 10380

Magnolia; 3760, Commercial

138-100-016 3764, 3766, 3768, Commercial (C) Retail (CR) commercial 1,065 ---
3780, 3782, 3784 &
3790 Tyler Street.
. . Commercial .
138-100-020 | 10300 Magnolia Ave. | Commercial (C) Retail (CR) commercial 1,677
2. Beautification Improvements

The beautification portion of the Magnolia Avenue Project would provide new median
landscaping for the Magnolia Avenue medians from Buchanan Avenue to Banbury Drive in
conjunction with the roadway improvements as shown in the Magnolia Avenue Median
Conceptual Plan prepared by RHA, Inc., in June 2008 (see Appendix B). The existing
medians can be divided by width into a wide section and a narrow section. The proposed
beautification improvements consist of two similar designs, each reflecting the different
median widths and incorporating a water-wise design using appropriate plant materials,
hardscape, and irrigation elements.

The wider section between Buchanan Avenue to Golden Avenue follows the intent of the
guidelines of the Draft Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan’s La Sierra District, which strives to
restore the historic grandeur of Magnolia Avenue and create a western gateway into the City.
In accordance with the guidelines, the median’s citrus planting would be expanded at each
end of the median in the stretch between Buchanan Avenue to Fillmore Street. To further
enhance the citrus heritage of the La Sierra area, a replica of the Gage Canal would be
constructed at each median nose in addition to the citrus planting. Historic elements such as
smudge pots, concrete irrigation stand pipes and propeller-type wind machines would be
installed as public artwork.

The La Sierra District recommends that the median planting be simplified by utilizing one
type of tree. Southern Magnolia is proposed based on its flowering character, historic value,
and use within the median in other areas. The ground under the Magnolia trees would be
planted with drought tolerant turf and shrubs.

The narrower section between Golden Avenue and Banbury drive is designed to reflect the
guidelines of the Draft Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan’s Galleria District. The design would
maintain a single row of Magnolia trees down the center of the median with an accent tree
planting of Pink Tabebuia and under-planting of Day Lily at each intersection.

Both designs represent a vision of the Draft Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan while being
sensitive to current water conservation needs. The designs propose utilizing colorful low to
medium usage shrubs in addition to turf to reduce overall water use. The irrigation system is
designed with high efficiency rotary nozzles for turf and landscape drip lines for shrub areas.
A 4-foot wide oversized maintenance band of masonry block keeps the irrigation system a
significant distance away from the curb edge further reducing water overspray into the street;
saving water and preventing water related pavement failure.
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1.2

1.3

All existing median palm trees are proposed to be relocated off-site per the recommendations
of the La Sierra and Galleria Districts’ guidelines. In the event that the palm tree relocation is
cost-prohibitive, a long-term phasing plan may be necessary to address strategies for removal
and possible relocation of these trees. Existing Magnolia trees would be preserved if
possible, but the new median geometrics would require removal of many existing trees. This
would be mitigated with the installation of new box-size Magnolia grandiflora and Tabebuia
trees.

3. General Plan Amendment

Currently the Circulation Element of the General Plan 2025 Master Plan of Roadways
(General Plan Figure CCM-4) designates Magnolia Avenue as a 120-foot wide Arterial
Roadway. However, “Note No. 1” of the Figure CCM-4 and the Circulation Element text
proposes that Magnolia Avenue be built to only four lanes, except where six lanes exist (near
Tyler Street). Also more specifically, Circulation Element Policy CCM-3.1 limits Magnolia
Avenue to four travel lanes south and west of Arlington Avenue while maintaining the six-
lane right-of-way (i.e. maintaining additional right-of-way to accommodate future transit,
such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)).

This proposed General Plan Amendment involves a text change to the Circulation Element
(including a change to Note 1 of the CCM-4 — Master Plan of Roadways) to reflect that
Magnolia Avenue would be planned and built as a six lane arterial for the portion of
Magnolia Avenue westerly of Harrison Street and built to four-lanes easterly of Harrison
Street. The proposed amendment would not result in any changes to the ultimate street right-
of-way under the existing Master Plan of Roadways, but instead would involve reducing the
width of existing medians to add additional travel lanes. As such, the proposed amendment
does not preclude future transit, such as BRT.

Lead Agency and Discretionary Approvals

This Addendum documents the City’s consideration of the potential environmental impacts
resulting from the minor changes to the Program as a result of the Magnolia Avenue widening,
rehabilitation and beatification project resulting in a General Plan amendment and minor
modification to the Draft Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan and explains the City’s decision that a
subsequent EIR is not required. The City of Riverside is the lead agency and has approval
authority over the Program and changes that are included as part of this project.

Documents Incorporated by Reference

Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines encourage environmental documents to incorporate
by reference other documents that provide relevant data and analysis.

The following documents are hereby incorporated by reference within this Addendum, and all of
these documents are considered part of the Final PEIR.

o Certified Final Program Environmental Impact Report — City of Riverside General Plan
2025 Program, Certified Final Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse
#2004021108, Volumes I, Il & 111, Certified November 20, 2007.

o Addendum To The Certified Final Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) For The
General Plan 2025 Program, adopted February 24, 2009.
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1.4

1.5

e General Plan 2025, adopted November 20, 2007.

o General Plan 2025 Implementation Plan, adopted November 20, 2007.
e Zoning Code, adopted November 27, 2007.

o Subdivision Code, adopted November 27, 2007.

o Amendment to the Noise Code, adopted November 27, 2007.

e Citywide Design and Sign Guidelines adopted November 20, 2007.

These documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of Riverside
Community Development Department — Planning Division.

CEQA Requirements for Use of an Addendum

When a lead agency has already prepared an EIR, CEQA mandates that "no subsequent or
supplemental environmental impact report shall be required by the lead agency or any responsible
agency, unless one or more of the following events occurs: (a) substantial changes are proposed
in the project which will require major revisions of the environmental impact report; (b)
substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is being
undertaken which will require major revisions in the environmental impact report; (¢) new
information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the environmental
impact report was certified as complete, becomes available" (Cal. Pub. Res. Code, § 21166). State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 clarifies that a subsequent EIR or supplemental EIR is only
required when "substantial changes" occur to a project or the circumstances surrounding a
project, or "new information" about a project implicates "new significant environmental effects"
or a "substantial increase in the severity of previously significant effects."

When only some changes or additions to a previously certified EIR are necessary and none of the
conditions described in Public Resources Code Section 21166 or Section 15162 of the State
CEQA Guidelines calling for the preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR are met,
CEQA allows the lead agency to prepare and adopt an addendum. (State CEQA Guidelines, §
15164(a).)

Previous analysis of environmental impacts has been conducted for the Program, including an
Initial Study, a draft PEIR, and a Certified Final PEIR (“Final PEIR”).

Summary of Analysis and Findings

Based upon the environmental checklist prepared for the Magnolia Avenue Project (Section 3)
and supporting checklist responses (Section 4), other than the minor changes to the Program in
reference to the project, no further clarification or additional explanation is warranted, beyond the
analysis contained in the Final PEIR. The environmental effects associated with the changes in
the Magnolia Avenue Project do not require additional analysis beyond the analysis previously
prepared and distributed in the Final PEIR.

Pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of Riverside finds that only
minor modifications are required to the Circulated Final PEIR and that none of the conditions
described in Public Resources Code Section 21166 or Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines

6
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requiring preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. More specifically, the
City of Riverside has determined that:

e The primary basis for the changes to the Program is to improve traffic conditions and
aesthetically enhance Magnolia Avenue; thereby reducing environmental traffic impacts and
improving roadway level of service (LOS).

e There are no substantial changes to the project that would require major revisions of the Final
PEIR for the Program, due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of impacts identified in the Final PEIR.

e No substantial changes have occurred in the circumstances under which the project is being
undertaken that will require major revisions of the Final PEIR to disclose new significant
environmental effects or that would result in a substantial increase in the severity of the
impacts identified in the Final PEIR. However, the traffic model for the Program was a
program level model based upon data collected in 2003. A more recent corridor specific
model taken in 2008, looking at the area between Tyler Street and the westerly City limit,
indicates a revised projection of 39,400 vehicles per day where the General Plan 2025 model
only predicted 37,500 vehicles per day. The difference is a level of service (LOS) at 4 lanes
in 2025 of F or a LOS at 6 lanes in 2025 of C. This newer data does not substantially change
the circumstances of the Final PEIR but rather provides information that supports the
Magnolia Avenue Project which will improve the LOS on Magnolia Avenue between Tyler
Street and the westerly City limit.

e There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known at the time that
the previous Final PEIR for the Magnolia Avenue Project was circulated, indicating that:

- The Magnolia Avenue Project will not have one or more significant effects not
previously discussed in the Final PEIR;

- There are no impacts that were determined to be significant in the previous Final PEIR
that would be substantially more severe.

- There are no additional mitigation measures or alternatives to the project that would
substantially reduce one or more of the significant effects identified in the previous Final
PEIR; and

- There are no additional mitigation measures or alternatives which were rejected by the
project proponent that are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous
Final PEIR that would substantially reduce any significant impact identified in the Final
PEIR.
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2.2

SECTION 2
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Project Description

Changes to the Program description as noted in the Final PEIR are not necessary due to the minor
non-substantive changes proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project.

The Program still remains as the adoption and implementation of the following programmatic
land use planning documents:

1. Comprehensive update of the City of Riverside General Plan.
2. Comprehensive update of the City of Riverside Zoning Code (Title 19 of the Municipal Code
of the City of Riverside) and the rezoning of properties to reflect new zone names and to

respond to General Plan land use designation changes in focus areas Citywide.

3. Comprehensive update of the City of Riverside Subdivision Code (Title 18 of the Riverside
Municipal Code of the City of Riverside).

4. Amendment to the Noise Code (Title 7 of the Municipal Code of the City of Riverside).

5. Adoption of the Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan.

6. Adoption of Citywide Design and Sign Guidelines.

See Chapter 3 of Volume II of the Final PEIR for a complete project description.
Environmental Setting

The City’s Planning Area for the Program encompasses approximately 143 square miles and
includes a broad array of land uses, ranging from high-density residential, and commercial to
semi-rural to agricultural.

The City of Riverside is located in western Riverside County and is bounded on the north by the
unincorporated Riverside County communities of Rubidoux and Jurupa and the cities of Colton
and Rialto (San Bernardino County), on the east by Riverside County and the City of Moreno
Valley, to the south by unincorporated Riverside County, and to the west by the Riverside County

and the cities of Norco and Corona.

See Chapter 4 of Volume II of the Final PEIR for a complete description of the environmental
setting.

Magnolia Avenue Project Setting

The General Plan land use designations and zoning designations for the properties on the north
and south side of Magnolia Avenue in the project area are described in Table 2 (Land Uses and
Zoning on Adjacent Properties).
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Table 2
Land Uses and Zoning on Adjacent Properties
Street Segments General l.’lan I.Jand Use Zoning

Designations
North side of Magnolia Avenue, from west to east
Buchanan Street to Pierce Business/Office Park (B/OP) Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)
Street Commercial (C) Commercial Retail (CR)

Single-family Residential (R-1-7000)

Pierce Street to Golden High Density Residential (HDR) Multiple-Family Residential (R-3-1500)

. Office (O)
Avenue Commercial (C)

Commercial Retail (CR)
Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)

Golden Avenue to La Sierra | High Density Residential (HDR) Multiple-Family Residential (R-3-1500)
Avenue Mixed Use-Village (MU-V) Commercial Retail (CR)

La Sierra Avenue to Polk Mixed Use-Village (MU-V) Commercial Retail (CR)

Street
Mixed Use-Village (MU-V)

Polk Street to Tyler Street . Commercial Retail (CR)
Commercial (C)

East of intersection of Magnolia Avenue and Tyler Street

Northeast of intersection Commercial (C) Commercial Retail (CR)

Southeast of intersection ?é)fr{nér)lermal Regional Center Commercial Retail (CR)

South side of Magnolia Avenue, from west to east

];:;zz?nan Street to Pierce Business/Office Park (B/OP) Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)
High Density Residential (HDR) Single-family Residential (R-1-7000)

Pierce Street to Golden Commercial (C) Multiple-Family Residential (R-3-1500)

Avenue Business/Office Park (B/OP) Multiple-Family Residential (R-3-2000)
Mixed Use-Village (MU-V) Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)

Medium Density Residential
Golden Avenue to La Sierra | (MDR)
Avenue High Density Residential (HDR)

Single-family Residential (R-1-7000)
Multiple-Family Residential (R-3-1500)

Mixed Use-Urban (MU-U) Commercial Retail (CR)
. Single-family Residential (R-1-7000)
Ié?r‘as;tena Avenue fo Polk Mixed Use-Urban (MU-U) Commercial Retail (CR)
Commercial General (CG)

Polk Street to Tyler Street Mixed Us.e—Urban (MU-U) Commercial Retail (CR)

Commercial (C)
West of intersection of Magnolia Avenue and Buchanan Street
Northwest of intersection Business/Office Park (B/OP) Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)
Southwest of intersection ?ﬁgl}g;n Density Residential Business and Manufacturing Park (BMP)
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e

PROJECT
SITE

Source: VA Consulting, June 2008
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SECTION 3
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
L Aesthetics
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic [] [] X
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, ] ] X
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building within a
state scenic highway?
¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual ] ] 2
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or ] ] X

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?
1L Agriculture 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 Department of Conservation as an optional model to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, L] L] X
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?

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

III. Air Quality

The following responses are based on the air quality data provided in Appendix c of this
document. The air quality data includes an air quality assessment methodology, existing regional
and local air quality data, and air emissions calculations.

[
[
X

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

project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of [] [] X
the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute ] ] X

substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

11
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Environmental Issues

New More
Significant Severe
Impact Impacts

No Substantial
Change From
Previous
Analysis

¢) 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 (including releasing emissions,
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

L] L]

0 O
0 O

X

X X

Iv.

Biological Resources
Would the project:

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 Game
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, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

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 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?

Cultural Resources
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
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No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique L] L] X

paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those ] ] X
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

VI Geology and Soils

Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as ] ] X
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?

¢) 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 ] ] X
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

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

VIIL. Hazards And Hazardous Materials

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or L] L] X
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

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

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

R |
R |
X XX XX
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No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
d) Be located on a site which is included on a ] ] X
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?
e) For a project located within an airport land ] ] X

use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private ] L]
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically ] ]
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant ] ]
risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

VIIIL.

Hydrology and Water Quality
Would the project:

a) During project construction, will it create or L] L]
contribute runoff water that would violate
any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements, including the terms
of the City's municipal separate stormwater
sewer system permit?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or ] ]
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage ] ]
pattern of area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river,
in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage ] ]
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner, which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?
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No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
e) Create or contribute runoff water which L] L] X

would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures, which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

0 O
0 O

X X

IX.

Land Use and Planning
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

c¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural communities
conservation plan?

L]
L]

XX

Mineral Resources
Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of 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?

XIL.

Noise
Would the project:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive ground borne vibration or ground
borne noise levels?

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?
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No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase L] L] =

in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport land ] ] X
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?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private ] L] X
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

XII.

Population and Housing
Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an L] L] X
area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g.,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing ] ] X
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people ] ] =
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

XIII.

Public Services

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:

a) Fire Protection?

b) Police Protection?

¢) Schools?

d) Parks?

e) Other public facilities?

XIV.

Recreation

I |
I |
X XXXXX

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational ] ] X
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities, which
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?
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Environmental Checklist

substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

L]

No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
XV. Transportation/Traffic
Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is L] L] X

L]

XX

XVI.

Utilities and Service Systems
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

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

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?
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degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or 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.)

¢) Does the project have environmental effects,

which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

No Substantial
New More Change From
Significant Severe Previous
Environmental Issues Impact Impacts Analysis
XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance
a) Does the project have the potential to L] L] X
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Based upon the evidence in light of the whole record documented in the attached environmental
checklist explanation and cited incorporations:

[l

Y

I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an earlier CEQA
document. The amended project is a component of the whole action analyzed in the
previous CEQA document.

I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an earlier CEQA
document. Minor additions and/or clarifications are needed to make the previous
documentation adequate to cover the project which are documented in this addendum to
the earlier CEQA document (CEQA § 15164).

I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an earlier CEQA
document. However, there is important new information and/or substantial changes have
occurred requiring the preparation of an additional CEQA document (ND or EIR)
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 through 15163.
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SECTION 4
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
Aesthetics
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-d). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
with adherence to and implementation of the General Plan Policies, MM Aes 1, and City
standards related to streetlights, it was found that the Program potential aesthetic impacts
would be reduced to below a level of significance. One of the primary purposes of the
Magnolia Avenue Project is to improve the aesthetics of Magnolia Avenue, restore its
historic grandeur, reflect the City’s citrus heritage, and create a western gateway into the
City. The Magnolia Avenue Project would include specific design elements that
illustrate the City’s roots in the citrus industry, which was flourishing in the City as early
as the 1880s. For example, between Buchanan Avenue and Fillmore Street, the median’s
citrus planting would be expanded at each end of the median, and a replica of the Gage
Canal would be constructed at each median nose in addition to the citrus planting.
Historic elements such as smudge pots, concrete irrigation stand pipes and propeller-type
wind machines would be installed as public artwork.

Note that as part of the aesthetic improvements to Magnolia Avenue, all existing median
palms are proposed to be relocated off-site. In the event the palm tree relocation is cost-
prohibitive, a long-term phasing plan may be necessary to address strategies for removal
and possible relocation of these trees. Existing Magnolia trees would be preserved if
possible, but the new median geometrics would require removal of many existing trees.
This would be mitigated with the installation of new box-size Magnolia grandiflora and
Tabebuia trees. As such the Magnolia Avenue Project would have a less than
significant impact directly, indirectly and cumulatively aesthetically. These changes do
not change the analysis previously performed in the Final PEIR or increase the impacts
on aesthetics.

Agricultural Resources

a)

b)

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?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?
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No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-c). As indicated in the Final PEIR
for the Program, the Program required a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
impacts associated with the conversion of land under Williamson Act Contract indirectly;
the conversion of agricultural uses to non-agricultural use through redesignations which
do not allow for agricultural uses; the designation for other than agricultural uses on
Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, and Unique Farmland and the
overall decline of agriculture in the region. The Magnolia Avenue Project does not
increase or significantly change the impacts on agricultural resources as no agricultural
resources exist within or near the Project area.

Air Quality

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

c) 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 (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-e). URBEMIS Air Quality Model
Runs were prepared by Ultra Systems Environmental on February 25, 2009 (Appendix
C) for the Magnolia Avenue Project. The model runs determined that the Magnolia
Avenue Project would not adversely change the estimated emissions associated with the
overall Program.

Air quality impacts from the Magnolia Avenue Project can be divided into two types:
short-term impacts and long-term impacts. Short-term impacts are associated with
construction activities, and long-term impacts are those resulting from the continued
operation of the proposed uses and the associated increase in vehicular trips from the
proposed use. The SCAQMD developed CEQA Regional Significance Thresholds when
evaluating potential significant air quality impacts. It is appropriate for the City to use
SCAQMD thresholds since the City is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB),
which is under the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD.

Short-term (Construction) Impacts

Construction of the proposed project would generate temporary, short-term emissions of
various air pollutants. Construction emissions can be distinguished as either on-site or
off-site. On-site air pollutant emissions during construction would principally consist of
exhaust emissions from heavy-duty construction equipment, and fugitive particulate
matter from earthwork and material handling operations. Off-site emissions would result
from truck delivery of construction materials and hauling of construction debris, and
workers commuting to and from the project site. Pollutant emissions would vary from
day to day depending on the intensity and type of construction activity.
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The Magnolia Avenue Project construction activities would involve removal of existing
infrastructure, grading, trenching, installation of new infrastructure, and paving and
finishing. Since detailed construction design information was not available at the time
this document was prepared, the construction emissions were estimated using
construction schedule and equipment usage for a typical roadway widening construction
project. For purpose of this analysis, the project anticipates:

e A maximum of six pieces of construction equipment, operating simultaneously in a
given day; and

e A maximum of five truck trips per day, occurring for soil hauling, and/or for
materials delivery.

On-site and off-site emissions of criteria pollutants from construction activities were
estimated using the construction module of URBEMIS2007 (see Appendix C).
Equipment exhaust emissions were determined using the URBEMIS2007 default values
for horsepower and load factors. Estimated emissions from the proposed project
construction are shown in Table 3 (Maximum Daily Construction Emissions) and are
compared with the SCAQMD thresholds of significance. Note that the emission
estimates do not take into account emission reductions per implementation of typical
fugitive dust control measures that would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule
403.

Table 3
Maximum Daily Construction Emissions

Pollutant Emission (Ibs/day)

voc NOx co PM;, PM;;
Maximum Daily Construction 4.65 33.43 18.21 5.63 2.75
Emissions
SCAQMD Significance
Thresholds 75 100 550 150 55

As shown in Table 3, maximum daily construction emissions would be below the
SCAQMD significance thresholds for all criteria pollutants. Air quality impacts
associated with the proposed project construction would be temporary and less than
significant.

Long-term (Operational) Impacts

The proposed street improvement project is designed to meet transportation demands,
improve safety and enhance aesthetics of the area. Operation of the proposed project
would not generate new stationary or mobile sources of emissions, and therefore would
not contribute to an increase in criteria pollutants. In fact, because the project would
improve traffic circulation, it would have a beneficial impact on air emissions. No long-
term air quality impacts would occur.

GHG Emissions

During construction, the main source of GHG emissions would be the combustion of
fossil fuels by construction equipment diesel engines. The only GHG the
URBEMIS2007 model considers is carbon dioxide (CO2), and CO2 emissions from
construction activities were estimated at 3,260.80 Ibs/day (1.63 tons/day) for the duration
of project construction (see Appendix C). Construction equipment also emits small
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amounts of other GHGs, such as methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N20); however,
these are relatively minor compared to the CO2 emissions, and the CO2 emissions are
assumed to representative of all construction-related GHG emissions. The SCAQMD has
not established significance thresholds for GHGs. Given the short-term nature of project
construction, GHG impacts associated with project construction would be less than
significant.

The project is a roadway widening project designed to improve existing and forecasted
future traffic circulation. Thus, operation of the proposed project would not generate new
stationary or mobile sources of emissions; rather, it would have a beneficial impact on the
emission of GHG. No long-term GHG impacts would occur.

For the overall Program, as indicated in the Final PEIR (§7.5.3), even with the
implementation of mitigation measures MM Air 1 — MM Air 12, previously included in
the Final PEIR air quality impacts resulting from the proposed project will be reduced,
but potential impacts are still significant. A Statement of Overriding Consideration was
approved for the long- and short-term air emissions, including criteria pollutants and
global warming gases. Analysis of the proposed Magnolia Avenue Project indicate that
this change to the Program does not increase or significantly change the impacts on air
quality as previously analyzed.

Biological Resources

a)

b)

d)

e

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

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

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

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?

Conflict with any local applicable policies protecting biological resources?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other applicable habitat conservation plan?
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a)

b)

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-f). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
with adherence to and implementation of MM Bio 1, General Plan policies, and
compliance with existing regulations, the Project’s potential biological impacts were
reduced to below a level of significance.

The change to the Program by the Magnolia Avenue Project will affect APNs 132-020-
035 and -036 which are located in a Burrowing Owl Survey Area. The Magnolia Avenue
Project would temporarily occupy a 6,821 square feet (0.16 acre) narrow strip of land
along the northern edge of APNs 132-020-035 and -036 for temporary construction
easements and would use a 513 square foot (0.01 acre) very narrow strip of land (0 to 4
feet wide) for permanent acquisition for the Magnolia Avenue Project. This would result
in potential impacts to burrowing owls. To reduce potential impacts, mitigation measure
MM Biological 1 would require pre-construction burrowing owl surveys in accordance
with current California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and current Burrowing
Owl Consortium guidelines. With incorporation of this mitigation, impacts to burrowing
owls would be less than significant.

In addition, the Magnolia Avenue Project would affect a number of existing trees, the
removal and/or relocation of trees would be consistent with all applicable federal, state,
and local policies and regulations related to the protection of biological resources and tree
preservation. Specifically:

o The Magnolia Avenue Project is required to comply with Riverside Municipal
Code Section 16.72.040 establishing the MSHCP mitigation fee and Section
16.40.040 establishing the Threatened and Endangered Species Fees.

e The Magnolia Avenue Project would be required must to follow the City of
Riverside Urban Forest Tree Policy Manual, which documents guidelines for the
planting, pruning, preservation, and removal of all trees in City rights-of-way.
The specifications in the Manual are based on national standards for tree care
established by the International Society of Arboriculture, the National Arborists
Association, and the American National Standards Institute.

e The Magnolia Avenue Project would follow the landscape guidelines of the Draft
Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan for the La Sierra and Galleria Districts.

Although the project would relocate and/or remove existing trees, it will comply with
existing applicable federal, state, and local policies and regulations, including the Urban
Forest Tree Policy Manual. Therefore, impacts will be less than significant.

None of these proposed changes to the Program will increase impacts on biological
resources beyond that which has already been analyzed under the PEIR.

Cultural Resources

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined
in §15064.5?

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

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

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-d). The Final PEIR evaluated
impacts to cultural resources from the Project. With adherence to and implementation of
MM Cultural 1 — MM Cultural 6, General Plan policies, as well as adherence to standard
Federal, State and City regulations, the impact to cultural resources was found to be less
than significant.

Cultural Resources

For the Magnolia Avenue Project a Cultural Resources Survey of Historic Resources
(Appendix E) was prepared by the City of Riverside on May 5, 2009 to determine if the
project area qualifies for historic designation at a local, state or national level. Magnolia
Avenue and affected properties with structures 50 years or older were evaluated. The
survey concluded that the proposed project area of Magnolia Avenue does not qualify for
historic designation at the federal, state or local level as the project area of Magnolia
Avenue between Tyler Street and Buchanan Avenue was never included in the original
section landscaped by the Riverside Land and Irrigating Company in 1877. Today the
designated Landmark section of Magnolia Avenue extends from Arlington Avenue to
San Rafael Way. The project area is not contiguous to the Landmark portion of Magnolia
Avenue, nor does it resemble the original design and landscaping laid out by the
Riverside Land and Irrigating Company. The proposed traffic and landscape
improvements do not eliminate any historically significant aspect of the roadway or
adversely affect the designated Landmark section of Magnolia Avenue.

Right-of-way acquisitions and temporary construction easements will affect several
properties identified in Table 1 of this document. Among the properties listed in Table 1,
a property located at 11759 Magnolia Avenue (APN 142-201-003) is occupied by a
house believed to be 50 years or older (City building permit records do not indicate when
the house was built). Given its estimated age, the property and house was evaluated for
historical significance as part of the City’s Cultural Resource Survey. The survey
concluded that the house is currently being used as a business and because its setting has
been significantly altered it does not qualify for historic designation at the federal, state
or local level.

Therefore, the Magnolia Avenue Project does not cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource as defined in § 15064.5.

Archaeological Resources

Based on what is known of the histories of local Native American groups and previously
recorded archaeological sites, significant archeological resources are known to exist
within the City. Construction of the Magnolia Avenue Project could cause disturbance
and/or the destruction of known significant archaeological resources, as defined in the
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5 as noted in the Cultural Resources Report. A records
search at the Eastern Information Center (EIC), University of California, Riverside, for
archeological resources was prepared by Bai "Tom" Tang, Principal Investigator at CRM
Tech and is attached as Appendix D. The records search found that no archaeological
sites have been previously recorded within 1,000 feet of the segment of Magnolia Avenue
between Buchanan Street and Tyler Street. While no known archeological resources
were identified in the records search, mitigation measure MM Cultural 1 and 2 would
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reduce project related adverse impacts to archeological resources and sites containing
Native American human remains that may be inadvertently discovered during
construction. Through implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (MM Cultural
1 and 2) per the GP 2025 FPEIR, impacts to archeological resources directly, indirectly
and cumulatively as a result of the Magnolia Avenue Project can be reduced to a less than
significant level.

Human Remains

Where construction is proposed in undeveloped areas, disturbance on vacant lands could
have the potential to disturb or destroy buried Native American human remains as well as
other human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Consistent
with State laws protecting these remains, sites containing human remains must be
identified and treated in a sensitive manner. In the event that Native American human
remains are inadvertently discovered during project-related construction activities, there
would be unavoidable significant adverse impacts to Native American resources, but
implementation of the Cultural Resources Mitigation Measures 1 and 2 would reduce
impacts to human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries, to a less
than significant level.

With the implementation of General Plan Program Mitigation Measures the proposed
changes of the Magnolia Avenue Project do not change the analysis of the Final PEIR in
anyway and do not increase or change the impacts on cultural resources.

VL. Geology and Soils

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Expose people or structures to 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?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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?

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

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-e). The Final PEIR prepared for the
Project evaluated impacts related to geology and soils. With adherence to and
implementation of the General Plan policies, existing regulations and Codes, the Project’s
potential geologic impacts will be reduced below a level of significance at the
programmatic level. The proposed changes of the Magnolia Avenue Project do not affect
this analysis and do not increase or change the impacts on geology and soils.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Would the project:

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 Section 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 for people residing or working in the project area?

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

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

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving

wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a - h). The Final PEIR analyzed the
potential for in impacts related to hazardous materials, airport hazards, wildland fire
hazards, and emergency responses. With adherence to and implementation of General
Plan policies and MM Haz 1 — MM Haz 3, the Project’s impacts related to hazardous
materials, airport hazards, wildland fire hazards, and emergency responses were found to
be less than significant at a programmatic level.

The Magnolia Avenue Project involves roadway improvements. The construction of the
roadway improvements have the potential to create a hazard to the public or environment
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through the routine transportation, use, and disposal of construction related hazardous
materials as the project would include the delivery and disposal of hazardous materials
such as fuels, oils, solvents, and other materials. These materials are typical of materials
delivered to construction sites.

Existing federal and state laws adequately address risks associated with the transport of
hazardous materials. The California Department of Transportation is mandated to
implement the regulations published as the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 49,
commonly referred to as 49 CFR. With regard to the transportation of hazardous
materials and wastes, these regulations govern the manufacture of packaging and
transport containers; packing and repacking; labeling; and the marking of hazardous
material transport. Any transport of hazardous materials to the project site would be
subject to the federal and state regulations described above. As well, the City of
Riverside Fire Department has the authority to inspect on-site uses and to enforce State
and federal laws governing the storage, use, transport, and disposal of hazardous
materials and wastes.

Oversight by the appropriate federal, state, and local agencies, and compliance with
applicable regulations related to the handling, storage and disposal of hazardous materials
ensures a less than significant impact directly, indirectly and cumulatively through the
implementation of standard State and federal requirements and City ordinances protecting
the public or the environment from the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials.

The proposed changes of the Magnolia Avenue Project would not increase or
significantly change impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials and would not
result in the potential for any additional hazards to the public or the environment that
have not already been evaluated and mitigated to a level of less than significant in the
Final PEIR.

Hydrology and Water Quality

a)

b)

d)

During project construction, will it create or contribute runoff water that would violate
any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, including the terms of the
City's municipal separate stormwater sewer system permit or waste discharge
requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the

alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
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e

g

h)

J)

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?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would impede or redirect

flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a — j). The Magnolia Avenue Project
would construct roadway and landscaped median improvements that would add 110,000
square feet of impervious surfaces (e.g. pavement) and 6,000 square feet of pervious
surfaces (e.g. landscaping), resulting in a net increase of 104,000 square feet (2.4 acres)
of impervious surface and a net increase in total surface runoff.

It is noted that a review of the National Flood Insurance Rate Map (Community Panel
Number 06065C0715G dated August 28, 2008) and Figure 5.8-2 -- Flood Hazard Areas
of the Final PEIR, shows that the Magnolia Avenue Project site is not located within or
near a 100-year flood hazard area. However, it is located within a 500-year flood hazard
area and subject to dam inundation from the Lake Mathews Dam, Harrison Dam, and
Mockingbird Canyon Dam. In the event of a dam failure, first flow waters are expected
to reach the site in 20 to 110 minutes, depending on the dam. However, the project is a
roadway improvement project and would not involve the construction of super structures
such as bridges or buildings. Furthermore, the Magnolia Avenue Project would improve
existing roadways that are already subject to the same level of risk from flooding and
dam inundation. Therefore, relative to the existing setting, the Magnolia Avenue Project
would not increase risk from flooding, or dam inundation; therefore, impacts from the
500-year flood would be less than significant.

As indicated in the Final PEIR, adherence to and implementation of the General Plan
policies, as well as adherence to standard Federal, State and local regulations, mitigated
potential hydrology and water quality impacts at the General Plan level to the degree
feasible. The precise reduction in pollutant reduction could not be quantified, however.
Further, at General Plan level of review, no other feasible mitigation existed to
completely avoid such impacts because, despite the implementation of BMPs and other
measures, small amounts of pollutants may have impacted impaired water bodies. For
this reason, both direct and cumulative impacts to water quality were found to be
significant.

In addition, the Final PEIR found that potential significant environmental impacts could
result if one of the nine dams located within the Planning Area failed. Although
compliance with State Civil Code Section 1103 — 1103.4 would notify those potentially
affected when real estate changes owners, it would not reduce the impact. Also, new and
existing developments may add small amounts of pollutants to runoff into the Santa Ana
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River and San Jacinto River, which are impaired receiving waters and as such the impacts
related to exceeding water quality standards or waste discharge requirements related to
implementation of the General Plan as a whole are considered significant. Therefore,
potential impacts due to the General Plan 2025 remained significant and unavoidable
with respect to catastrophic dam failure.

A Statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted for these impacts, and the
Magnolia Avenue Project does not change the analysis previously prepared in the Final
PEIR. The changes proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project do not increase the
impacts on hydrology and water quality.

Land Use and Planning

a)
b)

Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
Jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to a general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-c¢). Currently the Circulation
Element of the General Plan 2025 Master Plan of Roadways (Figure CCM-4) designates
Magnolia Avenue as a 120-foot wide Arterial Roadway. However, “Note No. 17 of the
Figure CCM-4 — Master Plan of Roadways and the Circulation Element text proposes
Magnolia Avenue to be built to four lanes, except where six lanes exist (near Tyler
Street). Also, more specifically, Circulation Element Policy CCM-3.1 limits Magnolia
Avenue to four travel lanes south and west of Arlington Avenue while maintaining the
six-lane right-of-way (i.e. maintaining additional right-of-way to accommodate future
transit, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)).

The project proposes to establish Magnolia Avenue as a 6-lane arterial roadway, from
Harrison Street to the westerly City limit, so as to meet transportation demands, improve
safety, and enhance aesthetics of the area. The changes to Magnolia Avenue are
necessary to accommodate increases in traffic on Magnolia Avenue (see
Transportation/Traffic).

In addition to amending the General Plan 2025, the Draft Magnolia Avenue Specific Plan
will also be amended to reflect the Magnolia Avenue Project. Changes to the Specific
Plan include: 1) minor text revisions; 2) change to Policy 2.1; 3) change to Figure 5.8B —
Roadway Cross-Sections with Potential Buildout — Magnolia Avenue between Jones
Avenue and Burge Avenue; 4) change to Figure 6.1 — La Sierra District Streetscape; and
5) add Figure 6.1 b — La Sierra District Streetscape.

The General Plan Amendment and Specific Plan changes would be consistent with the
overall goals and policies of the General Plan. Objectives CCM-2 and CCM-6 as well as
Policy CCM-2.2 state the City’s intent to build a transportation system that meets the
City’s needs while minimizing environmental impacts, including air quality impacts.
Policy CCM-2.3 describes the minimum levels of service on arterial streets, such as
Magnolia Avenue. If the Magnolia Avenue Project were not implemented, then it is

30



General Plan 2025 Program — Second Addendum to Certified Final PEIR Discussion of Environmental Evaluation

XI.

forecasted that Magnolia Avenue would not meet the City’s needs, would not achieve the
minimum level of service identified for arterial roadways, and would generate increased
air quality impacts resulting from idling vehicles. Policies CCM-2.2 and 2.8 emphasize
the importance of aesthetic considerations along roadways. The project would support
these policies in that it would include significant enhancements to the medians to create a
western gateway to the City and to reflect the City’s citrus heritage. In sum, the General
Plan Amendment would support the overall goals and policies of the General Plan better
than maintaining Magnolia Avenue in its current state of a mixed 4-lane and 6-lane
arterial roadway, as is currently stated in the General Plan.

As indicated in the Final PEIR, with adherence to and implementation of General Plan
policies, impacts related to land use and planning that were found to be less than
significant. The changes proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project will not change this
analysis or increase or significantly change the impacts on land use and planning.

Mineral Resources

a)

b)

Noise

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

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?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a, b). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
implementation of the General Plan would not physically disrupt or prohibit the mining
of state-designated areas, and impacts were found to be less than significant. The
changes proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project will not change this analysis or
increase or significantly change the impacts on mineral resources.

Would the project result in:

a)

b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground
borne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project

expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-f). At the project level, the
proposed Magnolia Avenue Project would improve Magnolia Avenue to meet
transportation demands, improve safety and enhance aesthetics of the area. It would not
introduce new stationary and/or mobile noise sources upon its operation, and therefore
would not change ambient noise environment in the vicinity. The Magnolia Avenue
Project involves the widening of Magnolia Avenue by 4 feet to provide an auxiliary lane
for the SR-91 interchange near 11547 Magnolia Avenue (APN 142-210-062), which is
zoned for multifamily residential uses and developed with condominiums. Although
traffic noise would potentially move 4 feet closer to the onsite sensitive receptors in the
residences, the noise level increase would be minimal and not perceptible. Therefore,
impacts from the Magnolia Avenue Project would be less than significant.

Although short-term, construction related activities are the most common source of
groundborne noise that could affect occupants of neighboring uses throughout the City.
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) uses a peak particle velocity (PPV) of 0.2 inch
per second as the vibration damage threshold for fragile buildings and a PPV of 0.12 inch
per second for extremely fragile historic buildings. The FTA criterion for infrequent
ground-borne vibration events (less than 30 events per day) that may cause annoyance is
83 vibration decibels (VdB) for institutional land uses with primarily daytime use.

The FTA has published standard vibration levels for construction equipment operations.
The calculated root mean square (RMS) velocity level expressed in VdB and PPV for
construction equipment at distances of 50, 75, and 100 feet are listed in Table 4
(Vibration Levels of Construction Equipment).

Table 4
Vibration Levels of Construction Equipment
PPV RMS PPV RMS PPV RMS
Equipment at S0 ft at 50 ft at 75 ft at 75 ft at 100 ft at 100 ft
(in/sec) (VdB) (in/sec) (VdB) (in/sec) (VdB)
Large Bulldozer 0.0315 81 0.0171 73 0.0111 69
Loaded Truck 0.0269 80 0.0146 72 0.0095 68
Jackhammer 0.0124 73 0.0067 65 0.0044 61
Small Bulldozer 0.0011 52 0.0006 44 0.0004 40

Source: FTA. 2006. Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment. May. Chapter 12.

As shown in Table 4, the vibration levels of construction equipment would be below the
FTA damage threshold of 0.12 inch per second PPV for fragile historic buildings at a
distance of 50 feet. In addition, since it is not expected that heavy equipment, such as
large bulldozers or loaded trucks, would operate close enough to any residences, the
project’s construction would not generate groundborne vibrations that would cause
human annoyance (considering the FTA threshold of 83 VdB). Therefore, the
construction impact would be less than significant.

For the Program a thorough noise analysis was presented in the Final PEIR. The changes
proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project would not involve any activities that would
increase noise associated with the Program or change this analysis.

As analyzed in the Final PEIR, the General Plan would create noise that would affect new

and existing sensitive receptors. Most of the noise is anticipated to come from increased

traffic as a result of increased population. Policies incorporated into the General Plan
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reduce this impact, but most would only benefit new receptors rather than existing
receptors. Existing receptors will be exposed to increased noise levels that exceed
General Plan noise standards and represent a permanent and substantial increase. The
mitigation measures MM Noise 1 — MM Noise 6, adopted as part of the General Plan,
substantially lessen these impacts; however, the exact degree of noise reduction was not
feasibly quantifiable at the time of approval of the General Plan. Therefore, these
impacts remained significant and unavoidable, and a Statement of Overriding
Consideration was adopted.

Population and Housing

a)

b)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-c). The Magnolia Avenue Project
level, the project would not displace existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere. As described in Table 1, the Magnolia Avenue Project
would involve the permanent acquisition of small portions of a number of parcels and
would also use portions of parcels for temporary construction easements (TCEs). Several
of these parcels are zoned and designated by the General Plan Land Use map for
residential or mixed uses.

The Magnolia Avenue Project would acquire small portions of three parcels zoned for
residential or mixed uses: APNs 132-020-035, 132-020-036, and 142-210-062. APNs
132-020-035 and -036 are currently vacant. Because the Magnolia Avenue Project would
acquire only narrow slivers of land on the edges of the properties where they adjoin
Magnolia Avenue, development of the Magnolia Avenue Project would not preclude the
future development of residential units on these two parcels. The third parcel (APN 142-
210-062) was recently developed with condominiums. The Magnolia Avenue Project
would acquire a 704 square foot strip of land that is approximately four feet wide into the
property; however, it would not necessitate the removal of any residential units.

Regarding TCE, the project would use portions of 14 parcels identified by the General
Plan Land Use map for residential or mixed uses for TCEs. Of the 14 parcels, all but one
is currently developed with commercial uses or is vacant. Only APN 142-210-062 is
developed with a residential use. On APN 142-210-062, the TCE would extend
approximately 10 feet into the property along the property’s edge with Magnolia Avenue
and the SR-91 west bound onramp, for a total of 2,254 square feet (0.05 acre) of TCE.
As with the permanent acquisition, the TCE would be located in the setback of existing
residences, but it would not necessitate the removal of any residential units.

Thus, the Magnolia Avenue Project would not displace existing housing, necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere and impacts would be less than
significant.
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At the Program indicated in the Final PEIR, impacts remain significant and unavoidable
related to population growth due to the General Plan. A Statement of Overriding
Considerations was adopted. The changes proposed by the Magnolia Avenue Project do
not change this analysis or increase or significantly change impacts to population and
housing.

XIll. Public Services

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services.

a)
b)
¢
d)

e

Fire Protection?

Police Protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-e). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
the impacts related to increased services for fire, police, schools, parks and libraries were
found to be less than significant because of the General Plan policies, existing regulations
which require funds from new development to pay their fair share toward impacts and

implementation of MM PS 1 — MM PS 2. The Magnolia Avenue Project does not
change this analysis or increase or significantly change impacts to public services.

XIV. Recreation

a)

b)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a, b). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
with adherence to and implementation of MM Rec 1 and 2, General Plan Policies, the
Park and Recreation Master Plan, the Renaissance SIP, and the collection of appropriate
Park Development Impact Fees, the General Plan’s impacts related to recreational
facilities were decreased. However, the actual construction of park and recreational
facilities to meet City requirements could not be determined with certainty. Thus, it was
considered possible that the required improvements to park and recreational facilities
would not be constructed in time to mitigate the project’s cumulative impacts to below
the level of significance. Therefore, after mitigation, it was found that the General Plan’s
cumulative impacts could remain significant, and a Statement of Overriding
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Consideration was adopted. The Magnolia Avenue Project has no impact on recreation
and therefore does not change the analysis of Final PEIR in regard to recreation.

Transportation/Traffic

a)

b)

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?
Result in inadequate parking capacity?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-f). The Magnolia Avenue corridor
is an important four-lane east-west roadway that parallels SR 91 through the City of
Riverside. It is classified as a 120-arterial, Special Boulevard on the Master Plan of
Roadway in the General Plan 2025. The traffic model for the Program was a program
level model based upon data collected in 2003. Based on the Magnolia Avenue
Improvements Traffic Analysis (Appendix F) prepared by the Public Works Department,
the Magnolia Avenue corridor is nearing or currently exceeding capacity and will
continue to exceed capacity in the future General Plan year 2025, if no improvements are
made. Looking at the area between Tyler Street and the westerly City limit, a revised
projection results in 39,400 vehicles per day where the General Plan 2025 model only
predicted 37,500 vehicles per day. The difference is a level of service (LOS) at 4 lanes in
2025 of F or a LOS at 6 lanes in 2025 of C.

The existing arterial level of service according to travel times and speeds (performance
analysis) is currently LOS D, but there are some sections of the Magnolia Avenue
corridor that perform at LOS E and LOS F under existing four-lane conditions.
Additionally, in the General Plan year 2025, the entire corridor is expected to perform at
LOS E with substantial operational deterioration within some segments.

In order to alleviate congestion and accommodate projected traffic volumes, the Public
Works Department recommends widening the Magnolia Avenue corridor to 6 lanes (3
lanes in each direction) with a dedicated bike lane in each direction from Tyler Street to
approximately Castle Oak Drive (west of La Sierra Avenue). The Magnolia Avenue
Project would also construct an auxiliary lane in each direction on Magnolia Avenue
from Pierce Street through the SR 91 interchange. After these improvements are
implemented, the Magnolia Avenue corridor would decrease rather than increase the
volume to capacity ratio and will perform at a volume to capacity and arterial LOS C.
Because the Magnolia Avenue Project would improve the level of service, impacts would
be less than significant.
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Traffic impacts were evaluated in the Final PEIR for the Program. Potential impacts
associated with traffic, design features, emergency access, inadequate parking, and
alternative modes of transportation were found to be less than significant without
mitigation.

Even with the implementation of the mitigation measures MM Trans 1 — MM Trans 2,
impacts to LOS at studied intersections citywide and impacts to the overall traffic within
the City and Sphere of Influence, were such that not all projected roadway links will be
able to accommodate the increases at LOS D or better. Where a LOS of D could not be
achieved these impacts were considered significant and unavoidable and a Statement of
Overriding Consideration was adopted. The proposed changes of the Magnolia Avenue
Project do not change this analysis or increase or significantly change impacts to
transportation/traffic. In fact, the Magnolia Avenue Project will improve the LOS on
Magnolia Avenue from Tyler Street to the westerly City limit.

Utilities and Service Systems

a)

b)

g

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

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

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs?

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a-g). As indicated in the Final PEIR,
impacts on utilities and service systems were found to be less than significant at the
programmatic level for the General Plan at the expected typical build-out levels. With
adherence to and implementation of General Plan policies, implementation tools, and EIR
mitigation measures MM UTL 1 — MM UTL 4, impacts related to water, sewer, storm
drain, energy, and telecommunications utilities and service systems caused by demand in
excess of typical project levels were found to be less than significant. Solid waste
generated by the Program at typical levels was also found to be less than significant. It
was found that solid waste generated by the Program in excess of typical levels
cumulatively could be significant if landfill capacity in the region is not increased, and, as
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such, a Statement of Overriding Consideration was adopted. The proposed changes of
the Magnolia Avenue Project do not change this analysis or increase or significantly
change impacts to utilities and service systems.

XVIl. Mandatory Findings of Significance

a)

b)

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. As indicated in the Final PEIR,
potential impacts related to habitat of fish or wildlife species as discussed in the
Biological Resources Section 7.5.4, were all found to be less than significant with
mitigation. Additionally, potential impacts to cultural, archaeological and
paleontological resources related to major periods of California and the City of
Riverside’s history or prehistory as discussed in the Cultural Resources Section 7.5.5
were also found to be less than significant with mitigation. The Magnolia Avenue
Project changes do not adversely affect this analysis or increase or significantly change
impacts to habitat of fish or wildlife species.

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)?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The cumulative effects of the
Magnolia Avenue Project were included in Section 7.6.0 and as proposed Magnolia
Avenue Project does not change this analysis or increase or significantly change the
Program’s cumulative impacts.

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Final PEIR, based on the
analysis and conclusions therein, found that implementation of the Program may have
potential impacts, directly or indirectly to human beings, with respect to agricultural
lands, air quality, noise, population and housing, and traffic. Potential direct and indirect
impacts that result from the proposed project were discussed in detail in the
Environmental Impact Analysis, Section 7.5, within each issue area, and are summarized
throughout the entire Final PEIR document. The proposed changes of the Magnolia
Avenue Project do not change this analysis or increase or significantly change the
Program’s direct or indirect effects on human beings.
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Appendix E — Historic Survey Report Prepared by the City of Riverside Planning Division — Historic
Preservation on May 5, 2009

Appendix F— Magnolia Avenue Improvements Tyler Street to Buchanan Street Analysis of Capacity,
Level of Service and Performance prepared the City of Riverside Public Works
Department on October 30, 2008.
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Appendix A

Conceptual Plan for Magnolia Avenue Improvements
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