LAND USE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Planning Division
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Project Description Vicinity Map TN
APPLICANT: LAZER BROADCASTING CORPORATION

APN: 0325-011-19

PROPQOSAL: A) CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO CONSTUCT AN Maraugs. 2 T

]
e Sarif) 246811
ot Quk Glen_

UNMANNED ~ RADIO  BROADCASTING  FACILITY,
CONSISTING OF A FREE STANDING 43 FOOT TALL
MONOPOLE AND A 100 SQUARE FOOT EQUIPMENT e
BUILDING ON 38.12 ACRES. s
B) MAJOR VARIANCE TO REDUCE THE FUEL *
MODIFICATION AREA FROM 100 FEET TO 30 FEET ON A
425 SQUARE FOOT PORTION OF 38.12 ACRES

COMMUNITY:  OAK GLEN/3RD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT

18 vy

LOCATION: PISGAH PEAK ROAD, WEST SIDE APPROXIMATELY 1.5 :
MILES NORTH OF WILDWOOD CANYON ROAD. :

PROJECTNO..  P201000215 P

STAFF: KEVIN WHITE

REP(‘S): DAVE MYLNARSKI ;

325 Hearing Notices sent on: September 7, 2012 Report Prepared By: Kevin White

PC Field Inspection Date: September 17, 2012 Field Inspected by: Comm. Kwappenberg

SITE DESCRIPTION:

Parcel Size:  38.12 acres.

Terrain: Steep Slopes greater than 30%.
Vegetation: Dense Chaparral shrub species

EXISTING LAND USES AND ZONING DISTRICT DESIGNATIONS:

AREA EXISTING LAND USE LAND USE ZONING DISTRICT OVERLAYS
Site Vacant Oak Glen/Rural Living — 20 Acre Minimum Fire Safety 1/ Low To Moderate
Lot Size. Landslide Suceptablity
i s Fire Safety 1/ Low To Moderate
t R -
North Vacan S;ksilgw ural Living — 20 Acre Minimum Landslide Suceptablity
South Vacant Oak Glen/Rural Living — 20 Acre Minimum Fire Safety 1/Low To Moderate
Lot SisE. Landslide Suceptablity
S - Fire Safety 1/ Low To Moderate
East Vacant E;kSiGZI:n.’Rura[ Living — 20 Acre Minimum Landslide Suceptablity
West Wildwood Canyon State Park City of Yucaipa, San Bernardino National N/A
Forest
AGENCY COMMENTS
City Sphere of Influence: None Not in Sphere
Yucaipa opposes
Water Service: None N/A - Unmanned
Septic/Sewer Service: None N/A - Unmanned

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: THE PLANNING COMMISSION PREVIOUSLY HEARD THIS ITEM AND
DIRECTED STAFF TO RETURN WITH FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT

In accordance with the Development Code, this action may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors.
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Vicinity Map
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Schematic Diagram
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposal (*Project”) is an application to establish an unmanned self-supporting (no
guy wires), 43-foot tall monopole and radio broadcast facility with a Conditional Use
Permit and a Major Variance to reduce the required fuel modification area. The radio
broadcast facility includes the monopole, a 100-square foot equipment shelter, a parking
space and fencing on 38.12 acres. The Major Variance would reduce the required 100-
foot perimeter fuel modification area to 30 feet. The 30 foot fuel modification area
consists of 10 feet of clearing followed by twenty feet of thinning around the monopole
and the equipment shelter. The Project site is located in the general proximity of the
intersection of Oak Glen and Wildwood Canyon Roads, west of Pisgah Peak Road, in
the Oak Glen Planning Area. The General Plan designates the Land Use District for the
Project site as OG/RL-20 (Rural Living — 20-acre minimum lot size), and the site is
within the FS-1 fire safety overlay district.

BACKGROUND:

The Lazer Broadcasting Corporation owns and operates 19 Spanish Language Radio
Stations in 10 California markets, plus one affiliated station in the Lancaster market.
The proposed Project will allow Lazer Broadcasting to vastly increase the number of
potential listeners on KXRS FM, broadcasting from Hemet, from 190,495 people to over
2 million people in portions of San Bernardino County and Riverside Counties.

The applicant previously applied for a radio broadcast facility (Original Project) on the
same parcel in 2007. The previous submittal was based on a different design, including
a lattice type tower, 140 feet in height, located lower on the hill, with a 250 square foot
equipment shelter, overhead electrical lines, and a backup generator with 500 gallon
fuel tank. The Original Project was revised to reduce the tower height to 80 feet and to
underground the electrical lines. Staff recommended approval of the Original Project
design, and on November 6, 2008, the Planning Commission conditionally approved it
by a 4-1 vote (Commissioner Collazo opposed).

The Planning Commission’s conditional approval of the Original Project was appealed
to the Board of Supervisors (BOS) and by a vote of 4-0 (Supervisor Biane absent) that
appeal was granted, thereby denying the Original Project, with prejudice (meaning a
minimum  12-month wait before resubmitting the same or substantially similar
application), on March 3, 2009. At the BOS hearing, findings were adopted to deny the
Original Project based on reasons stated in testimony provided at the BOS public
hearing, which represented the Board of Supervisors’ judgment that the Original Project
was not appropriate for the site and that the Original Project was not compatible with the
existing and future land uses in the vicinity.
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On May 6, 2010 the Project application was refiled by the applicant. The application
was modified again, reducing the height of the tower to 43 feet, changing the antenna
apparatus from a lattice tower to a monopole, eliminating the fuel tank component, and
reducing the equipment shelter to 100 sq. ft. Based largely on the previous denial of the
Original Project by the Board of Supervisors, staff recommended that the Project be
denied. The Project was heard by the Planning Commission on March 17, 2011, and
continued to May 5, 2011. At the May 5, 2011, hearing, the Planning Commission by a
3-1 vote (Commissioner Allard opposing and Commissioner Collazo abstaining)
adopted an intent to approve the Project with directions to staff to complete the required
environmental analysis and to prepare findings for approval. The matter was taken off
calendar to allow staff to comply with the Planning Commission’s directives.

ANALYSIS:

The 43-foot tall monopole is proposed to be placed on a western facing slope,
approximately 200 feet below the ridgeline. The Project will require minimal grading
(approximately 40 cubic yards) to establish a small pad for the equipment shelter and
one parking space for maintenance personnel. The shelter will be nine feet tall and will
be engineered to retain earth between four to seven feet, allowing the equipment shed
to be recessed into the hillside. The Project also includes undergrounding of
approximately 6,700 feet of electrical and telecommunication lines from a location
northeast of the Project site, to the proposed equipment shed along Pisgah Peak Road.
Undergrounding of the electrical and telecommunication lines would continue from the
equipment shed to the monopole for a distance of approximately 680 feet. The
unmanned facility will not require water or sewer service.

Around August 2010, a mockup power pole was installed by the applicant to
demonstrate the location and visibility of the proposed tower. (After this action the
project was revised to a monopole design). The applicant proposes to utilize this pole
or a pole of the same height and diameter to mount the necessary antennas to
broadcast its signal.

Aesthetics. The primary issue of controversy regarding this Project has been the
potential visual impacts of the proposed tower. A lesser visual impact is created by the
equipment shelter, but that is discussed separately under the variance sub-heading
below.

The proposed improvements can only be viewed from properties west of the site, which
primarily means the Wildwood Canyon State Park. Some portions of the improvements
may be visible from locations outside of the park, perhaps from the rear yards of nearby
homes in the vicinity.

Since 2007 when the Original Project design was filed for review, several modifications
have been made to reduce the visual impacts of the Project. They include:
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o Downsizing: Reducing the scale of the Project (height) has helped to fit the
Project more comfortably into its surroundings. The Project was reduced from a
140-foot lattice tower to a 43-foot monopole and has been moved higher in
elevation, approximately 200 feet below the ridgeline.

» Redesign: The previous Project design, a lattice tower; was redesigned as a
monopole to allow more opportunity for blending in with the natural setting.
Additionally, the equipment shelter was repositioned lower on the slope and at an
angle to decrease visibility.

e Infrastructure Design: The Project includes undergrounding electrical and
telecommunication lines.

After the May 2011 Planning Commission Hearing, the Planning Division contracted
with Lilburn Corporation to prepare a Visual Impact Assessment. The three most widely
used methodologies for evaluating visual impacts are: 1) U.S. Bureau of Land
Management’s (BLM) Visual Resource Management System; 2) U.S. Federal Highway
Administration’s (FHWA) Visual Impact Assessment Methodology; and 3) U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service (Forest Service) Scenery Management
System. The Forest Service and BLM approaches are very similar and both were
developed for establishing visual management objectives or classes for lands under the
jurisdiction of each agency.

In 2010, the applicant’s representative submitted a visual study/report which was based
on the FHWA methodology. This report concluded the previous version of the project
would not have a significant impact on scenic resources. Therefore, when discussing
the methodology for the Lilburn report, it was decided that a different analysis
methodology should be utilized, and the visual assessment method of the BLM was
selected. The report was prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines, to identify and address any potentially significant visual impacts
that may result from approval and construction of the Project, based on the following
objectives:

¢ Defining the Project and its visual setting;

e |dentifying sensitive viewpoints for assessment;

e Analyzing the baseline visual quality and character of the identified views;
¢ Depicting the visual appearance of the Project from identified views;

e Assessing the Project's impacts to those views in comparison to their baseline
visual quality and character, and;

o Proposing methods to mitigate any potentially significant visual impacts
identified.
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The report concluded the proposed Project would result in a weak level of visual
contrast, and would not be considered a significant visual impact. Upon receipt of the
report, staff completed an Initial Study/Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and
circulated the document for comments. Comments received during the public review
period resulted in minor modifications to the proposed Project which included a change
in location for the equipment shelter and proposed parking space, additional fencing
around the monopole and clarification of the amount of grading proposed. The new site
plans were resubmitted to Lilburn Corporation to determine if the changes to the Project
would result in additional impacts that could be considered significant. In preparing this
final update and review of the visual analysis, Planning staff requested that Lilburn
utilize the methodology adopted by the U.S. Forest Service.

The final conclusion of the visual analysis was that the Project would not have a
significant impact on scenic resources. The report noted that the impacts of the Project
on views of the scenic landscape are considered less than significant because very little
if any of the landscape visibility would be impacted by the Project. Although the Project
site may be visible to trail users in the Park; the analysis noted that trail users entering
the Park would experience a greater visual impact from the existing utility poles and
utility lines because of the number of poles and their heights. Therefore, although the
Project may have adverse visual effects, they are determined to be less than significant
under CEQA because of the scenic integrity of the existing environment (both distant
views and from adjacent trails) and the limited duration and visibility of Project views.

Since 2010 when the application was submitted, each of the three federal agency
methodologies have been applied to evaluate the Radio Broadcast Facility plans for the
Project site, with respect to the possible visual impacts to nearby properties, scenic
highways and vistas. The conclusions of each of the three different methodologies
were that with the implementation of mitigation measures no changes of significance
would occur.

Variance/Fire Safety. The proposed Project is located within the Fire Safety Overlay
Review Area One (FS-1), which identifies areas with moderate to steep terrain and
moderate to heavy fuel loading. The Development Code requires a fuel modification
plan to reduce fuels in a minimum 100-foot perimeter for projects located within FS-1.
The applicant requests the variance to reduce the visual impact by significantly reducing
the amount of area required to be cleared and thinned to 30 feet. This request is
supported by unique circumstances of an unmanned tower and equipment shelter
designed to multi-hour fire rated construction standards, with an internal fire
extinguishing system. The Fire Department has reviewed the proposed Project and
supports the variance proposal.
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General Plan/Oak Glen Community Plan. The Oak Glen Community Plan encourages
the County to support and to actively pursue the expansion of the Wildwood Canyon
State Park with cooperation with the Wildlands Conservancy and Yucaipa Valley
Conservancy. The Project site is adjacent to the park; however the proposed Project
would disturb only a small portion of the 38.12 acre parcel. Furthermore, the applicant
has agreed to provide an open space easement to the Wildwood Canyon Park and to
relinquish future development rights for the greater portion of the parcel not occupied by
the Project, and within the FCC guidelines and safety regulations.

Biological Resources. Biological resource investigations for the Project site were
conducted by Biological Assessment Services on four separate occasions, to determine
if there were significant biological resources on the site or the access road. Wildlife
observed on or near the site at the time of the surveys were common chaparral species,
with the exception of migratory birds overhead. The Western Fence Lizard was
common on the shoulder of Pisgah Peak Mountain Road and several Coast Horned
Lizards (a sensitive faunal species) were noted as well.

In order to reduce or eliminate direct mortality to the coast horned lizard during
construction, a mitigation measure is proposed to require pre-construction surveys of
the construction site and access road each day prior to the start of work and periodically
throughout the day during construction. Any coast horned lizards (or other wildlife
incidentally observed) found to be in harm’s way will be relocated to a safe place by a
person qualified to handle the species.

CEQA. An Initial Study was prepared in compliance with CEQA. The Initial Study
concludes that the Project would not have any adverse impacts that would be
significant, with implementation of the recommended mitigation measures. Therefore, if
the Project is approved, a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is recommended. The
Initial Study was submitted to the State Clearinghouse, for review which began on
October 28, 2011 and ended on December 9, 2011. In response to comment letters
addressing the issue of aesthetics, additional analysis of the potential visual impact of
the Project has been completed. The additional information supports the conclusions of
the Initial Study and does not require any additional mitigation measures. In
accordance with CEQA Guideline Section 15073.5, the County is not required to
recirculate a revised MND prior to adoption, because the Project changes are not
considered a substantial revision.

Public Input.  Substantial correspondence has been received expressing both
opposition and support of this proposal since the Project was refiled in 2010. The
letters and signatures submitted opposing the Project (16,000 est.) raised issues
regarding aesthetics, fire safety, biological resources, growth inducement, cultural
resources, and requests for an EIR. The letters in support of the Project (3500 est.)
noted the need for Lazer Broadcasting Corporation to increase its coverage area and
expand its listenership.
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RECOMMENDATION: At the Planning Commission meetings of March 17, 2011, and
May 5, 2011, staff originally recommended denial, based on the findings of the Board of
Supervisors when the Original Project was considered and denied. When the Planning
Commission considered this new application, at the end of the May 5, 2011, hearing the
Planning Commission adopted a notice of intent to approve the Project and directed
staff to prepare an environmental evaluation and findings supporting an approval, along
with conditions for such an approval. Therefore the following actions are recommended.

A) ADOPT the Mitigated Negative Declaration based on a finding that the Initial Study
was completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, that it has
been reviewed and considered prior to approval of the Project, and that the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the County of
San Bernardino;

B) APPROVE the Conditional Use Permit to constuct a maximum 43-foot tall lattice
tower with a radio broadcast antenna, an equipment building on a portion of 38.12
acres, subject to the Conditions of Approval;

C) APPROVE the Major Variance, to reduce the required fuel modification area to 30
feet in lieu of the required 100 feet around the perimeter of the Project structures;

D) ADOPT the Findings as contained in the Staff Report; and

E) File a Notice of Determination.

Attachments: Exhibit A: Findings
Exhibit B: Conditions of Approval
Exhibit C: 2012 Visual Assessment
Exhibit D: September 2012 Attachment to the Initial Study/MMD
Exhibit E: Initial Study
Exhibit F: 2011 Visual Assessment
Exhibit G: Correspondence
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FINDINGS: Conditional Use Permit

At the Planning Commission meetings of March 17, 2011, and May 5, 2011, staff
recommended denial of the project, based on the findings of the Board of Supervisors
when the Original Project was considered and denied. When the Planning Commission
considered this new application, at the end of the May 5, 2011 hearing, the Planning
Commission adopted a notice of intent to approve the Project and directed staff to
prepare findings supporting an approval. The following findings reflect points brought
up in testimony and discussion of the project at the May 5, 2011 hearing and current
recommendations based on the updated visual analysis.

(1)

(2)

The site for the proposed use is adequate in terms of shape and size to
accommodate the proposed use and all open spaces, parking areas, setbacks,
yards, and other required features pertaining to the application because the
project site is located on a 38.12 acre parcel and the developed portion
encompasses less than 1% of the parcel. Although the site is adjacent to the
Wildwood Canyon State Park, the proposed development will not be detrimental
to the goals of the state park as documented in three visual assessments
completed for the proposed project using the three most widely used
methodologies from the U.S. Bureau of Land Management's (BLM) Visual
Resource Management System; the U.S. Federal Highway Administration’s
(FHWA) Visual Impact Assessment Methodology; and the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service (Forest Service) Scenery Management System. .

The site for the proposed use has adequate access to the tower and the
equipment shelter, because a portion of Pisgah Peak Road, a graded, unpaved
access road transverses though the project site. This access road is adequate
for the proposed project because the project is an unmanned facility and will
require limited trips per year for maintenance. Access as required by the Fire
Safety Overlay is not necessary. Improved access (roads that are widened,
paved and less than a 14% grade) is generally required to get fire response
vehicle to the necessary locations and to provide an appropriate path of travel
that will allow residents to evacuate while fire personnel is moving to the site to
protect habitable structures. Because the proposed facility contains no habitable
structures the Fire Department has asserted that in the case of a fire in the area,
fire crews would not be sent to the location to protect the inhabitable structures
since their primary objective would be to protect lives and nearby homes.
Furthermore, the facility does not create a need for evacuation.
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(3)

(4)

The proposed use will not have a substantial adverse effect on abutting property
or the allowed use of the abutting property, since the use will not generate
excessive noise, traffic, vibration, or other disturbance, because the radio
broadcast tower is in an unmanned facility and it will not cause or have activities
or equipment that will generate excessive noise, traffic or vibration. The tower
and equipment shelter may be viewed by properties west of the project site, but
this potential visual impact will not be substantial as documented in the Scenic
Report. The project incorporates the following elements to reduce visual
impacts: a) underground power lines, b) no lights on the tower, c) facilities
painted to blend with surroundings, d) placement below ridgeline, and f)
incorporation of open space easements.

The proposed use and manner of development are consistent with the goals,
maps, policies, and standards of the General Plan and Oak Glen Community
Plan. The project is specifically consistent with the following General Plan and
Oak Glen Community Plan goals and policies:

GENERAL PLAN — Open Space Element

0S 7.6 Require that hillside development be compatible with natural
features and the ability to develop the site in a manner that preserves the
integrity and character of the hillside environment, including but not limited to,
consideration of terrain, landform, access needs, fire and erosion hazards,
watershed and flood factors, tree preservation, and scenic amenities and quality.

Project Policy Implementation: The project is required to dedicate the remaining
undeveloped acreage as an Open Space Easement. The project utilizes design
elements to reduce visual impacts, namely underground utilities, structures
painted to blend with the hillside, and location below ridgeline.

OS 7.5 Require that natural landform and ridgelines be preserved by using
the following measures:

a. Keep cuts and fills to an absolute minimum during the development of
the area.

b. Require the grading contours that do occur to blend with the natural
contours on site or to look like contours that would naturally occur.

c. Encourage the use of custom foundations in order to minimize
disruption of the natural landform.

d. Require that units located in the hillsides be so situated that roof lines
will blend with and not detract from the natural ridge outline.
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(5)

Project Policy Implementation: The monopole will require no grading. The
project is located below the ridgeline. The shelter will be engineered to retain
earth between four to seven feet, allowing the equipment shed to be recessed
into the hillside.

OAK GLEN COMMUNITY PLAN:

OG/OS 1.2 Support and actively pursue the expansion of Wildwood Canyon
State Park, including cooperation with open space community groups such as
the Wildlands Conservancy and the Yucaipa Valley Conservancy which already
own land dedicated for open space adjacent to Wildwood Canyon State Park and
have expressed interest in purchasing additional properties for open space
purposes.

AND

OG/OS 2.1 Where possible, require that open space areas set aside within
individual developments be contiguous to natural areas adjacent to the site.
Isolated open space areas within development shall be specifically discouraged,
but may be accepted if no adjacent open space areas are available.

Project Policy Implementation: The project has been required to dedicate
an open space easement to benefit the expansion and preservation of the
area surrounding Wildwood Canyon State Park

OG/CO 2.3 Require the re-vegetation of any graded surface with
suitable native drought and fire resistant planting to minimize erosion
unless other landscaping or suitable agricultural crop is approved.

Project Policy Implementation: The project has been required to re-
vegetate all previous and future disturbed areas.

There is supporting infrastructure, existing or available, consistent with the
intensity of development, to accommodate the proposed development without
significantly lowering service levels, because the project only requires the
extension of electricity which will be placed underground along Pisgah Peak
Road.
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(6)

(7)

(8)

The lawful conditions stated in the approval are deemed reasonable and
necessary to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare; because the
conditions of approval include mitigation measures to reduce impacts on the
environment, with respect to aesthetics, open space, and fire safety. Specifically,
the project will be required to re-vegetate the disturbed areas, paint the proposed
equipment to blend with the predominate background. Allow passive use of the
majority of the site for passive use by visitors to the Wildwood Canyon State
Park, and complete fuel modification to the satisfaction of the Fire Department.

The design of the site has considered the potential for the use of solar energy
systems and passive or natural heating and cooling opportunities. However,
because of the nature of the unmanned facility, the use of natural heating and
cooling is unnecessary. In addition, the use of solar energy systems could
increase the footprint and visibility associated with the project contrary to project
objectives to minimize visual impacts.

The Environmental Initial Study has been prepared in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and represents the independent
judgment of the County acting as lead agency for the project. The project will not
have a significant adverse impact on the environment with the implementation of
all the required conditions of approval and mitigation measures.
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FINDINGS: Major Variance

(1)

(2)

The granting of the Variance to reduce the fuel modification area from 100 feet to
30 feet will not be materially detrimental to other properties or land uses in the
area. The goal of the fuel modification standard is to provide greater public
safety in areas prone to wild land brush fires. The purpose of the requested
variance is to preserve the native landscape as much as possible and to
minimize the visual impacts of the project by reducing the amount of vegetation
required to be removed or thinned. Without the variance a significantly larger
portion of vegetation would have to be removed and/or thinned causing a greater
visual impact. The County Fire Department has determined that the imposition of
alternative fire protection measures will eliminate the need for 100" fuel
modification area. Conditions of approval have been determined by County Fire
to be sufficient fire protection measures for the project: the equipment structure
shall be a multiple-hour fire-rated structure that can better withstand a wild land
fire; a fire suppression system shall be installed within the equipment structure
and, a 30 foot fuel modification area.

There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable to
the subject property or to the intended use that do not apply to other properties in
the same vicinity and land use zoning district. The land use is an unmanned,
radio broadcast monopole and a multiple-hour, fire-rated, equipment shelter that
differs from a majority of the existing structures in the vicinity. The other
structures, in the same vicinity and zoning district, are mostly habitable
residential uses and/or do not have the internal fire suppression system that this
project is required to install. Imposition of a fuel modification standard would
result in an unnecessary disturbance and thinning of native vegetation and create
a visual impact.
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(3) The strict application of the land use zoning district and fire safety overlay
deprives the subject property of privileges enjoyed by other properties in the
vicinity or in the same land use zoning district. The combination of the specific
site topography and vegetation, the adjacency of the site to visual resources of
the Wildwood Canyon State Park and the unmanned status of the proposed
project creates a unique situation that is not applicable to other properties or
projects in the general vicinity that are similarly zoned. Imposition of the fuel
modification standard would result in the unnecessary removal of native
vegetation and create a visual impact. Fire Protection can be accomplished by
requiring the project to increase the fire resistance of the proposed structures by
using a multiple-hour, fire-rated, equipment shelter, and an internal fire
suppression system. Approval of the variance would allow the applicant to use
its property in a manner consistent with the established regulations, with such
minor variation, and will place the applicant in parity with other properties in the
same vicinity and zone.  Specifically there are numerous cell towers,
transmission towers and radio broadcast facilities currently in operation in the fire
safety area, that do not have fuel modification.

(4) The granting of the Variance is compatible with the maps, objectives, policies,
programs, and general land uses specified in the General Plan and any
applicable specific plan, because it allows the project to minimize visual impacts
and reduce the amount of native vegetation necessary for clearing and thinning.

(5) The Environmental Initial Study has been prepared in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and represents the independent
judgment of the County acting as lead agency for the project. The project will not
have a significant adverse impact on the environment with the implementation of
all the required conditions of approval and mitigation measures.
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Lazer Broadcasting, Inc.
Conditional Use Permit

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
Conditions of Operation and Procedures

LAND USE SERVICES/ Planning (909) 387-8311

1.

Project Approval Description. This project is approved to be constructed and operated
in compliance with the following Conditions of Approval, the approved site plan and any
other required and approved displays (e.g. landscape plan & elevations) and/or
reports. This Conditional Use Permit is approved to establish an unmanned radio
broadcast facility consisting of a free standing 43’ tall monopole, and 100 sq. ft.
equipment building on a 38.12 acre parcel.

Project Location. The project is located in the general proximity of the intersection of
Oak Glen and Wildwood Canyon Roads, east of Pisgah Peak Road. The project site is
in the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino in the Oak Glen
Planning Area and is within the 3rd Supervisorial District. The County General Plan
designates the Land Use District for the project site as OG/RL-20. APN: 0325-011-19;
Project Number. P201100215.

“Developer” Defined. The term “developer” as used in these conditions of approval for
this project and for any development of this project site, includes all of the following: the
applicant, the property owner and any lessee, tenant or sub-tenant, operator and/or
any other agent or other interested party of the subject project and/or project site
and/or any heir or any other successor in interest in the project site or project land use
by sale or by lease of all or of a portion of the project site or project land uses and/or
any other right given to conduct any land use in any or all of the project structures or
any area on the project site.

Revisions. Any proposed change to the approved use/activity on the site (e.g. from
radio tower to cell tower); or any increase in the developed area of the site or any
expansion or modification to the approved facilities, including changes to structures
building locations, elevations, signs, parking allocation, landscaping, lighting, allowable
number of occupants, (clients and/or employees); or a proposed change in the
conditions of approval, including operational restrictions from those shown either on the
approved site plan and/or in the conditions of approval shall require that an additional
land use application (e.g. Revision to an approved Action) be submitted to County
Planning for review and approval.
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5. Indemnification. In compliance with SBCC 881.01.070, the developer shall agree, to

defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the County or its “indemnitees” (herein
collectively the County’'s elected officials, appointed officials (including Planning
Commissioners), Zoning Administrator, agents, officers, employees, volunteers,
advisory agencies or committees, appeal boards or legislative body) from any claim,
action, or proceeding against the County or its indemnitees to attack, set aside, void, or
annul an approval of the County by an indemnitee concerning a map or permit or any
other action relating to or arising out of County approval, including the acts, errors or
omissions of any person and for any costs or expenses incurred by the indemnitees on
account of any claim, except where such indemnification is prohibited by law. In the
alternative, the developer may agree to relinquish such approval.

Any condition of approval imposed in compliance with the County Development Code
or County General Plan shall include a requirement that the County acts reasonably to
promptly notify the developer of any claim, action, or proceeding and that the County
cooperates fully in the defense. The developer shall reimburse the County and its
indemnitees for all expenses resulting from such actions, including any court costs and
attorney fees, which the County or its indemnitees may be required by a court to pay
as a result of such action.

The County may, at its sole discretion, participate at its own expense in the defense
of any such action, but such participation shall not relieve the developer of their
obligations under this condition to reimburse the County or its indemnitees for all
such expenses.

This indemnification provision shall apply regardless of the existence or degree of
fault of indemnitees. The developer's indemnification obligation applies to the
indemnitees’ “passive” negligence but does not apply to the indemnitees’ “sole” or
“active” negligence or “willful misconduct” within the meaning of Civil Code Section
2782.

Continuous Effect/Revocation. All of the conditions of this project are continuously in
effect throughout the operative life of the project for the use approved. Failure of the
property owner, tenant, applicant, developer or any operator to comply with any or all
of the conditions at any time may result in the County pursuing an enforcement action
that may include a public hearing and revocation of the approved land use, provided
adequate notice, time and opportunity is provided to the property owner or other party
to correct the non-complying situation.
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Expiration. This Conditional Use Permit approval shall expire and become void if it is
not “exercised” within three (3) years of the effective date of this approval, unless an
Extension of Time is granted. The permit is deemed “exercised” when either 1) the
permittee has commenced actual construction or alteration under a validly issued
Building Permit, or 2) the permittee has substantially commenced the approved land
use or activity on the project site, for those portions of the project not requiring a
Building Permit [SBCC 86.06.060]. Occupancy of completed structures and operation
of the approved exercised land use remains valid continuously for the life of the project
and the approval runs with the land, unless one of the following occurs:
» Construction permits for all or part of the project are not issued or the construction
permits expire before the structure is completed and a final inspection is approved.
» The land use is determined by the County to be abandoned or non-conforming.
» The land use is determined to be not operating in compliance with either these
conditions of approval, the County Code, or other applicable laws, ordinances or
regulations and the violation is not corrected and the land use is revoked.

PLEASE NOTE: This will be the ONLY notice given of the expiration date. The
property owner is responsible for initiation of any extension request and the granting an
extension is a discretionary action.

Extension of Time. Extensions of time to the expiration date (listed above or as
otherwise extended) may be granted in increments each not to exceed an additional
three years beyond the current expiration date. An application to request consideration
of an extension of time may be filed with the appropriate fees no less than thirty days
before the expiration date. Extensions of time may be granted based on a review of
the application, which includes a justification of the delay in construction and a plan of
action for completion. The granting of such an extension request is a discretionary
action that may be subject to additional or revised conditions of approval or site plan
modifications. (SBCC §86.06.060)

. Development Impact Fees. Additional fees may be required prior to issuance of

development permits. Fees shall be paid as specified in adopted fee ordinances.
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10. MND - NOD/CDFG Fees. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires

11.

12.

the County prepare an initial study for this project. This was completed and a Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) will be issued indicating that all impacts were found to be
mitigated below a level of significance. A Notice of Determination (NOD) of this finding
is required to be filed with a fee (currently $50).

Project Account. The Job Costing System (JCS) account number is P201000215.

This is an actual cost project with a deposit account to which hourly charges are
assessed. The developer shall maintain a positive account balance at all times. A
minimum balance of $1,000.00 must be in the project account at the time the Condition
Compliance Review is initiated. Sufficient funds must remain in the account to cover
the charges during each compliance review. All fees required for processing shall be
paid in full prior to final inspection, occupancy and operation of the approved use.
There shall be sufficient funds remaining in the account to properly fund file closure
and any other required post-occupancy review and inspection (e.g. landscape
performance).

Condition Compliance. In order to obtain construction permits for grading, building,

final inspection and tenant occupancy for each approved building, the developer shall

process a Condition Compliance Release Form (CCRF) for each respective building

and/or phase of the development through County Planning in accordance with the

directions stated in the Approval letter. County Planning shall release its holds on each

phase of development by providing to County Building and Safety the following:

e Grading Permits - a copy of the signed CCRF for grading/land disturbance and two
“red” stamped and signed approved copies of the grading plans.

e Building Permits - a copy of the signed CCRF for building permits and three “red”
stamped and signed approved copies of the final approved site plan.

e Final Inspection - a copy of the signed CCRF for final inspection of each respective
building, after an on-site compliance inspection by County Planning.
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13. Additional Permits. The property owner, developer, and land use operator are all

14.

15.

responsible to ascertain and comply with all laws, ordinances, regulations and any

other requirements of Federal, State, County and Local agencies applicable to the

development and operation of the approved land use and project site. These include:

a) FEDERAL: US Fish and Wildlife, USFS, FAA, FCC;

b) STATE: Regional Water Quality Control, South Coast Air Quality Management
District, State Fish and Game, State Fire Marshall

c) COUNTY: Land Use Services-Building and Safety/Code Enforcement, County Fire;
Public Health-Environmental Health Services.

Continuous Maintenance. The project property owner shall continually maintain the
property so that it is visually attractive and not dangerous to the health, safety and
general welfare of both the public and on-site users (e.g. employees). The property
owner shall ensure that all facets of the development are regularly inspected,
maintained and that any defects are repaired in a timely manner. Elements to be
maintained, including but not limited to, are:

e Annual maintenance and repair inspections shall be conducted for all structures,
fencing/walls, walks, parking lots, driveways, and signs to assure proper structural,
electrical and mechanical safety and a properly operating irrigation system.

o Graffiti and Debris shall be removed immediately with weekly maintenance.

e Landscaping shall be maintained in a continual healthy thriving manner at proper
height for required screening. Drought-resistant, fire retardant vegetation shall be
used where practicable. Where landscaped areas are irrigated it shall be done in
a manner designed to conserve water, minimizing aerial spraying.

e Erosion Control measures shall be maintained to reduce water run off, siltation,
and promote slope stability.

e Architectural Controls shall be enforced by the property owner to maintain
compatibility of theme, materials, unfaded colors, building mass, size and height.

Performance Standards. The approved land uses shall operate in compliance with the

general performance standards listed in the County Development Code Chapter 83.01,
regarding air quality, electrical disturbance, fire hazards (storage of flammable or other
hazardous materials), heat, noise, vibration and the disposal of liquid waste. In
addition to these, none of the following shall be perceptible without instruments at any
point outside the project boundaries at adjoining property lines:

e Odors: No offensive or objectionable odor

e Emissions: No emission of dirt, dust, fly ash, and other forms of particulate matter.

e Smoke: No smoke from any project source shall be emitted of a greater density
than that described in No. 2 on the Ringelmann Chart (as published currently by the
United States Bureau of Mines)

e Radiation: No dangerous amount of radioactive emissions.

e Toxic Gases: No emission of toxic, noxious or corrosive fumes of gases.
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16.

17.

18.

e Glare: No intense glare that is not effectively screened from view at any point
outside the project boundary.

Lighting. The glare from any luminous source, including on-site lighting shall not
exceed one-half (0.5) foot-candle at property line. No lighting is allowed on the tower.
All lighting shall be limited to that necessary for maintenance activities and shall not be
on continually for security purposes. This is to allow minimum obstruction of night sky
remote area views.

Utilities Design. No new above ground power or communication lines shall be
extended to the site. All required utilities shall be placed underground in a manner,
which avoids disturbing any existing/natural vegetation or the site appearance.

Avian_Guidelines and Monitoring: The proposed project meets all four criteria for
reducing avian mortality as recommended in the Longcore report. The tower is not
located on a peak or ridgeline; at 43 feet, it is short; it is not lighted; and it is not guyed.
Although the tower would be built within all the recommended parameters for
minimizing avian mortality resulting from accidental bird strikes, the following measures
will be implemented to further reduce avian mortality.

e The developer will follow the Fish and Wildlife Service’s “Service Interim Guidelines
For Recommendations On Communications Tower Siting, Construction, Operation,
and Decommissioning”

e If diversion devices intended to reduce avian mortality are unsuccessful, additional
mitigation measures may be suggested.

e Monitor for five years for avian mortality. All species of birds found dead around the
towers will be recorded. Tower maintenance workers will note bird mortality and
will call the project biologist to retrieve and identify dead birds.

e |If a problem of avian mortality is determined by the project biologist, additional
mitigation measures intended to reduce bird mortality will be developed. An annual
report will be submitted to the CDFG and Planning Division for each of the first five
years of operation. [Mitigation Measure BIO-2]
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19. FCC-RF Requlation Reevaluation. The applicant/operator of the radio station facility

shall operate the proposed radio equipment in strict conformance with Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) regulations at all times so as not to cause a
Public Health and Safety Hazard or nuisance to nearby properties and their radio and
television reception. If, in the future, the FCC adopts more stringent Radio Frequency
(RF) emission regulations, the applicant shall submit an application to the County of
San Bernardino to modify the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) in order to demonstrate
compliance with the revised FCC regulations. Failure by the applicant to apply for such
a review of the subject CUP to conform to the FCC approval of revised RF emission
regulations, shall subject this approval to possible revocation of the approval.

LAND USE SERVICES/ Code Enforcement (909) 884-4056

20.

Enforcement. If any County enforcement activities are required to enforce compliance
with the conditions of approval, the property owner shall be charged for such
enforcement activities in accordance with the County Code Schedule of Fees.

PUBLIC HEALTH/Environmental Health Services [DEHS] (909) 387-4666

21.

22.

Noise. Noise level shall be maintained at or below County Standards, Development
Code Section 87.0905(b). For information, call DEHS/Land Use at (909) 387-4666.

Refuse Removal. All refuse shall be removed from the premises after each visit in
conformance with San Bernardino County Code Chapter 8, Section 33.081 et seq. For
information, please call DEHS/LEA at: 909-387-4655.

COUNTY FIRE/ Community Safety (909) 386-8400

23.

24.

25.

Jurisdiction. The above referenced project is under the jurisdiction of the San
Bernardino County Fire Department herein (“Fire Department”). Prior to any
construction occurring on any parcel, the applicant shall contact the Fire Department
for verification of current fire protection requirements. All new construction shall
comply with the current Uniform Fire Code requirements and all applicable statutes,
codes, ordinances and standards of the Fire Department.

FS-1. The County General Plan designates this property as being within the Fire
Safety Review Area 1 (One) and all future construction shall adhere to all applicable
standards and requirements of this overlay district. [FO4A|]

Additional Requirements. In addition to the Fire requirements stated herein, other on
site and off site improvements may be required which cannot be determined from
tentative plans at this time and would have to be reviewed after more complete
improvement plans and profiles have been submitted to this office.
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26. PSTS Interference. Broadcasting site installation and operation of the proposed
system shall not cause harmful interference to the County’s Public Safety
Telecommunications System (PSTS). If it is determined that the system causes
harmful interference with PSTS operations the cell tower operations shall cease
immediately upon order of the Fire Chief or other County official.
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PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF GRADING PERMITS
OR LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITY
The Following Shall Be Completed

LAND USE SERVICES/ Planning (909) 387-8311

27. AQ — Dust Control Plan. The developer shall submit to County Planning a Dust

32.

33.

Control Plan (DCP) consistent with SCAQMD guidelines and a letter agreeing to

include in any construction contracts and/or subcontracts a requirement that the

contractors adhere to the requirements of the DCP. The DCP shall include these

elements to reduce dust production:

e Exposed soil shall be kept continually moist through a minimum of twice daily
waterings to reduce fugitive dust during all grading and construction activities

e Street sweeping shall be conducted when visible soil accumulations occur along
site access roadways to remove dirt dropped by construction vehicles.

e Site access driveways and adjacent streets shall be washed daily, if there are
visible signs of any dirt track-out at the conclusion of any workday.

e Tires of vehicles will be washed before the vehicle leaves the project site and
enters a paved road.

e All trucks hauling dirt away from the site shall be covered

e During high wind conditions (i.e., wind speeds exceeding 25 mph), areas with
disturbed soil shall be watered hourly and activities on unpaved surfaces shall be
terminated until wind speeds no longer exceed 25 mph.

e Storage piles that are to be left in place for more than three working days shall
either be sprayed with a non-toxic soil binder, covered with plastic or re-vegetated.

Cultural Resources. If archaeological, paleontological and/or historical resources are
uncovered during ground disturbing activities, all work in that area shall cease. A
gualified expert (e.g. archaeologist or paleontologist), as determined by County
Planning in consultation with the County Museum shall be hired to record the find and
recommend any further mitigation. If human remains are uncovered during ground
disturbing activities, the San Bernardino County Coroner shall be contacted within 24
hours of the find and all work shall halt until clearance is received. If the remains or
cultural artifacts are determined to be of Native American origin, the local Native
American representative shall be notified.

Biology Monitoring: In order to reduce or eliminate direct mortality to the coast horned
lizard during construction, a biologist will pre-survey the construction site and access
road each day prior to the start of work and periodically throughout the day during
construction. Any coast horned lizards (or other wildlife incidentally observed) found to
be in harm’s way will be relocated to a safe place. [Mitigation Measure BIO-1]
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34. Nest Disturbance Construction Months and Monitoring: To prevent the take of nesting
native bird species, all clearing and grubbing of the project site and tower construction
shall take place between August 15 and February 15. Winter site clearing and
construction will insure that nesting birds are not present and impacted. If construction
is scheduled during bird nesting season (February 15 to August 15), a qualified
biologist will survey the area within 200 feet (or up to 300 feet depending on
topography or other factors and 500 feet for raptors) of the construction activity to
determine if construction is disturbing nesting birds. If nesting activity is being
compromised, construction will be suspended in the vicinity of the nest until fledging is
complete.

[Mitigation Measure BIO-3]

35. Noise.The developer shall submit to County Planning a letter agreeing to include in any
construction contracts and/or subcontracts a requirement that the contractors adhere to
the following noise attenuation requirements:

e  All construction activities shall be limited to weekdays and Saturday between 7
am. and 7 p.m. No construction, other than interior finish work shall be
conducted any time on Sundays.

e  All construction equipment shall be muffled in accordance with manufacturer’s
specifications.

e  All stationary construction equipment shall be placed in a manner so that emitted
noise is directed away from sensitive receptors nearest the project site.

ICOUNTY FIRE/Hazardous Material Division (909) 386-8401

36. Fuel Modification Plan. A Final Fuel Modification Plan shall be submitted for review
and approval by the Fire Department that complies with the approved variance to allow
30 feet of fuel modified area in lieu of the normally required 100’ and that is otherwise
in compliance with the Fire Safety Overlay.
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PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF BUILDING PERMITS
The Following Shall Be Completed

LAND USE SERVICES/Building and Safety Division (909) 387-8311

37.

38.

Professionally Prepared Plan. Any building, sign, or structure to be constructed or
located on site will require professionally prepared plans approved by the Building and
Safety Division.

Foundation and Footings. The developer shall submit foundation plans to the County
Geotechnical Engineer for review and approval. Alternatively, the project Geotechnical
Engineer may submit a written review of the plan, but must indicate whether the plans
appear to incorporate the geotechnical recommendation for site development as
outlined in the preliminary geotechnical report. The project Geotechnical Engineer shall
also inspect and approve footing excavations prior to the pouring of concrete.
[Mitigation Measure GEO-1].

LAND USE SERVICES/ Planning (909) 387-8311

39.

40.

Painting: The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive green to blend with
the surrounding vegetation. In addition to this first layer of treatment, a second layer of
paint shall be worked in a random pattern in colors of deep olive, light sage and light
brown to further mimic a vegetative pattern or camouflage effect. The random pattern
shall be applied in a stippling or sponging in manner to avoid sharp lines. The applicant
shall submit for review and approval to County Planning suitable color ‘paint chips” to
blend the color of the proposed structures into the prevailing color of the Predominate
Viewing Background. [Mitigation Measure AES-1]

Underground Utilities: The developer shall place any required utilities underground
along Pisgah Peak Road.
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41. Fire-Resistant Landscaping. The developer shall submit for review and approval of

both County Planning and the County Fire Department (4) four copies of a landscape
plan for drought tolerant, fire resistive plants in the 10 foot, cleared, fuel modification
area. The plan shall be approved by the Planning Division and The County Fire
Department. The Landscape Plans shall be prepared by a landscape professional.
The plan shall indicate the location of all existing and proposed landscape materials.
The proposed landscaping shall be fire-resistant, and require minimal irrigation. The
proposed landscaping shall be designed to blend with the existing vegetation and
minimize visual impacts to the area of the project affected by the fuel modification plan.
[Mitigation Measure AES -3]

PUBLIC HEALTH/Environmental Health Services (909) 387-4666

42.

Acoustical Information. Submit preliminary acoustical information demonstrating that
the proposed project maintains noise levels at or below San Bernardino County Noise
Standard(s). The purpose is to evaluate potential future on-site and/or adjacent off-site
noise sources. If the preliminary information cannot demonstrate compliance to noise
standards, a project specific acoustical analysis shall be required.  Submit
information/analysis to the Division of Environmental Health Services (DEHS) for
review and approval. For information and acoustical checklist, contact DEHS at 909-
387-4666. (Specifically address noise issues for emergency generators, impact on
existing business, or adjacent properties)

COUNTY FIRE/ Community Safety (909) 386-8465

43.

44,

45.

Broadcasting Towers. Broadcasting towers that are proposed in the FS1, FS2 or FS3
Overlay Districts with a camouflaged covering [e.g. tree] shall submit two (2) sets of
plans to the Fire Department for approval. These plans shall indicate that all such
exterior camouflaged coverings shall be of an approved fire resistive material.

Broadcasting Site Buildings. The applicant shall submit for review and approval three
sets of building plans to the Fire Department. The equipment storage buildings shall
include a fire suppression system. This site is within the FS1 Overlay District and alll
such buildings shall have a fire suppression system.

Fire Suppression. The shelter shall be a pre-fabricated structure, with fire suppression
mechanisms built-in. The walls are required to have a multi-hour fire rating, and there
will be a fire suppression system that utilizes an inert gas.
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PRIOR TO FINAL INSPECTION OR OCCUPANCY
The Following Shall Be Completed

ICOUNTY FIRE/Hazardous Material Division (909) 386-8401

46.

47.

Business Emergency Plan. The operator shall submit a Business
Emergency/Contingency Plan for emergency release or threatened release of
hazardous materials and wastes or a letter of exemption. Contact office of the Fire
Marshal, Hazardous Materials Division at (909) 386-8401.

Hazardous Material Permits. The developer shall be required to apply for one or more
of the following: A Hazardous Materials Handler Permit, a Hazardous Waste Generator
Permit, an Aboveground Storage Tank Permit, and/or an Underground Storage Tank
Permit.

LAND USE SERVICES/ Code Enforcement (909) 387-8311

48.

49.

50.

Special Use Permit. The applicant shall submit for review and gain approval for a
Special Use Permit (SUP). Thereafter, the SUP shall be renewed annually subject to
annual inspections. The annual SUP inspections shall review & confirm continuing
compliance with the listed conditions of approval, including all mitigation measures.
This comprehensive compliance review shall include evaluation of the maintenance of
all CDFG reporting of avian mortality, fuel modification, camouflaging, landscaping,
screening and buffering. Failure to comply shall cause enforcement actions against
the property owners and/or project proponents. Such actions may cause a hearing or
action that could result in revocation of this approval and imposition of additional
sanctions and/or penalties in accordance with established land use enforcement
procedures. Any additional inspections that are deemed necessary by the Code
Enforcement Supervisor shall constitute a special inspection and shall be charged at a
rate in accordance with the County Fee Schedule, including travel time, not to exceed
three (3) hours per inspection.

Facility Maintenance. All required landscaping, screening, buffering, painting, and
project camouflaging shall be maintained in good standing.

Continued Compliance. Special Use Permit shall authorize and ensure continued
compliance in areas of telecommunication facility FCC-RF regulation reevaluation, site
restoration upon project abandonment, termination and co-location agreements.

45 of 324



Lazer Broadcasting Inc. / Conditional Use Permit Page 14 of 14
P201000215 / APN: 0325-011-19 Effective Date: TBD
Planning Commission Hearing: September 20, 2012 Expiration Date: TBD

LAND USE SERVICES/ Planning (909) 387-8311

51. Revegetation. The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the ridge in which
the telephone pole currently occupies. During placement of the telephone pole
vegetation was removed. The scraped area, which appears in the form of a line down
the slope, and any other areas that may be disturbed during site development shall be
revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist prior to issuance of
occupancy permits.

52. Open Space Easement: The Developer shall deed restrict the unused portion of the
38.12-acre parcel — more than 37 acres — for passive use by visitors to the Wildwood
Canyon State Park.

End of Conditions —
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION

The Project Site is located west of Pisgah Peak Road approximately 1.5 miles north of its
intersection with Wildwood Canyon within an unincorporated portion of San Bernardino County
and in the Oak Glen Planning area. The Project Site is located adjacent to the Wildwood Canyon
State Park, and is approximately 1.5 miles south of the San Bernardino National Forest (SBNF)
and is approximately % of a mile south of an existing broadcast tower (KRBQ). The Project Site
is designated as Rural Living (RL-20, 20 acre minimum lot size) and within the Fire Safety
Review Area One (FS-1) Overlay District.

The Proposed Project is a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Application submitted by Lazer
Broadcasting to construct an unmanned radio broadcast facility to include a 43-foot monopole
with attached antenna, a one-story, 10-foot by 10-foot by 9-foot high equipment shed, and a
10-foot by 20-foot parking space on an approximate 38.12-acre vacant parcel (APN: 0325-011-
19) (see Figure 2). At the site of the equipment shed, the existing slope would be cut back to
allow the equipment shed to be recessed into the hillside. The back and sides of the equipment
shed would be engineered to retain earth between four to seven feet.

The Project also includes undergrounding of approximately 6,700 feet of electrical and
telecommunication lines from a location near the existing KQRB Tower, located northeast of the
Project Site, to the proposed equipment shed to be located on the Project Site. Undergrounding
of the electrical and telecommunication lines would continue from the equipment shed to the
monopole for a distance of approximately 680 feet. Access to the Project Site is from Pisgah
Peak Road and the Project would not require any grading along Pisgah Peak Road. The Project
also includes vegetation removal and the application includes a variance to reduce the fuel
modification area from 100 feet to 30 feet. Proposed fuel modifications would include removal
of all vegetation within a ten-foot radius of the equipment shed, followed by vegetation thinning
within a 30-foot radius of the equipment shed, per San Bernardino County Fire Department
requirements. Vegetation removal and thinning would be coordinated with a County-approved

biologist.

The Proposed Project also includes a six-foot high wrought iron fence around the equipment
shed, and either a five-foot high wrought iron fence or a five-foot high, three-strand wire fence

around the monopole.
12  PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES

Certain visual impacts will be inevitable with any radio broadcasting project. In accordance with
the U.S. Forest Service Scenery Management System applied herein, reducing or minimizing
negative impacts can be achieved in a number of ways as listed below. A well-sited and designed
project will have incorporated some of the impact reduction techniques into the original
application. If there appear to be significant visual impacts resulting from the project, additional
mitigation approaches can be used. Design features that have been incorporated into the
Proposed Project include the following:

53 of 324



San Bernardino County Lazer Broadcasting Scenic Report

o Appropriate Siting: This design feature involves avoiding a site that appears very
prominent throughout a region. Selecting a site that can comfortably accommodate the
project without visually overwhelming sensitive scenic resources on or near the site and
the region as a whole is important. The site lies within the San Bernardino Mountains and
was selected based on engineering requirements and including an objective to minimize
visual impacts to the scenic landscape as a whole.

e Downsizing: Reducing the scale of the Project (height of Project) has helped to fit the
Project more comfortably into its surroundings. The Project was reduced from a 140-foot
lattice tower to a 43-foot monopole.

e Redesign: The previous Project design, a lattice tower; appearing utilitarian and industrial
in design, was redesigned as a monopole to allow for repeated design elements within the
Park (i.e., existing electrical/telephone poles) and provide more opportunity for blending
in with the natural setting. In addition the equipment shed was repositioned lower on the
slope and at an angle to decrease visibility.

o Infrastructure Design: The Project includes undergrounding electrical and
telecommunication lines.

o Color: White or metallic paint can appear industrial and introduce glare into an area. The
Proposed Project includes a wooden pole that would either be a neutral color that blends
with surrounding tones or a non-metallic, weathered gray color. The 6-foot high wrought
iron fence would also be finished with a non-metallic, neutral color to blend with the

surrounding tones.

* Minimizing Vegetation Removal: Existing vegetation should be retained to the greatest
extent possible. Clear cuts generally have negative visual impacts. The Proposed Project
includes a variance to reduce the fuel modification area from 100 feet to 30 feet.
Proposed fuel modifications would include removal of all vegetation within a ten-foot
radius of the equipment shed, followed by vegetation thinning within a 30-foot radius of
the equipment shed, per San Bernardino County Fire Department requirements.
Vegetation removal and thinning would be coordinated with a County-approved
biologist.

The Proposed Project includes a neutral pole to blend with surrounding tones or allowing
weathering to a non-glare finish and fencing to be finished with a non-metallic, neutral paint
color that would blend with surrounding tones. The pole is not required by the Federal Aviation
Administration and Federal Communication Commission to be lit for air navigation safety.

The proposed antenna would be attached to the side of the monopole in a due south or due west
direction and would begin approximately midway up the pole (about 21.5 feet above the ground)
to within one-foot below the top of the pole. The antenna would extend approximately 4.5 feet
out from the side of the pole and would have an overall length of 21 feet. The antenna would be
composed of four bent dipoles (elements) and be made of copper. Figure 3 illustrates the detail

of the antenna.
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1.3 IMPACT ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

The County of San Bernardino Land Use Services Department has determined that the U.S.
Forest Service Scenery Management System should be applied for evaluation of the Proposed
Project’s potential scenic or visual impacts even though the Project Site is not located within the
National Forest. The terminology and impact assessment guidance used herein is as
recommended by the U.S. Forest Service.

The County of San Bernardino does not have adopted guidelines for conducting visual resource
impact assessments. Instead, they rely on the thresholds of significance established in the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and act as a CEQA Lead Agency in reviewing a
project’s potential impacts to the environment. The CEQA-defined aesthetic issues of concern

are:

1. Would the proposed Project or its alternatives cause substantial, adverse effects on
a scenic vista? This is typically interpreted as - would the project features interfere with
a scenic vista by screening the vista from view or blocking access to a previously
available public viewing position, or more broadly, would the project result in adverse
effects on the visual resources within the view?

2. Would the proposed Project or its alternatives cause substantial damage to scenic
resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings, within a state scenic highway? The specific resources are first determined to
be within view of a designated scenic highway, and then a determination is made as to
whether the project blocks the views.

3. Would the proposed Project or its alternatives cause a substantial degradation of

existing visual character or quality of a site and its surroundings? The issue here is a
project’s conflict with the character of lands within critical public views or a change to
surrounding landscape features.

4. Would the proposed Project or alternatives result in a new source of substantial
light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
Specific aspects of the project that may include light or materials that could result in glare
are reviewed and then a determination is made as to whether the change is significant.

A technical approach to Aesthetics and Visual Resource Impact Assessment was developed by
Lawrence Headley & Associates (LH&A, 1988) to conform to the documentation requirements
of both NEPA and CEQA. LH&A’s approach adds a fifth threshold to the CEQA list, which is:

5. Would the proposed Project or Alternatives result in impacts not consistent with
regulations established to protect Aesthetic/Visual Resources? Whether or not a
visual impact is significant partly depends on whether it is consistent with regulations
supporting planning policies and objectives applicable to the protection of visual
resources.
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Most federal agencies have established their own NEPA regulations and guidance which are
tailored to the specific mission and activities of each agency. There are three best known and
most widely used; these are: 1) U.S. Bureau of Land Management’s Visual Resource
Management System (1978); 2) U.S. Federal Highway Administration’s Visual Impact
Assessment Methodology (1981); and 3) U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service Scenery
Management System (1974, 1995). The U.S. Forest Service and BLM approaches are very
similar and both were developed for establishing visual management objectives or classes for
lands under their jurisdiction. The FHWA methodology differs in that it focuses on the design of
highway projects that occur on lands subject to various jurisdictions by identifying and
mitigating adverse visual effects, however thresholds of significance are not defined.

Under both CEQA and NEPA methodologies, the resources being evaluated for potential
impacts are views, viewsheds, or vistas. In urban planning, for example, viewsheds tend to be
areas of particular scenic or historic value that are deemed worthy of preservation against
development or other change. Viewsheds are often spaces that are readily visible from public
areas such as from public roadways, public parks or high-rise buildings (www.wikipedia.org).

It should be noted that federal regulations conforming to the National Environmental Protection
Act (NEPA) are not binding on a project that requires environmental review only under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Proposed Project has been defined as a
project under CEQA and therefore the CEQA checklist thresholds of significance are the subject
of a visual resources assessment for the County to fulfill its role as Lead Agency.

1.4 PREVIOUS ANALYSIS

Methodologies that have been previously applied to evaluate the Proposed Project’s visual
impacts to nearby properties, scenic highways and vistas include each of the three federal agency
methodologies listed above, inclusive of this report. The conclusions of each of the three
different methodologies that were applied to evaluating the Proposed Project’s visual impacts
were that with the implementation of mitigation measures, no changes or no changes of
significance would occur. The conclusions of these federally-based methodologies may be
considered by the County when providing answers to the four CEQA questions as listed above.

1.5 SCENERY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

This Scenic Report inventories and analyzes the Proposed Project using the United States Forest
Service Scenery Management System. The Scenery Management System (SMS), developed in
1974 and updated in 1995, presents a systematic approach for determining the relative value and
importance of scenery and analyzing scenery as a manageable resource. Appendix A, at the end
of this document, includes the SMS viewpoint inventory and analysis summary of the five
viewpoints that were selected based on the Park’s trail system where the majority of hikers
would be located, within the context of achieving overall scenic resource goals and objectives of
the U.S. Forest Service. The SMS process is documented in Agricultural Handbook 701-
Landscape Aesthetics, by the United States Department of Agriculture and is described in
Appendix B of this document.
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1.6 AESTHETIC MANAGEMENT STANDARDS

The San Bernardino National Forest Land Management Plan (LMP) was revised in 2005 under
the 1982 Planning Rule, and the SMS was incorporated into the revision. The revised plan
defines a number of Plan Standards. The two standards related to scenic resources are Aesthetic
Management Standards (Part 3 Design Criteria for the Southern California National Forests:
page 6). These standards are:

e Design management activities to meet the Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIO) shown on the
Scenic Integrity Objectives Map (S9) (see Figure 4); and

e Scenic Integrity Objectives will be met with the following exceptions:

Minor adjustments, not to exceed a drop of one SIO level, are allowable with the
Forest Supervisor’s approval. Temporary drops of more than one SIO level may be
made during and immediately following project implementation providing they do
not exceed three years in duration (S10).

1.7 SCENIC INTEGRITY OBJECTIVES

Scenic Integrity refers to the alteration of the landscape created by human activities. Integrity is
stated in degrees of change from the existing landscape character (see Section 2.2 Existing
Landscape Character and Condition). Scenic Integrity Objectives are prescribed in the LMP.
The Proposed Project area does not occur within the National Forest however scattered areas of
National Forest occur approximately Y2-mile north, approximately Y%-mile southwest,
approximately ¥2-mile south, and approximately %-miles east of the Project Site.

The SIO for these areas are shown on Figure 4 and include designations of High with areas of
Moderate for the area north, Moderate with areas of High to the southwest, High with areas of
Moderate for the area south, and Moderate for the area east of the Project Site. Since certain
National Forest lands that are near the Project Site are designated as High and since the Project
Site is adjacent to a State Park, the Project Site will be considered as having a High SIO for the

purposes of this scenic inventory.

2.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

21 PROJECT SITE

The Project Site is located within the foothills of the San Bernardino Mountains west of Pisgah
Peak Road, and northwest of Wildwood Canyon and Oak Glen roads in an unincorporated area
of San Bernardino County. The Project Site is located approximately 1.5 miles south of the San
Bernardino National Forest and over one mile northwest of Oak Glen Road; a County of San
Bernardino designated Scenic Route.

The site is at an approximate elevation of 4,450 feet, and has an on-site topography consisting of
two east-west trending ridgelines that descend from a north-south ridge along the eastern
boundary of the site. The site is predominately covered in mixed chaparral and consists of
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moderate to steep slopes. Access to the site is provided by Pisgah Peak Road, a 12-foot wide,
unpaved private road.

Surrounding land uses include vacant land to the north, east, south and west, the Wildwood
Canyon State Park and portions of the City of Yucaipa to the west, and San Bernardino National
Forest land to the north and south.

In 2010, to mark the location of the Project Site and to demonstrate to viewers the scale of the
Proposed Project, a 43-foot high telephone pole was placed at the Project Site by the Applicant.
Prior to installation of the pole, the Applicant graded access from Pisgah Peak Road onto the
pole location on private property. The graded access is not visible from within the Park because
it occurs on a crest. The existing graded access would continue to be used during construction
and operation of the Proposed Project. No additional grading would be required. The current
telephone pole, or a similar replacement would serve as the monopole for the broadcasting tower
upon approval of the Proposed Project. Currently, the telephone pole (hereinafter referred to as
monopole) appears weathered and darkened from the elements.

22  WILDWOOD CANYON STATE PARK

Wildwood Canyon State Park (Park) is located west and adjacent to the Project Site in east
Yucaipa. The State Park consists of 900 acres of land and provides trails for hikers, mountain
bikers and equestrian users. As noted on its website (http://wildwoodcanyonstatepark.com), the
Park is home to wild animals, ancient oaks, wide open wildlands, and facilities including horse
corals and arenas, picnic area, and meeting area.

Portions of the Proposed Project would be visible along portions of trails within the Park. The
primary viewshed for hikers and equestrian users within the Park is northeast toward Pisgah
Peak, as a majority of the marked trails trend in this direction. Existing utility poles and wires are
located along a Park trail and are visible from the gated entrance to the Park. These poles affect
this viewshed as shown in Photograph 1 below. Rolling hills, valleys and steep slopes occur
throughout the Park with marked and unmarked trails trending generally southwest to northeast.

Residential structures located outside of the Park are visible along ridgelines from within the
Park. Recreational areas for Park users include: a horse staging area, corals, and meeting area
with picnic tables, port-a-potty, and an event/meeting building. Portions of the Park include
above-ground electrical utility poles and overhead wires that are visible at the Park entrance,
along trails, and near the horse corals.

From trails within the Park located approximately one mile west of the Project Site, the
monopole is barely visible, and is difficult to find. However, from eastern trails (i.e. North
Valley and Stintson trails) within the Park the monopole is visible due to the contrast created by
the darkened weathered wood and linear lines of the pole which stand out in contrast to the
lighter vegetation along the hills.
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Photograph 1: View from trailhead at Wildwood Canyon State Park looking northeast along Canyon Drive.

2.3 NEARBY RESIDENTIAL AREAS

During a field visit conducted on August 18, 2011, the nearby residential neighborhoods were
visited. A neighborhood determined to be nearest to the Project Site, was reviewed for potential
visual impacts from the Proposed Project. The visit included a windshield survey along Oakview
Road, Oak Grove Road and Peak Road.

From these roadways and the vantage point of a vehicle, the Project Site was not visible. Tt is
possible that the monopole and/or the 10-foot by 10-foot equipment shed may be visible from the
backyards or second stories of residents with views of the Project Site; however without access
to those properties, the exact visual impact is unknown. Based on the views observed from the
neighborhood, the height of the monopole, its location along a western-facing slope, and its
distance below the ridgeline, it was determined that significant visual impacts to these residential
areas would be unlikely.

24 OAK GLEN AND WILDWOOD CANYON ROADS
The project site is located approximately one-mile northwest of Oak Glen Road, a County of San

Bernardino designated Scenic Route. During the August 2011 field visit, the monopole was also
not visible along Wildwood Canyon Road or Oak Glen Road.

11
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Since the Project Site is not visible from public roadways, and would not impact views along
either Oak Glen Road or a County-designed Scenic Route, this Visual Impact Assessment does
not include views from these roads.

This Scenic Report focuses on potential visual impacts of the Proposed Project as viewed from
users within the Park and as evaluated with the five terrain model based project simulations.
Viewpoints for the simulations were selected by the County and based on locations providing
representative vistas of the hillside areas of the Project Site and from within Wildwood Canyon

State Park.

3.0 VISUAL ANALYSIS

3.1 SCENIC INTEGRITY

The existing scenic landscape character of the Project Site consists of foothills, slopes, ridges,
and canyons with coastal sage scrub, chaparral and nonnative grassland vegetation. Vegetation
tends to be denser within gullies, and more open on slopes and along ridges.

Scenic integrity levels as defined by the SMS range from High to Low for the areas within the
Park, with High occurring in open space areas, and Low occurring along service roads.
Disturbances within the areas determined to have a Low scenic integrity level are evident due to
the presence of above-ground utility poles, lines, and scattered urban debris. Grading and
vegetation removal is present along recreational trails. The Project Site’s current state exhibits
the contrast of dark vegetation against non-vegetated soil that was disturbed during prior field
work associated with the monopole demonstration installation. Photographs located on the left or
top of the page for Figures 5a — 8b, show the existing viewshed of the Project Site. The contrast
between the natural landforms and the liner lines of the monopole and non-vegetated ground is
the extent of the landscape alteration.

The frame of reference for measuring achievement of scenic integrity levels, as defined in
Chapter 2 Scenic Integrity of the United States Forest Service’s Landscape Aesthetics Handbook
for Scenery Management, is the valued attributes of the existing landscape character being
viewed. In nature or natural appearing character this is limited to natural or natural appearing
vegetative patterns and features, water, rock and landforms. Direct human alterations may be
included if they have become accepted over time as positive landscape character attributes.

The scenic integrity levels are:

VERY HIGH (Unaltered)...preservation

Very High scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape character is
intact with only minute if any deviations. The existing landscape character and sense of
place is expressed at the highest possible level.

12
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HIGH (Appears Unaltered)...retention

High scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape character appears
intact. Deviations may be present by must repeat the form, line, color, texture, and pattern
common to the landscape character so completely and at such scale that they are not
evident.

MODERATE (Slightly Altered)...Partial retention

Moderate scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape character
appears slightly altered. Noticeable deviations must remain visually subordinate to the
landscape character being viewed.

LOW (Moderately Altered)...modification

Low scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape character appears
moderately altered. Deviations begin to dominate the valued landscape character being
viewed by they borrow valued attributes such as size, shape edge effect and pattern of
natural openings, vegetative type changes or architectural styles outside the landscape
being viewed. They should not only appear as valued character outside the landscape
being viewed by compatible or complimentary to the character within.

VERY LOW (Heavily Altered) maximum modification

Very Low scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape character
appears heavily altered. Deviations may strongly dominate the valued landscape
character. They may not borrow from valued attributes such as size, shape, edge effect
and pattern of natural openings, vegetative type changes or architectural styles within or
outside the landscape being viewed. However deviations must be shaped and blended
with the natural terrain (landforms) so the elements such as unnatural edges, roads,
landings and structures do not dominate the compositions.

Unacceptably low scenic integrity refers to landscapes where the valued landscape
character being viewed appears extremely altered. Deviations are extremely dominant
and borrow little if any form, line, color, texture, pattern or scale from the landscape
character. Landscapes at this level of integrity need rehabilitation. This level should only
be used to inventory existing integrity.

In general, a specific integrity level can be achieved by decreasing the visual contrast of the
deviations being viewed. The approach applicable to areas with existing High and Moderate
scenic integrity, such as the Project Site, include repeating form, line, color, texture, pattern and
scale common to the valued landscape character. If repetition is accurate and well designed, the
deviation may blend so well the change is not evident (High). It may only borrow well enough to
be noticeable but visually subordinate (Moderate). Utility structures are generally geometric,
forceful and large. Careful placement and design, including simpler forms, would blend better

with the setting.

Table 1 provides a summary of these integrity level descriptions. The first line, labeled
“dominance,” indicates which element has the strongest visual weight (stands out visually over
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Using a DEM, various 3D programs were used to create accurate digital models of the terrain
from a particular point along the angle of view. The Proposed Project’s site plan was used to
insert the exact locations for the monopole, proposed equipment shed, other project
infrastructure, areas of fuel modification, and roads into the model. Images of the monopole and
equipment shed were created on the DEM using Microstation and Sketchup and merged with a
photograph using a digital photo editing program. The color, brightness, shadows, and sharpness
of the Proposed Project are then adjusted to appear consistent with the photograph. Depending
on lighting conditions, the monopole may appear white or black if silhouetted against the sky.

Figure 1 shows the location of the five viewpoints. From the visitor’s entrance of the Wildwood
Canyon Park, continuing northeast to a locked gate marks the beginning of the Water Canyon
Trail. This north-south trending trail is centrally located within the Park and is west of
Cottonwood Trail, the easternmost marked trail within the Park. Along Water Canyon Trail two
viewpoints were selected (refer to Figure 1). Viewpoint-1 is located about midway along the
trail. From Viewpoint-1, the Project Site is visible (see Figure 4). However the monopole is
difficult to find among all the ridgelines along the eastern edge of the Park. Ground scraping and
vegetation removal that occurred during the placement of the monopole, created a linear path
that is visible between the top and toe of the ridgeline. This distinct linear mark allows travelers
at four of the five viewpoints to easily locate the Project Site.

Viewpoint 1 — Canyon Drive/Water Canyon Trail (Figures 5a and 5b)

Views from Viewpoint 1 as they relate to travel ways and use areas (looking east from Canyon
Drive) within the Park and southwest of the Project Site are considered Concern Level 2 due to
the less intense use of this travel way and visual appearance along the route (i.e., utility poles,
etc.). This travel way is located over one-mile from the Project Site and has a Middleground (0.5

to 4 miles) distance zone.

The Project Site is located approximately one-mile northeast and near the ridgeline of the scenic
backdrop as viewed looking northeast from Canyon Drive/Water Canyon Trail within the
Wildwood Canyon State Park. The viewshed is described as open. The existing scenic integrity
for the area is considered Moderate due to the existing area that appears barren of vegetation on
the saddle of the slope. Figures 5a and 5b show the faint line of the non-vegetated area created
during past field work. As shown in Figures 5a and 5b, the non-vegetated area and monopole are
visible and do not appear to change with the Proposed Project. However, next to the ridgeline at
the site of the proposed equipment shed, a slight modification is noted between the marked
boundaries. Modifications appear in the form of additional areas of disturbed ground which
creates a contrast between vegetated and non-vegetated areas. The scenic integrity of the view
would remain Moderate since previous field/geologic work created an altered or Moderate scenic
integrity for the area. The Proposed Project, while incrementally adding to the disturbances
within the Project area, would not substantially decrease the scenic integrity.

Viewpoint 2 — Canyon Drive/Water Canyon Trail (Figures 6a and 6b)

Views from Viewpoint 2, looking east from Canyon Drive from within the Park, provide a more
direct view of the Project Site and occur within a more likely visited area due to its close
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View with the Proposed Project in place. Both the antenna and equipment shed will be visible.
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proximity to the Park’s horse stables and corals. Manmade structures including a barn, corals,
and utility poles and above-ground lines provide for a more urban setting as compared to the rest
of the Park. For this reason the travel ways and use areas are considered Concern Level 2 with a
Middleground (0.5 to 4 miles) distance zone.

The Project Site is located approximately one-mile east of Viewpoint 2. The Project Site is
visible just above the foreground vegetation. The existing scenic integrity is considered Low due
to the altered landscape created by the existing utility pole with above-ground wires, horse
corals, barn and other metal fencing within the foreground. Figures 6a and 6b show a distinct line
(disturbed area created during past field work) running along one of the saddles within the
foothills. As shown in Figures 6a and 6b, the non-vegetated area and monopole are visible and
do not appear to change for the Proposed Project. However, next to the ridgeline at the site of the
proposed equipment shed, a slight modification is noted between the marked boundaries.
Modifications appear in the form of additional areas of disturbed ground which creates a contrast
between vegetated and non-vegetated areas, and the visual appearance of a faint structure or
square form. The proposed fuel modification is not visually significant and blends with other
natural areas void of vegetation along the ridgeline.

Given the closer distance and presence of the existing equestrian activities within the foreground,
the scenic integrity for the area would not substantially decrease and would remain Low under

the Proposed Project.

Viewpoint 3 — Stable Ridge Trail (Figures 7a and 7b)

Views from Viewpoint 3 from the Stable Ridge Trail are considered Concern Level 1 since it is a
remote hiking trail located near the northeastern portion of the Park, and users of this trail are
expecting a high level of natural scenery. Distance zones for this travel way is Middleground

(0.5 to 4 miles).

The Project site is located below the ridgeline of the scenic backdrop as viewed from
approximately 4,200 feet west and along Stable Ridge Trail. Figure 7a and 7b illustrates the
vantage point from Viewpoint-3, which is located along Stable Ridge Trail (see Figure 1). From
Viewpoint-3 the Project Site appears most visible in relation to marked trails within the Park.
The soil disturbance that occurred during the placement of the monopole is distinct as is the

darkened, weathered pole.

The viewshed is described as open with low-lying scrub intermittently mixed with non-vegetated
soil. The existing scenic integrity for the area is considered Low due to the altered landscape
along the saddle within the Project area. As shown in Figures 7a and 7b, the exposed slope areas
along the foothill backdrop appear uniform, and allow for the proposed equipment shed, fuel
modification and parking space to blend. The equipment shed appears grey and blends with other
areas that appear non-vegetated along the ridgeline north of the project site.

Due to the presence of past geologic/field work activities, the scenic integrity for the area would
not substantially decrease and would remain Moderate under the Proposed Project.
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Viewpoint 4 — Intersection of Stintson Trail and North Valley Trail (Figures 8a and 8b)

Near the intersection of Central Ridge Trail, North Valley Trail and the Stetson Trail, the Project
Site is visible in the background as viewed from Viewpoint-4 (see Figure 8a). From this
Viewpoint, the soil disturbance area appears shortened as compared to the view from
Viewpoint-3. Vegetation in the foreground and middle ground is mature and dominates the view

from Viewpoint-4.

Viewpoint 4 is located approximately 3,000 feet west of the Project Site at the intersection of
Stintson Trail and North Valley Trail within the Wildwood Canyon State Park. The viewshed
within the area is described as open with mature trees and scrub occupying the foreground and
the Project Site and foothills occurring in the background. The Project Site and foothills are
viewed below the tree line. The viewpoint selected occurs in an opening where two trails
intersect. The existing scenic integrity for the area is considered Moderate as views of past
geotechnical/field work was performed at the Project Site.

The Project Site is located on the third saddle from the left as viewed looking east toward the
ridgeline. The Proposed Project would include the construction of an antenna near the top of the
existing monopole and either a 5-foot high, three-strand wire fence or a 5-foot high wrought iron
fence around the pole. The Project also includes the construction of an equipment shed and
parking space. As shown in figures 8a and 8b, the equipment shed would be visible just below
the ridgeline, but would not create a substantial contrast based on other sparse areas that occur
along the ridgeline. Therefore, the scenic integrity both existing and with the Proposed Project
would be considered Moderate as a slightly altered landscape would be visible in the
middleground from this particular viewpoint.

Viewpoint 5 — McCullough Loop (Figure 9)

Viewpoint 5 was selected because it represents a view of the project vicinity from the identified
trails and use areas from within the Wildwood Canyon State Park. Views from Viewpoint 5 to
the Project Site however are completely screened due to surrounding topography; this represents
several areas within the Park from which the Project Site would not be visible. The portion of the
trail where the photograph was taken occurs approximately one-mile from the Project Site and
has a Middleground (0.5- to 4 miles) distance zone and is considered Concern Level 1.

The existing scenic integrity for the area, Moderate due to existing structure impacts, would
remain unchanged by the Proposed Project.

42  CONCLUSIONS

The LMP, Part 2 (2005) outlines the desired Landscape Character for the Proposed Project as
follows:

San Bernardino Front Country Place — is maintained as a natural appearing ‘first
impression’ landscape that functions as a scenic backdrop and forest portal with high
quality, natural-appearing landscape vistas providing managed recreation opportunities.
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The LMP’s Aesthetic Management Standards are:

® Design management activities to meet the Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIO) shown on the
Scenic Integrity Objectives Map (S9) (see Figure 4).

* Scenic Integrity Objectives will be met with the following exceptions:

Minor adjustments, not to exceed a drop of one SIO level, are allowable with the
Forest Supervisor’s approval. Temporary drops of more than one SIO level may be
made during and immediately following project implementation providing they do
not exceed three years in duration (S10).

Table 3 identifies the potential for change in the Scenic Integrity of the existing landscape
character related to the Proposed Project.

Table 3
Comparison of Change in Scenic Integrity Levels
Between Existing Conditions and Proposed Project

Scenic Scenic Integrity Level
Integrity
Viewpoint Visibility" | Objective
Existing Proposed Project
Canyon Drive/Water .
1 Canyon Trail Mg High Moderate Moderate
Canyon Drive/Water ;
2 | Canyon Trail Mz High Lo Low
3 | Stable Ridge Trail Mg High Moderate Moderate
Intersection of North
4 | Valley Trail and Mg High Moderate Moderate
Stintson Trail
5 | McCullough Loop Trail Mg High Moderate Moderate

1 - Visibility: Mg = Middleground

The Proposed Project would not result in a decrease to the Moderate and Low scenic integrity
from views within the Wildwood Canyon State Park along Canyon Drive and other interior
trails. After implementation of proposed recommendations provided in Section 4.0 of this report,
the weather-darkened pole would be replaced with a neutral tone pole that would blend with
surrounding colors and hues, and the exposed earth would be revegetated to visibly reduce the
contrast along the ridgeline. The scenic integrity would continue to be considered Moderate/Low
as signs of an altered landscape would be visible in the middleground from the selected
viewpoints.

The overall scenic integrity from the four (4) viewpoints within the Wildwood Canyon State

Park would not change and would remain at Moderate/Low levels for all views meeting the
LMP’s Aesthetic Management Standards S9 standard above.
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Viewers from Viewpoint 5 within the Wildwood Canyon State Park along McCullough Loop
would not be able to see the Proposed Project due to intervening ridges and the scenic integrity
would remain unchanged.

The impact of the Proposed Project on views of the scenic landscape as depicted in the five
viewpoints and project simulations are considered less than significant because very little if any
of the landscape visibility is impacted. The scenic integrity from these viewpoints does not
measurably change based on the methodology employed herein. The existing Scenic Integrity at
the entrance to the Wildwood Canyon Park and trailhead is currently influenced by the existing
utility poles and utility lines. Although the Proposed Project may subjectively exhibit some
adverse effect on trail users; it is concluded that trail users entering the Park would experience
greater adverse effect from the existing utility poles and utility lines (see Photo 1) because of the
number of poles and their heights. Therefore, although the Proposed Project may have adverse
effects, they are determined to be less than significant under CEQA because of the scenic
integrity of the existing environment (both distant views and from adjacent trails) and the limited

duration of views.

5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive green to blend with the surrounding
vegetation. In addition to this first layer of treatment, a second layer of paint shall be worked in a
random pattern in colors of deep olive, light sage and light brown to further mimic a vegetative
pattern or camouflage effect. The random pattern shall be applied in a stippling or sponging in
manner to avoid sharp lines.

The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the ridge in which the monopole currently
occupies. During placement of the monopole vegetation was removed. The scraped area, which
appears in the form of a line down the slope, and any other areas that may be disturbed during
site development shall be revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist prior to
issuance of occupancy permits.
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Lazer Broadcasting

Viewpoint 1 — Canyon Drive/Water Canyon

Trail
July 2012

Scenic Assessment Ratings:

Landscape Visibility

Type of Travel Way or Use Area | Secondary
roadway & Hiking
trail

Concern Levels 1,2 or 3

Distance Zone (Proposed Project
Site approx.. one-mile northeast)

Middleground (Mg)

Landscape Visibility Mg2
Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dorr.nn_ance: Landscape Character vs. Madaaks
Deviation

Degree of Deviation from the o -
Landscape Character

Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Moderate

Scenic Attractiveness
Variety, Unity, Vividness, Mystery, Intactness,
Uniqueness, Patterns, and Balance

Coherence, Harmony,

Scenic Attractiveness Class

B

Landscape Character Description

Foreground (300 feet- 1/2 mile)

scrubs/bushes and scattered trees

Unpaved roadway/trail, utility poles, low growing

Middleground (1/2 mile-4 miles)
Scrub landscape with hills and scatte

red exposed earth

Background (4 miles to horizon)
N.A.

IMPACT ANALYSIS FROM VIEWPOINT

Proposed Action Alternative
Potential Magnitude of Change (after 3 years)

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character

i s Moderate
vs. Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the
Landscape Character MgeRiie
Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Moderate

Comments:

The Project Site is located approx. one-mile northeast
and just below the ridgeline of the scenic backdrop as
viewed from the Canyon Drive within the Wildwood
Canyon State Park. The viewshed is not obscured by
any vegetation, trees or structures. The existing scenic
integrity for the area (Moderate) would remain Moderate
upon approval of the Lazer Broadcasting monopole
since previous geotechnicalffield work created an
exposed area resulting in an altered landscape character
for the area.

HIERARCHY OF CONCERN LEVELS
Interest in Scenery

High Maoderate T.ow

Primary Travelway/Use Arca 1 P 2
High Tlse

Primary Travelway/UTse Arca 1 2 2
Moderate Use

Irimary Travelwvay/Use Arca 1 2 2
T Ulse

Secondary Travelway A Ise Area 1 2 Z
High Ulse

Secondary Travelway/l Ise Arca 1 2 3
Muaderate Tlse

Seeondary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 3

Low Use

Seenie Integrity Summary

Critera for Seenic (L) —|
Integrity of'the 1.4, (VIly () (M) () V1) Tinaceeptably
Image Sense ol Place | Very High High Moderate Low Very Low Low
Dumisng, ’
Tandseape Character | Tandseape | andscape | Landseape
vs, Deviation Character Character | Character Deviation Deviation Deviation
Degreg ol Deviation Lvident
Urom the Landdscape Nt hut not Vury Lxiremely
Churaeter None Tvidem duminint Duminant Dumingn Duminant
Intagines ol the Tandseape | Dandseape | Slighily Aliered Heavily Ixtremely
Fandscape Character | Character | Character | Allered and | and Jow Alleredand | Aliered

Fully Laraely Character Expression | Very Low

fxpressed | Exprossed | Fapression | of Character | Expression of

Moderate Chianwer
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Viewpoint 2 — Canyon Drive/Water Canyon

Trail
July 2012

Scenic Assessment Ratings:

Landscape Visibility

Type of Travel way or Use Secondary Roadway
Area & Hiking Trail
Concern Levels 1, 2 or 3 2

Distance Zone (Project Site

approx. 6 miles southeast) Midaleground (Mg)

Landscape Visibility Mg2

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character vs.

- Low
Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the

Low

Landscape Character
Intactness of Landscape Character Low
Total Scenic Integrity Low

Scenic Attractiveness Variety, Unity, Vividness, Mystery,
Intactness, Coherence, Harmony, Uniqueness, Pattems, and
Balance

Scenic Attractiveness Class B

Landscape Character Description

Foreground (300 feet to % mile)
Metal pipe fencing, utility pole and above-ground wires,
mature trees.

Middleground (1/2 mile to 4 miles)
Shrubs, scattered areas of bare earth, and foothills.

Background (4 miles to horizon)
N.A. - Distant ridgeline obscures view to distant areas

and horizon.

IMPACT ANALYSIS FROM VIEWPOINT

Potential Magnitude of Change (after 3 years)

Proposed Action Alternative N

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character

o Low
vs. Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the Low
Landscape Character
Intactness of Landscape Character Low
Total Scenic Integrity Low

Comments:

The Project Site is located approximately one-mile east
and near the ridgeline as viewed from this portion of
Canyon Drive/Water Canyon Trail. The Project Site is
visible and is not screened by foreground vegetation.
The existing scenic integrity is considered Low due to
the dominant deviation and altered landscape of the
existing equestrian area, urban use, and visible area of
bare earth at the Project Site. Given the presence of
these equestrian activities, and existing void of
vegetation along a foothill saddle at the Project Site, the
scenic integrity for the area would not change and would
remain Low upon implementation of the Proposed
Project.

THERARCITY OF CONCERN LEVELS
Interest in Scencery

High Muoderate low

Primary Travelway/lIse Area 1 2 Z
Iligh Use

Primary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 2
Maderate Use

Primary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 3
Taow Use

Secondary Travelway/Use Arca 3 2 2
High Use

Sceondary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 1
Muoderate 1lse

Seeondary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 3

Larw lse

Seenic lwegrity Sumniury

Criterii for Seenic (UL
VI (1 (M) (iB] vl [Inaceeptahly
Very High High Murlerate Low Very Low Tow
Dreninaney
Landseape Characrer | Fandseape | Fandseape | 1 andscape
v Peviation Characler Characler Character Devigtion Devialon Previation
Iderec ot Deviptig Fvident
From the [andscape Mot hut not Very Iixirenicly
Charweer None Lvidemt dotninant Thomdnant Dominant Damununt
Inpwmess of the Pamdscape | Dandseape | Shghtly Alered Heavily Fxiremely
Fandswape Character | Character Charawter Altered vl | aned Towe Ahered and Altered
lulty Largely Claracter Ixpression Very Luw
Txpressed | Uapresserd [ Fxpression | of Charneter | Lxprossion of
Morderate ¢ haragier
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Lazer Broadcasting
Viewpoint 3 — Stable Ridge Trail
July 2012

Scenic Assessment Ratings:

Landscape Visibility

Type of Travel Way or Use

Area Hiking/Equestrian Trail

Concern Levels 1, 2 or 3 1

Distance Zone (Project Site

approx. 4 to 5 miles south) Middiegrourd (i)

Landscape Visibility Mg1

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character vs.

;- Moderate
Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the Modas
Landscape Character
Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Moderate

Scenic Attractiveness (existing landscape character)
Variety, Unity, Vividness, Mystery, Intactness, Coherence, Harmony,
Uniqueness, Patterns, and Balance

Scenic Attractiveness Class &

Landscape Character Description

Foreground (300 feet to1/2 mile)
Shrubs, foothills

Middleground (1/2 mile to 4 miles)
Inland foothill vegetation, foothills and ridgeline.

Background (4 miles to horizon)
N.A. - Ridgeline obscures view to distant areas and
harizon.

IMPACT ANALYSIS FROM VIEWPOINT

Proposed Action Alternative
Potential Magnitude of Change (after 3 years)

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character Moderate
vs. Deviation

Degree of Deviation from the

Landscape Character MicHrete
Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Moderate

Comments:

The project area is located below the ridgeline of the
scenic backdrop as viewed from Stable Ridge Trail
approximately 4,200 feet west of the Project Site. The
viewshed is not obscured by any vegetation, trees or
structures. The existing scenic integrity for the area
(Moderate) would remain Moderate if the Proposed
Project is approved since previous geotechnical field
work created the dominant area that is void of vegetation
and created an altered or Moderate scenic integrity for
the area.

HIERARCHY OF CONCERN LLEVELS
Interest in Scenery

High Muoderate Low

Primary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 2
High Tlse

Primary Travelhway/Uise Area | 2 2
Maoderate Use

Drimnary Travelway /1 Ise Arca 1 2 3
Fow Tse

Sceondary Travelwayd lse Arca 1 2 2
ITigh Use

Sceondary Travelway/1se Arca I 2 3
Moderate Use

Scecondary Travelway /A Ise Arca | 2 3

Low Tise

Seeniv Integrily Sumniary

(i
L (VH) (T (M) D] [RUB] Unasceeprahly
ImageSense of Phice | Ven High High Madurate Low Very Low Low
Dsnmnaney:
Pandscape Characier | Landscape | Tandseape | Fandseape
s Deviation Character | Characler haracter Deviaton Deviation Deswation
Bregree of Devigtion Vuident
From the | andscape Not hut not Vory Extremely
Character Femu Fvident ominznt Dominant Dominant Dominant
Intgtness ol the Tandseape | Lawdseape | Slightly Alered Heavily Fxtremely
Fandseape Character | Claracier haracter Alered and | and | ow Altered and Aberd
Fully Largely Lxpression Very Low
Fapressed | Iapressed | Lxpression | of Character | Fxpression ol
Muduraie Character
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Lazer Broadcasting
Viewpoint 4 — Intersection of North Valley &

Stintson Trails
July 2012

Scenic Assessment Ratings:

Landscape Visibility

Type of Travel Way or Use Hiking/Equestrian
Area trail
Concern Levels 1,2 or 3 1

Distance Zone (Project Site

approx. 1.5 miles north) Middieground (Mg)

Landscape Visibility Mgt

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character vs.

L Moderate
Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the
Landscape Character MgElgRET
Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Moderate

Scenic Attractiveness
Variety, Unity, Vividness, Mystery, Intactness, Coherence, Harmony,
Unigueness, Patterns, and Balance

Scenic Attractiveness Class B

Landscape Character Description

Foreground (300 feet - 1/2 mile)
Grasses, trees at different stages of development, and
shrubs looking toward the Project Site.

Middleground (1/2 mile to 4 miles)

Tree/shrub covered foothills. Project Site is visible and
marked from past field work. Ridgeline has random
pattern of areas void of vegetation.

Background (4 miles to horizon)
Ridgeline obscures view to distant areas and horizon.

IMPACT ANALYSIS FROM VIEWPOINT

Proposed Action Alternative
Potential Magnitude of Change (after 20 years)

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Moderate
Character vs. Deviation

Degree of Deviation from the | Moderate
Landscape Character

Intactness of Landscape Moderate

Character

Total Scenic Integrity Moderate
Comments:

The project area is located in the middle of a saddle
within the middle ground foothills and at the ridgeline as
viewed from the intersection of North Valley Trail and
Stintson Trail. The viewshed in the future could be
obscured by trees. The viewpoint selected is in an
opening along the trail. The existing scenic integrity for
the area is considered Moderate as views of an area
void of vegetation mark the location of the Project Site.
However from this viewpoint the scrap along the saddle
appears shorter in length due to elevation and distance
to the Project Site from this viewpoint. The Proposed
Project would construct an equipment shed and parking
space near the ridgeline and remove vegetation to allow
for fuel modification. The equipment shed, thinned
vegetation, parking space would not be a dominant
feature along the ridgeline given the areas of bare earth
and rock to the east or left of the Project Site as viewed
from this viewpoint. Therefore the scenic integrity would
be considered Moderate and the Proposed Project
would be consistent with the existing Scenic Integrity of
Moderate.

HTERARCHY OF CONCERN LEVELS
Interest in Scenery
High Moderate Low

Primary Travelway/Use Arca 1 2 2
High Ulse

Primary Travelwayr/Use Arca 1 2 2
Moderate Use

Primary Travelway/Llse Arca 1 2 3
FLow Tlse

[N}
&)

Sceondary Fravelwaydd Ise Area I
Iligh Tise

Sceondary Travelway/Tise Arca 1 2 3
Muoderate Uise

ta
-

Sceondary Travehvay/Ulse Arca 1
Fow Plse

Svenic Integrily Summary

Criterns lor Seenie RN}
Integrity ofihe 1.0 [A31] (n (M} (1 (AN R] Uinaceeptahly
Imiige Seose o Place | Veny High Tigh Moderte Low Very Low Low

Dominanee
Pandseape Character | L amdscape | Landscape | Landsipe
ve Devidion Character Character Character Devition Dueviation Devration

Bearee af Devianon Pvident
From the |andscape ot but Very Faareniely
Character None Fvidem cumingnt Prontigant Dominunt Dummant

Intactnes ol tle Pandscape | Tandseape | Shightly Altered eavily Lxtremely
Landscape Chagacier | € hataeter Charavier Abtered and | and Lo Altered and Altered
Fnlly L arpely Charactel T pressinn Very Fow
Fxpressaad Fapreased 1 aprossivm of Chiraciar | Fapression uf
Mndurate Character
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Mitsubishi Cement Corporation
Lazer Broadcasting

Viewpoint 5 — McCullough Loop
July 2012

Scenic Assessment Ratings:

Landscape Visibility

Type of Travel Way or Use Hiking/Equestrian Trail

Landscape Visibility

Area
Concern Levels 1,2 or 3 !
Distance Zone (Project Site Middleground (Mg)
approx. 1 mile northwest)

Mg1

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character vs. | Moderate

IMPACT ANALYSIS FROM VIEWPOINT

Proposed Action Alternative
Potential Magnitude of Change (after 3 years)

Scenic Integrity (see table below)

Dominance: Landscape Character

o Moderate
vs. Deviation
Degree of Deviation from the
Landscape Character ouerals
Intactness of Landscape Character Moderate
Total Scenic Integrity Modeiate

Comments:

The Project Area is blocked from the view of trail users
on all portions of McCullough Loop due to foothills. The
existing scenic integrity for the area (Moderate) would

remain unchanged if the Proposed Project is approved.

HIERARCHY OF CONCERN LEVELS

Deviation

Degree of Deviation from the Moderate

Landscape Character

intactness of Landscape Character MioHei
Moderate

Total Scenic Integrity

Scenic Attractiveness

Variety, Unity, Vividness, Mystery, Intactness,
Coherence, Harmony, Uniqueness, Patterns, and
Balance

Scenic Attractiveness Class

Landscape Character Description

Foreground (300 feet - 1/2 mile)
Grasses, foothill shrub-covered hills and residential
structure.

Middleground (1/2 mile to 4 miles)
Mountain shrub-covered foothills and ridgeline

Background (4 miles to horizon)
Horizon not visible

Interest in Scenery

High Muoderate Lo

Primary Travelway/Use Arca i 2 2

High Tse

Primary Travelauy/tlse Arca 1 2 2

Moderate Use

Primary Travelway/l Ise Arca 1 2 3

Lo Use

Secondary Travelway/Use Area 1 2 2

High Use

Secondary Travelway/T)se Area 1 2 3

Maderate Use

Secondary Travelway/1se Arca 1 2 3

Tanw Uise

Sceniv Infegrity Summary
Criteria for Neenic ('
Integrity o the 1 £, (VD) 11} (M) 18] (VLI Unaceeplably
ImagesSense of Place | Very High 1ligh Muoderate Lo Very Low Low
Dominanee
Pandscape Character | Landseape | Landseape | Landscape
vy, Devidtion Character | Characher | Character | Deviation | Deviation Deviation
Degree af Deviation Fvident
From the T andscape Nut but not Very bxtremely
Character Mo Fviddent dominant Dominant — { Dumiinant Deminant
Intietness of the Fandseape | Fandscape | Shghily Altered Heavily Extremely
Tandscape Charaeter | Characler | Chargeler | Aleredand | and 1 ow Alleredamd | Altered
Tully Largely Character Ixpression | Very Low
Pxpressed | Pxpressed [ Fspression | of Charagter | Lxpression of
Muderate Churacier
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Visual Inventory Study Methods

Scenery Management System

The purpose of the visual resources inventory was to identify and document landscape scenery
and views of the proposed project area. The Project Site is located west of Pisgah Peak Road
approximately 1.5 miles north of its intersection with Wildwood Canyon within an
unincorporated portion of San Bernardino County and in the Oak Glen Planning area The Project
Site lies outside of the boundaries of the SBNF San Bernardino Front Country Place, and the
Wildwood Canyon State Park. The visual resources inventory consisted of a detailed evaluation
of the proposed project area. The inventory is consistent with the principles of the Scenery
Management System established by the U.S. Forest Service (1995).

The Scenery Management System measures the degree of scenic integrity, or human-caused
deviation in the landscape. Research has shown that high-quality scenery related to natural
appearing forests improves the viewer’s physiological well-being.

The inventory was conducted in June 2011. Studies included field observations and meeting with
San Bernardino County Staff to review key issues, management strategies and inventory
requirements. Data was collected through field work, existing mapped data, and aerial
photography interpretation. In addition, extensive ground reconnaissance was conducted in
support of these efforts.

Scenery Impact Assessment Methods

Impacts on visual resources were assessed by determining the potential for change to the views
of landscape scenery. This section describes criteria, methods, and models used to assess visual
impacts of the Proposed Project. Key components of the assessment include Landscape
Character goals, Scenic Integrity Objectives and predictions of potential effects on scenery for
each alternative evaluated. The existing Landscape Character serves as a baseline from which to

judge deviation in a landscape.
Existing and Desired Landscape Character

An existing landscape character description was determined for the Project Area. This was
developed by describing distinct elements in the landscape that create an unique visual and
cultural image. It consists of a combination of physical, biological, climatic and cultural
attributes that make the area identifiable. It serves as a baseline for determining existing scenic

integrity.
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The desired landscape character for the project area was identified from the “Place” descriptions
within the 2005 San Bernardino National Forest Land Management Plan (LMP). It expresses the
most optimal combination of socially-valued scenery attributes that can be sustained in the
specified Place. This inventory’s primary focus was on the effect of the project proposal on the
desired Landscape Character and Scenic Integrity Objectives as established in the LMP.

Scenic Integrity

Dominance indicates which element has the strongest visual weight within the Landscape
Character and assesses the amount of divergence from it. Scenic Integrity is a measure of the
degree of deviation or visual contrast in the landscape. It refers to the amount of perceptible
change that would occur (with reference to form, line, color, and/or texture) as a result of the
Proposed Action. Two major components that contribute to the degree of deviation include the
addition of structural elements in the landscape and removal of vegetation. Intactness of the
landscape also helps evaluate the impacts to scenery.

Visual contrast includes potential vegetation contrast that would result from the clearing of
vegetation for road, structures and utilities. Vegetation contrast was determined through an
evaluation of the proposed fuel treatment area. Existing scenic integrity is determined by
evaluating the landscape based upon deviation or alterations of the existing Landscape Character.

Scenic Integrity Objectives

Scenic Integrity Objectives are prescribed by forest land management plans. They determine the
overall importance of scenic resources and set minimum acceptable levels of natural landscape
character. Levels of scenic integrity are described below:

e Very High—unaltered

e High—appears unaltered

¢ Moderate—slightly altered

e Low-—moderately altered

e Very Low—heavily altered

Scenic Classes

Scenic Classes are used to compare the value of scenery to the value of other resources, and are
derived from combining the visibility mapping and the scenic attractiveness mapping. A
suitability map is created that is used by land managers in forest planning. Scenic Classes 1
through 7 identify a pubic value that can be tied to the landscape. The higher the Scenic Class,
the more important it is to maintain the highest scenic value.
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Scenic Attractiveness

Scenic attractiveness measures the scenic importance of a landscape based on human perceptions
of the intrinsic beauty of landform, water, vegetation patterns and cultural features. Higher scenic
attractiveness occurs in landscapes with a greater degree of naturalness, diversity of features and
uniqueness. The relative scenic value of lands within a particular Landscape Character are
classified as; class A- distinctive, class B- typical, and class C- indistinctive.

Landscape Visibility

Landscape visibility is a function of many interconnected considerations such as the context of
viewers, the duration of view, the number of viewers and the degree of discernable detail.
Landscape visibility is determined using three elements:

Travelways and Use Areas

Concern Levels

Distance Zones

As part of this inventory, travelways and use areas were identified within the proximity of the
project area, and their concern levels and distance zones documented.

Most landscape viewing occurs from travelways and use areas. Travelways are defined as liner
concentrations of public-viewing, including freeways, highways, roads, railroads, trails,
commercial flight paths, rivers, canals, and other waterways. Use Areas are locations that receive
concentrated public-viewing use. They include vista points, trailheads, campgrounds, swim
beaches, parks, ski resorts, and other recreation sites.

Concern levels are a measure of the degree of relative importance the public places on a
landscape being viewed from a particular travelway or use area. Concern level is a function of
both the number of visitors as well as their intent. Three (3) concern levels are used:

Level 1 is the most important. Users have a high level of concern for scenery. It is associated
with major highways, areas of concentration such as recreation facilities, special designations
such as scenic byways or national recreation/historic trails and cultural sites. These can be roads,
trails or waterways.

Level 2 areas are areas of lesser importance such as state highways, county roads, secondary
trails, scenic overlooks, summer home tracts etc.

Level 3 refers to low use areas and low volume roads, trails, waterways or recreation facilities.
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Distance zones are measured from key viewpoints. As distance between the viewer and the
landscape increases, the level of visible landscape detail decreases. The zones are divided into
three general categories:

Foreground - 300 feet to Y2 mile

Middleground - %2 to 4 miles

Background - 4 miles to horizon

Foreground distance zones have a high level of detail, yet commonly allow more opportunities
for screening. Middleground designations usually reveal deviations in the landscape related to
form, line, color and/or texture, but have less discernable detail overall. Background designations
usually increase scenic value as the terrain allows people to have longer views.

Viewsheds

Visibility to and from developed areas and travel routes was determined by the edge conditions
bordering individual areas. Edge conditions are described as screened, partially screened or open
conditions. For example, a screened edge condition refers to a situation where views of the
project area are blocked by topography, vegetation, and/or development. Partial screening
occurs where there are dispersed patterns of vegetation and development. Open edge conditions
do not have anything blocking views of the project area, hence they lack screening.

Impact Assessment

In general, significant visual impacts in High Scenic Integrity landscape settings are the result of
high to moderate visibility (foreground and middleground views) from sensitive viewing areas.
Significant visual impacts can be any, or a combination of the following:

Dominance of deviation over landscape character

Deviations from landscape character are evident but not dominant

The intactness of the landscape character becomes altered, resulting in a change scenic

integrity

Potentially significant impacts in High Scenic Integrity areas occur when the project would be
noticeable in moderate visibility location. A moderate visibility location is characterized by
partially screened or intermittent foreground views toward the project area or as noticeable from
open views, but at a greater distance (1.0 mile, middleground view) from the project area.

Where views are located in conditions that do not attract attention or are seldom seen, impacts
are visually non-significant. These include areas where the views are generally beyond 1.0 mile
or screened by vegetation in a middleground setting.
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Mitigation

Initial impact levels were determined based on the description of the Proposed Project. Selective
mitigation was considered to reduce visual impacts. The effectiveness of mitigation techniques in
conjunction with the Landscape Character and visibility can be best determined at the project
design stage. Selective mitigation that would reduce visual impacts includes measures presented
in section 4.0 Mitigation.

93 of 324



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

94 of 324



EXHIBIT D

SEPTEMBER 2012 ATTACHMENT TO THE INITIAL
STUDY/MMD
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

SEPTEMBER 2012 ATTACHMENT TO THE
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Lazer Broadcasting Inc
P201000215 SCH # 2008041082

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposal (“Project”) is an application to establish an unmanned self-supporting (no guy wires),
43-foot tall monopole and radio broadcast facility with a Conditional Use Permit and a Major
Variance to reduce the required fuel modification area. The radio broadcast facility includes the
monopole, a 100-square foot equipment shelter, a parking space and fencing on 38.12 acres. The
Major Variance would reduce the required 100-foot perimeter fuel modification area to 30 feet.
The 30 foot fuel modification area consists of 10 feet of clearing followed by twenty feet of
thinning around the monopole and the equipment shelter. The Project site is located in the
general proximity of the intersection of Oak Glen and Wildwood Canyon Roads, west of Pisgah
Peak Road, in the Oak Glen Planning Area. The General Plan designates the Land Use District
for the Project site as OG/RL-20 (Rural Living — 20-acre minimum lot size), and the site is within
the FS-1 fire safety overlay district.

The Initial Study/Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration was circulated for review by the public and
state agencies. The review period began on October 28, 2011 and ended on December 9, 2011.
After the circulation of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) the proposed
project was revised in response to comments that were received. The revisions included a
change in location of the equipment shelter and proposed parking space, additional fencing
around the monopole and clarification on the amount of grading proposed (approximately 40
cubic yards).

The County of San Bernardino issues this attachment to the IS/MND document in order to note
minor revisions to the project proposal and to present additional information that confirms the
analysis and conclusions of the IS/MND. Pursuant to Section 15073.5 of the CEQA Guidelines,
the IS/MND need not be re-circulated for public review, because the additional information does
not constitute a substantial revision as described in CEQA Guideline Section 15073.5 (b).
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APN: 0325-011-19.
Page 2 of 4
Lazer Broadcasting, Inc
P201000215/CUP September 14, 2012
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Revised Site Plan: The revised site plan shows the proposed location
of the equipment shelter, the previous location of the proposed
equipment shelter, the proposed fence around the monopole, as well all
other facets of the project.
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APN: 0325-011-19.

Page 3 0of 4
Lazer Broadcasting, Inc

P201000215/CUP September 14, 2012
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Grading Plan: This revised grading plan is added to illustrate the
elevation of the proposed equipment shelter, the limited amout of
grading required, and how the structure will be recessed into the
hillside, retaining a maximum of 4.5 feet. The plan also shows the
locations of the fencing surounding the equipment shelter and the
proposed parking space.
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APN: 0325-011-19.

Page 4 of 4

Lazer Broadcasting, Inc
P201000215/CUP September 14, 2012

VII.

AESTHETICS.

Comments received on the IS/MND during the public review period resulted in minor
modifications to the proposed project which included a change in location for the equipment
shelter and proposed parking space, additional fencing around the monopole and clarification
of the amount of grading proposed. The new site plans were provided to Lilburn Corporation
for further analysis to determine if the changes to the project would result in additional impacts
that could be considered significant. In preparing the attached update and review of the visual
analysis, Planning staff requested that Lilburn utilize the visual impact analysis methodology
adopted by the US Forest Service and review and compare the results with the previous visual
analyses. The additional visual impact analysis is hereby appended to and incorporated in the
IS/MND.

The final conclusion of the visual analysis was that the project would not have a significant
impact on scenic resources. The report noted that the impacts of the Project on views of the
scenic landscape are considered less than significant because very little if any of the
landscape visibility would be impacted by the Project. Although the Project site may be visible
to trail users in the adjacent Wildwood Canyon State Park; the analysis noted that trail users
entering the Park would experience a greater visual impact from the existing utility poles and
utility lines because of the number of poles and their heights. Therefore, although the Project
may have adverse visual effects, they are determined to be less than significant under CEQA
because of the scenic integrity of the existing environment (both distant views and from
adjacent trails) and the limited duration and visibility of Project views.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

On December 6, 2011, (after completion of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration) the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted the County Greenhouse Gas (GHG)
Reduction Plan. The GHG Reduction Plan does not require mitigation measures for projects
that generate less than 3,000 metric tons of CO2 emissions per year, the threshold established
for potential significance.

The project will result in minor short-term greenhouse gas emissions from construction and
installation activities associated with the proposed improvements. GHG emissions will also result
from worker and maintenance trips to and from the project site and electricity usage. These
emission factors are not expected to exceed the 3000 metric tons of CO2 emissions per year.
The GHG Reduction Plan list several sample projects consisting of residential, commercial, and
industrial uses, with estimated GHG Emissions. The GHG Reduction Plan does not consider
unmanned facilities such as cell towers and radio broadcast facilities. However, based on the
projected number of vehicle trips, construction type, and the limited amount of grading, the
proposed project is comparable to a single family residence, which has an estimated GHG
emission total of 41 metric tons per year.
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EXHIBIT E

INITIAL STUDY

101 of 324



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

102 of 324



San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department, Current Planning Division

o o e (PROPOSED) MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
il ""“‘-‘j:— 385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

Proiect Description Vicinity Map TN
APPLICANT: LAZER BROADCASTING, INC s . _—
APN: 0325-011-19-0000 i o g
PROPOSAL: A. CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO "

CONSTRUCT AN UNMANNED RADIO e

BROADCAST FACILITY CONSISTING OF A
FREE STANDING 43’ MONOPOLE, AND A 100
SQ. FT. EQUIPMENT BUILDING ON 38.12
ACRES. *
B. MAJOR VARIANCE TO THE FIRE SAFETY
OVERLAY TO REDUCE THE FUEL
MODIFICATION AREA FROM 100 TO 30 FEET. S
COMMUNITY: OAK GLEN/3RD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT
LOCATION:  PISGAH PEAK ROAD, WEST SIDE
APPROXIMATELY 1.5 MILES NORTH OF
WILDWOOD CANYON.
PROJECT NO.: P201000215
STAFF: KEVIN WHITE

Eavpny

Feed

Effective date of Mitigated Negative Declaration

(After appeal period)

Plans and specifications for the referenced project are available for public inspection in the San
Bernardino County Land Use Services Department, Planning Division.

Pursuant to provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act and the San Bernardino County
Environmental Review Guidelines, the above referenced project has been determined not to have a
significant effect upon the environment. An Environmental Impact Report will not be required.

Reasons to support this finding are included in the written Initial Study prepared by the San
Bernardino County Land Use Services Department, Planning Division.

The decision may be appealed by any aggrieved person, organization or agency to the Board of
Supervisors. Appeals shall be filed before the effective date of the Mitigated Negative Declaration
listed above. The Notice of Appeal shall be in writing and shall be filed with the appropriate fee at
the San Bernardino County Government Center Public Information Counter during normal
business hours.

Kevin White, Senior Planner Date of Action

Rev. 794 JAP

103 of 324



SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

This form and the descriptive information in the application package constitute the contents of Initial
Study pursuant to County Guidelines under Ordinance 3040 and Section 15063 of the State CEQA

Guidelines.

PROJECT LABEL:
APN:  0325-011-19
Applicant: Lazer Broadcasting, Inc. USGS Quad:  Forest Falls
200 S A Street, Suite 400 Latlong:  34°01'38.13"N
Oxnard, CA. 93030 -116°58'36.32" W
T, R, Section: T28 R4W Sec. 3 NW1/4
Community: Qak Glen Thomas Bros Page 650 Grid H-3
Location: Pisgah Peak Road, West side, Approx 1.5
miles south of Wildwood Canyon Road.
Project No:  P201000215 Community Plan:  Oak Glen
Staff:  Kevin White LUZD: OG/RL-20
Rep: David Mylnarski, Transtech Overlays:  FS3-1, Geologic Hazard -
Low to Moderate Landslide
Proposal: A} Conditional Use Permit to construct an
unmanned radio broadcast facility
consisting of a free standing 43
monopole, and a 100 sq. ft. equipment
building on 38.12 acres.
B) Major Variance to the Fire Safety
Overlay to reduce the Fuel Modification
area from 100 feet to 30 feet.

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION:

Lead agency: County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

~ Contact person: Kevin White, Senior Planner
Phone No: (909) 387-4131 Fax No: (909) 387-3223
E-mail:  kwhite@Ilusd.sbcounty.gov

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The Conditional Use Permit (CUP) would establish an unmanned self-supporting (no guy wires), 43-
foot tall monopole for radio broadcast (KXRS-FM 105.5). The CUP also includes a 1 00-square foot
equipment shelter. A Major Variance is also requested to reduce the required 100-foot perimeter fuel
modification area to 30 feet. These proposed improvements (Project) are located in the general
proximity of the intersection of Oak Glen and Wildwood Canyon Roads, west of Pisgah Peak Road.
The Project site is in the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino in the Oak Glen
Planning Area. The County General Plan designates the Land Use District for the Project site as
OG/RL-20 (Oak Glen/Rural Living — 20 acre minimum lot size). The Project is within the Fire Safety
Overlay Review Area One (FS-1) overlay district.

The project area is situated roughly in the Northwest quarter of Section 3, Township 2 South, Range 4
West, S.B.B.&M. of the Forest Falls, CA USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle at approximately
Lat/Long 34°01'38.13" N /-116°58'36.32" W (See Figure 1: Vicinity Map).
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Exhibit A — Regional Location Map
Lazer Broadcasting, Inc.
Pisgah Peak Rd.
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Proposed Site Plan
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Project Setting

The project site is situated in the steep foothills of the San Bernardino Mountains between the City of
Yucaipa and the community of Oak Glen. The site is located on a west facing slope below the
ridgeline, and is currently vacant with the exception of a telephone pole that has been installed to
identify the location of the monopole and represent the pole height. The site elevation varies from
3,850 ft above mean sea level (amsl) to 4,500 ft amsl. The entire parcel consists of steep slopes
greater than 30%, and is dominated by dense mixed chaparral.

The Project Site is located west of Pisgah Peak Road approximately 1.5 miles north of its intersection
with Wildwood Canyon within an unincorporated portion of San Bernardino County and in the Oak
Glen Planning area (see Figure 1). The Project site is approximately 1.5 miles south of the San
Bernardino National Forest.

Existing land uses and Land Use Zoning Districts on and adjacent to the proposed Project site are
listed below.

AREA EXISTING LAND USE OFFICIAL LAND USE DISTRICT
Site Vacant OG/RL-20 — Rural Living
North . Vacant OG/RL-20 - Rural Living
South Vacant ' OG/RL-20 ~ Rural Living
East Vacant OG/RL-20 - Rural Living
West Vacant Wildwood Canyon State Park

VIEW OF THE PROJECT SITE LOOKING EAST FROM WILDWOOD CANYON STATE PARK
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Scematic Diagram
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Monopole.
The pole is proposed on a western facing slope approximately 227 feet below the ridgeline. The

proposed antenna would be attached to the side of the monopole in a due south or due west direction
and would begin approximately midway up the pole (about 21.5 feet above the ground) to within one-
foot below the top of the pole. The antenna would extend approximately 4.5 feet out from the side of
the pole and would have an overall length of 21 feet. The antenna would be composed of four bent
dipoles (elements) and be made of copper. :

Security Fence
A 6-ft tall wrought-iron fence with apache points will be installed around the equipment building .

Non-irrigated, drought resistant landscaping around the fence and building.

Grading
Less than 25 cubic yards, balanced on site.

Traffic
Construction worker commute (car pooling will be implemented) vehicles will account for up to five

vehicle trips to and from the site per day depending upon construction activity which is expected to be
8 weeks. Delivery of materials and supplies will account for up to 3 vehicle trips to and from the site
per day depending upon construction activity.

During project operation, the project will be unmanned; as a result, minimal traffic (approximately one
vehicle trips per month) will be generated by facility operation for periodic maintenance.

Construction Schedule:
It is anticipated that this project will be constructed in approximately 8 weeks and will require a

maximum of 10 workers onsite per day.

Utility Service.
A private 6,700 ft underground utility run for power and telephone along Pisgah peak road.

Water will be delievered to the site as needed for grading/dust suppression and to establish
landscaping and revegeetation.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.):

Federal Communications Commission
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EVALUATION FORMAT

This initial study is prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq. and the State CEQA Guidelines
(California Code of Regulations Section 15000, et seq.). Specifically, the preparation of an Initial
Study is guided by Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. This format of the study is
presented as follows. The project is evaluated based upon its effect on seventeen (17) major
categories of environmental factors. Each factor is reviewed by responding to a series of questions
regarding the impact of the project on each element of the overall factor. The Initial Study Checklist
provides a formatted analysis that provides a determination of the effect of the project on the factor
and its elements. The effect of the project is categorized into one of the following four categories of
possible determinations:

Potentially Less than Significant Less than Significant No Impact
Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated

Substantiation is then provided to justify each determination. One of the four following
conclusions is then provided as a summary of the analysis for each of the major environmental

factors.
1. No Impact: No impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

2. Less than Significant Impact: No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated
and no mitigation measures are required.

3. Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Possible significant adverse
impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following mitigation measures are required as
a condition of project approval to reduce these impacts to a level below significant. The required
mitigation measures are: (List of mitigation measures)

4. Potentially Significant Impact. Significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated.
An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required to evaluate these impacts, which are (List of
the impacts requiring analysis within the EIR).

At the end of the analysis the required mitigation measures are restated and categorized as being
either self- monitoring or as requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below will be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

OO0ogOgog

Aesthetics [J Agriculture and Forestry Resources [ ] Air Quality

Biological Resources [J Cultural Resources O Geology / Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions [J Hazards & Hazardous Materials 0 Hydrology / Water Quality
Land Use/ Planning [] Mineral Resources O Noise

Population / Housing [ Public Services [} Recreation
Transportation / Traffic [0 utilities / Service Systems | gggg?;:;i:indings of

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation, the following finding is made:

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION shall be prepared.

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

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.

The proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the
proposed project, nothing further is required.

M 2 /.sv/zﬁ/zey a4

-’ _/gg{/zé,éé?//
e

Akt
Signiature: Robert Lewis-Pfanning Director.

Land Use Services Department
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Potentially Less than

Issues P Significant Lessthan  No
ﬁ%;g?ant ;rvfth Mitigation  Significant  Impact
ncorporated
I AESTHETICS - Will the project

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? D ] D D

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited |:] I:j D @
to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of [] [ D D
the site and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which will [:| D < D

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located within the view-shed of any Scenic Route listed

in the General Plan):

a)

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The project places the proposed tower and
equipment shelter on a vacant and undeveloped parcel and includes a fuel modification
plan which will thin vegetation within a 30 foot radius of the equipment shelter and
monopole, and clear all existing vegetation within 10 feet of the equipment shelter and
monopole. The 43 foot monopole is proposed to be located on the western facing slope,
227 feet below the ridgeline of the foothills. Therefore, the proposed improvements will not
create negative visual impacts on properties to the east or to the south since the tower will
not be significantly visible from these vantage points due to proximity and existing
vegetation. -

The tower will be visible to some properties west of the project site, including the eastern
portions of Wildwood Canyon State Park, and possibly some partially obstructed views from
the southwest. The project site is located approximately one-mile west of Oak Glen Road, a
County of San Bernardino designated Scenic Route. The proposed improvements are not
visable from this roadway as discussed above because the facilty is below the ridgline of
the foothills.

A Visual Assessment was conducted by Lilburn Corporation. The Visual Resources
Management (VRM) System established by the U.S. Bureau of Land Management (“BLM")
was utilized to objectively rate the quality of visual resources and evaluating changes in
scenic quality attributed to the proposed facility. The VRM is a contrast rating system
designed to be a systematic process to analyze potential visual impacts of proposed
projects and activities. Simulations of the Proposed Project elements were overlain on
photographs taken of the Project Site from various viewpoints.
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The contrast rating is performed from the most critical viewpoints. This is generally along
commonly traveled routes or at other likely observation points. Factors considered in
selecting the Project's Key Observation Points (KOPs) included: angle of observation,
number of viewers, length of time the project is in view, relative project size, season of use,
and light condition. Since the Project is linear, it was also rated from several viewpoints

representing the following:

o Most critical viewpoints (e.g. views from easternmost trails);

e Typical views encountered in representative landscapes, if not covered by critical
viewpoints; and

* Any special project or landscape features such as skyline crossings, river crossings,
substations, etc.

Lilburn chose 5 KOP's to evaluate the project site, all from within the Wildwood Canyon
State Park, which is the primary location where the project would be visable. Wildwood
Canyon State Park (Park) is located west and adjacent to the Project Site in east Yucaipa.
The State Park consists of 900 acres of land and provides trails for hikers, mountain bikers
and equestrian users. As noted on its website (http://wiidwoodcanyonstatepark.com), the
Park is home to wild animals, ancient oaks, wide open wildlands, and facilities including
horse corals and arenas, picnic areas, and meeting areas.

The Project Site and proposed monopole would be visible along portions of trails within the
Park. The primary viewshed for hikers and equestrian users within the Park is northeast
toward Pisgah Peak, as a majority of the marked trails trend in this direction. Existing utility
poles and wires are visible from the gated entrance to the trails as shown in Photograph 1
below. Rolling hills, valleys and steep slopes occur throughout the Park with marked and
unmarked trails trending generally southwest to northeast.

The Project Site occurs within an unincorporated area of the County and is not located
witihing the BLM Resource Management Plan. Nevertheless, according to VRM Manual
8431, in the event that BLM Resource Management Plan generated objectives are not
designated for an area, then interim VRM classes shall be developed using the guidelines in
Handbook H-8410-1.

The purpose of Visual Resource Classes is to establish categories assigned to public lands
to serve as: 1) an inventory tool that portrays the relative value of the visual resources; and
2) a management tool that portrays the visual management objectives. There are a total of
four classes (1, Il, Ill, and 1V) that may be assigned.

Visual resource inventory classes are assigned through the inventory process. Class | is
assigned to those areas where a management decision has been made previously to
maintain a natural landscape. This includes areas such as national wilderness areas, the
wild section of national wild and scenic rivers, and other congressionally and
administratively designed areas where decisions have been made to preserve a natural
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landscape. Classes Il, Il and IV are assigned based on a combination of scenic quality,
sensitivity levels, and distance zones, and accomplished by combining the three overlays
for scenic quality, sensitivity levels, and distance zones and using the guidelines within
Handbook H-8410-1 to assign the proper class. According to the BLM Handbook H-8410-1,
inventory classes are informational and provide the basis for considering visual values, and
do not establish management direction and should not be used as a basis for constraining
or limiting surface disturbing activities. Since the Project Site is adjacent to a State park
and visible from locations within the park, and because the park was formed to preserve the
wilderness aspects of the area, the visual impacts are assessed under the BLM VRM

category of Class |.

A contrast rating worksheet was complete of each of the five visual simulations prepared. In
order to properly assess the contrasts between the proposed and existing situation, the
worksheet reviews the basic features (i.e., landform/water, vegetation, and structures) and
basic elements (i.e., form, line, color, and texture) so that the specific features and elements
that create contrast can be accurately identified.

As discussed in the Federal VRM Manual 8431, in order to determine whether the VRM
objectives are met, the contrast ratings are compared with the objectives for the VRM
Class. For comparative purposes, the four levels of contrast (i.e., none, weak, moderate,
and strong) roughly correspond with classes |, II, Ill and IV, respectively. In making these
comparisons, the cumulative effects of all the contrast ratings should be considered. The
objective of Class | is to preserve the existing character of the landscape. This class
provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very limited
management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very
low and must not attract attention.

Based on the results of the contrast rating completed for the Proposed Project at the five
KOP’s it was determined would that the project was not considered a significant visual
impact. The Project is not intrusive or dominate. As an example the assessment discussed
hiker's perspective along the Stable Ridge Trail. The assessment noted the Project Site is
visible at intermittent times (e.g., brief stops) given the importance of footing and safety
concerns (i.e., wild animals, poison oak). However, on horseback the Project Site can be
viewed for a greater amount of time. The overall degree of contrast for the potential visual
impacts is considered weak. The proposed monopole and equipment shelter can be seen
but do not attract attention or distract from the scenic aspects of the area. Introduction of
small, thin, vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the background. However, the
overall existing landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not change.
Additionally, the proposed fuel modification does not seem out of place and blends with
other natural areas void of vegetation along the ridgeline.
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b)

No Impact. The project will not substantially damage scenic resources or historic buildings
within a state-designated scenic highway, as none exist onsite and the closest state
designated scenic highway is more than 3.5 miles away.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project will be visible to some
properties west of the project site, including the eastern portions of Wildwood Canyon State
Park, and partially obstructed views from the southwest. As noted in Section A, a visual
assessment was prepared to evaluate the impacts of the proposed project,

The visual assessment evaluated the project with a contrast rating process, which include
four key elements including form, line, color, and texture. It also considered other items
such as relative size or scale and distance. This process places the project within four
levels of contrast. The four levels of contrast are defined below:

None: The element contrast is not visible or perceived.
Weak: The element contrast can be seen but does not attract attention.

Moderate: The element contrast begins to attract attention and begins to dominate
the characteristic landscape.

Strong: The element contrast demands attention, will not be overlooked, and is
dominant in the landscape.,

Based on the results of the contrast rating completed for the Proposed Project at the five
KOP’s it was determined the Project was not considered a significant visual impact. The
Project would not be considered intrusive or dominate. The overall degree of contrast for
the potential visual impacts is considered weak. Therefore the project will not substantially
degrade the existing visual character of the site and its surroundings. However, to reduce
the contrast of the Project-related form, line and color mitigation measures shall be

implemented.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not create a new source of
substantial light or glare which will adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. The
proposed 43-ft tall monopole is not required by the FAA to be lit for air navigation safety.
The proposed 100 sg. ft. equipment shelter may have an exterior light for safety purposes
when the site is visited for maintenance after dark.

Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following
mitigation measures are required as conditions of project approval to reduce these impacts to

a level below significant.

115 of 324



APN: 0325-011-19-0000 Initial Study Page 13 of 52
LAZER BROADCASTING, INC. [P201000215]
October 26, 2011

Mitigation Measures:

AES-1  The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive green to blend with the
~ surrounding vegetation. In addition to this first layer of treatment, a second layer of
paint shall be worked in a random pattern in colors of deep olive, light sage and
light brown to further mimic a vegetative pattern or camouflage effect. The random
pattern shall be applied in a stippling or sponging in manner to avoid sharp lines.

AES 2 The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the ridge in which the
telephone pole currently occupies. During placement of the telephone pole
vegetation was removed. The scraped area, which appears in the form of a line
down the slope, and any other areas that may be disturbed during site development
shall be revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist prior to
issuance of occupancy permits.

AES 3  The developer shall submit a landscape plan for drought tolerant, fire resistive plants
in the ten foot, cleared, fuel modification area. The plan shall be approved the
Planning Division and the County Fire Department.
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Issues

Potentialy
Sigruficant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Mitigation
incorporated

Less than
Significant

No
Impact

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES - In
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept.
of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland,
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to information compiled by the California Department
of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Will the project:

a)

d)

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?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Rescurces Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 51104(g))?

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

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

(<

>

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located in the Important Farmlands Overlay):

a) No Impact. The proposed Project will not 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, since the proposed Project is not designated as such. There are no
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agricultural uses on the site currently. No significant adverse impacts are identified or
anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or
a Williamson Act contract. The current General Plan land use designation for the proposed
Project area is OG/RL-20 (Rural Living), which allows the development of radio broadcast
facility with a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). The proposed Project area is not under a
Williamson Act contract.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g)). The proposed Project area
is currently vacant land, which has never been designated as forest land or timberland. No
rezoning of the project site will be required as the proposed energy facility is compatible with
the current zoning designation: OG/RL-20 (Rural Living).

No Impact. The proposed Project will not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use. The proposed Project area is not forest land or timberland.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not 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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Potentiafly Less than Less than No

Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated

AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district might be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Will the project:

a)

b)

€)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air [:[ L__, ] D
quality plan?
Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an [___i D D

existing or projected air quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria |:| D [ [:|
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

0zone precursors)?

Expose  sensitive  receptors to  substantial  pollutant D |:| D @
concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of [:] D D X
people?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Discuss conformity with the Mojave Air Quality Management Plan, if

applicable).

a)

Less than Significant Impact. The project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation
of the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan, nor will the project violate any air quality
standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation, because
the proposed uses do not exceed the thresholds established for air quality concerns within
the CEQA Air Quality Handbook developed by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District. (SCAQMD)

Air quality plans are strategies designed to reduce long-term operational emissions and
comply with the Federal and State ambient air quality standards. The operation of the
proposed radio tower would generate emissions considered to be negligible. Operational
emissions are considered to be negligible because the primary source of emissions would
be from maintenance vehicles used by workers to visit the site, and electricity usage.
Therefore, operation emissions are expected to be very negligible and well below the
significance thresholds, and would not create significant air quality impacts.
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Air quality impacts were considered for short-term impacts and long-term regional impacts.
Short-term impacts would occur during construction of the proposed project from soil
disturbance and equipment exhaust. Long-term regional impacts are those associated with
stationary sources and mobile sources involving any project related change during the
operation of the proposed project.

Construction Impacts

Major sources of emissions during demolition, grading, site preparation and construction
include: 1) exhaust emissions; 2) equipment and fugitive dust generated by construction
equipment and vehicles. The site is vacant and no impacts will occur from demolition.

The project will not exceed the thresholds of significance with respect to exhaust emissions
established by the SCAQMD, due to the small size of the project, the minimal amount of
grading, and crew size. The entire construction time is expected to be approximately 25
days over an 8 week period. The tower is expected to be constructed by utilizing a
helicopter to deliver the proposed tower in sections and to set the pier foundations and pour
cement. Therefore a single helicopter is expected to be utilized on three construction days,
which would not cause a substantial increase of any specific pollutant.

The project would create emission of PMyq, although not a significant amount based on the
amount of development. The project will require very little grading (less than 25 cubic
yards) for construction of the equipment shelter and a single parking space. The project
proposes to underground utilities within the existing roadway (Pisgah Peak Road) which is
unpaved. Mitigation measures below have been required to control fugitive dust from the
grading process and undergrounding of the utility trench.

Long-Term Regional Impacts

Major sources of emissions during the operations phase include: 1) vehicular emissions; 2)
stationary emissions.

The proposed radio broadcast tower will result in the emission of very few pollutants.
Implementation of the proposed project would generate less than one vehicle trip per week
which is well below the thresholds of significance. Therefore the impacts are below the
thresholds of the AQMD, and less than significant.

The project is not expected to create total (vehicular and stationary) daily emissions that
exceed the daily emissions thresholds established by CEQA.

The project will not violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation, because the proposed use does not exceed established
thresholds of concern as established by the SCAQMD. A dust control plan may be required
as mitigation measure to regulate construction activities that could create wind blown dust.
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b)

No Impact. The proposed Project will not violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Air quality impacts will include
construction exhaust emissions generated from construction equipment, vegetation clearing
and earth movement activities (if necessary), construction workers’ commute, and
construction material hauling for the entire construction period. These activities will involve
the use of diesel- and gasoline-powered equipment that will generate emissions of criteria
pollutants such as Carbon Monoxide (CO), Nitrogen Oxides (NOy), Reactive Organic Gases
(ROG) or Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC), Sulfur Oxides (SOxy, Particulate Matter less
than 10 microns (PM1o), and Particulate Matter less than 2.5 microns (PM25). The
construction component for this project is considered very minor, and will not exceed the
thresholds of concern.

Construction-related increases in emissions of fugitive dust, exhaust from construction
equipment, and employee commute vehicles will be temporary and localized during the
construction phase. The proposed Project will also include dust abatement measures that
will limit the generation of pollutants, including particulate matter 10 microns or less in
diameter (PMyy), consistent with Rule 403.2 Fugitive Dust Control.

The proposed radio broadcast tower will result in the emission of very few pollutants.
Implementation of the proposed project would generate less than one vehicle trip per week
which is well below the thresholds of significance.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project will not 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). The
project will contribute criteria pollutants in the area during the short-term project construction
period. None of the activities associated with the proposed Project will create a substantial
permanent increase in the emissions of criteria pollutants that will be cumulatively
considerable. Occasional routine maintenance and repairs of the facility will have no impact
on the emissions of criteria pollutants that will be cumulatively considerable. There are no
sources of potential long-term air impacts associated with the implementation of the
proposed project. Therefore, impacts will be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project will not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Sensitive receptors include residences, schools,
daycare centers, playgrounds and medical facilities, none of which are in close proximity to
the project site. Furthermore the County's general conditions and standards as well as
project-specific design and construction features incorporated into the proposed Project
such as dust suppression techniques per Rule 403 will reduce any potential impacts from
the project. Dust Supression techniques may include non toxic chemical stabilizers and
covering any temporary storage piles. No significant adverse impacts are identified or
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anticipated and no additional mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not create objectionable odors that will affect any
substantial number of people. Potential odor generation associated with the proposed
Project will be limited to construction sources such as diesel exhaust and dust that will be
temporary and not be substantial. No significant odor impacts related to project
implementation are anticipated due to the nature and short-term extent of potential sources,
as well as the intervening distance to sensitive receptors. Therefore, the operation of the
project will have a less than significant impact associated with the creation of objectionable
odors affecting a substantial number of people.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Swgnificant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
.'ncorpor'ared
V. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES - Will the project:
a) Have substantial adverse effects, 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 [:| ] L__] X
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands [:| D D ]
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
native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinancés protecting biological D D @ D
resources, such as & tree preservation policy or ordinance?
f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation D D 4
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional or state habitat conservation plan?
SUBSTANTIATION: (Check if project is located in the Biological Resources Overlay or contains
habitat for any species listed in the California Natural Diversity Database X):
Category N/A
a) Less than Significant with Migitation Incorporated. The project with mitigation will not

have substantial adverse effects, 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 G

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),

ame (CDFG) or

The project is located on 38.12 acres of undeveloped land near the boundaries of the San
Bernardino National Forest. The project site is entirely within the Pisgah Peak Open Space
Area which supports a diversity of wildlife species including large mammals.
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The primary impact of project implementation would be the ground disturbance associated
with the installation of the tower, support building, and supply lines. The actual footprint of
the proposed project is small (less than 350 sq. ft. including the tower, shelter, and parking
maintenance area) and is located outside of any sensitive habitat areas. No significant
impacts are expected as a result of equipment shelter construction. The proposed power
and communication supply line would be installed underground in the existing road and
would not disturb existing native vegetation.

A biological investigation of the proposed radio tower was conducted by Biological
Assessment Services on four separate occasions to determine if there were significant
biological resources on the site, and access road. The visits were made June 2, 20086,
December 30, 2006, March 5, 2007 and August 10, 2007. Updates to the biological
investigation were completed in 2009 and 2010. The biological investigation noted that the
none of the site conditions were ephemeral and therefore the results of the field investifation
remain accurate. Wildlife previously observed on or near the site at the time of the surveys
were common chaparral species, with the exception of migratory birds high overhead. The
Western Fence Lizard was common on the shoulder of Pisgah Peak Mountain Road and
several Coast Horned Lizards (a sensitive faunal species) were noted as well.

Coast Horned Lizard - There is limited potential to impact sensitive faunal resources, the
coast horned lizard and protected bird species, in particular. The coast horned lizard
forages on Pisgah Mountain Road. The species’ primary defense is cryptic coloration and it
‘freezes” when it senses danger to minimize its visibility. The species also buries itself in
the sand when the temperatures get too hot or cold. The developer has stated they will
reduce or eliminate direct mortality to the coast horned lizard during construction, by
requiring a biologist to complete a pre-survey the construction site and access road each
day prior to the start of work and periodically throughout the day during construction. Any
coast horned lizards (or other wildlife incidentally observed) found to be in harm's way will
be relocated to a safe place. The

Avian Impacts From Towers - It is documented that communication towers can cause
mortality in migratory birds and the compilation of data presented in Travis Longcore, Ph.D.
et al., Scientific Basis to Establish Policy Regulating Communications towers to Protect
Migratory Birds, Land Protection Partners (2005) presents a summary of most of the
relevant studies on the subject. Evidence presented in the Longcore paper leads to the
conclusion that the four factors increasing avian mortality from tower strikes are tower
placement on the topography, tower height, lighting, and guy wires. Towers on ridgelines
and peaks kill more migratory birds than those not placed on ridgelines or peaks. Tall
towers, especially those over 500 feet kill more birds than shorter towers. Lighted towers,
especially those with continuous lights, kill more birds than towers with strobe lights or
unlighted towers. Towers with guy wires kill more birds than towers without guy wires.
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b)

Avian Impacts from Construction- Site clearing and construction during nesting season
could result in the disruption of successful reproduction of bird species considered sensitive
or protected under the California Fish and Game Code and Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Per
CEQA, any disruption of successful reproduction for sensitive or protected wildlife species is
considered independently and cumulatively significant.

With the mitigation measures below, this project will not 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, because
mitigation measures are proposed to reduce potential impacts to a level of insignificance.

No Impact. The project implementation will not have any impacts to sensitive or regulated
habitat because the project site is devoid of native riparian vegetation or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the CDFG
or USFWS.

No Impact. This project will not 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, because the project is not within an identified protected wetland.

Less than Significant. This project will not 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, because there
are no such corridors or nursery sites within or near the project site.

Less than Significant Impact. This project will not conflict with any Idcal policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources, as the site has been previously disturbed and
there are no identified biological resources that are subject to such regulation.

No Impact. The project area is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan. There will be no take of critical habitat and, therefore, no land use
conflict with existing management plans will occur.

Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following
mitigation measures are required as conditions of project approval to reduce these impacts

to a level below significant.
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Mitigation Measures.

BIO-1 Biology Monitoring: In order to reduce or eliminate direct mortality to the coast horned lizard

during construction, a biologist will pre-survey the construction site and access road each
day prior to the start of work and periodically throughout the day during construction. Any
coast horned lizards (or other wildlife incidentally observed) found to be in harm’s way will be
relocated to a safe place.

BIO-2 Avian Guidelines and Monitoring: The proposed project meets all four criteria for reducing

avian mortality as recommended in the Longcore report. The tower is not located on a peak
or ridgeline; at 100 feet, it is short; it is not lighted; and it is not guyed.

Although the tower would be built within all the recommended parameters for minimizing
avian mortality resulting from accidental bird strikes, the following measures will be
implemented to further reduce avian mortality.

The developer will follow the Fish and Wildlife Service’s “Service Interim Guidelines
For Recommendations On Communications Tower Siting, Construction, Operation,
and Decommissioning”

If diversion devices intended to reduce avian mortality are unsuccessful, additional
mitigation measures may be suggested.

Monitor for five years for avian mortality. All species of birds found dead around the
towers will be recorded. Tower maintenance workers will note bird mortality and will
call the project biologist to retrieve and identify dead birds.

If a problem of avian mortality is determined by the project biclogist, additional
mitigation measures intended to reduce bird mortality will be developed. An annual
report will be submitted to the CDFG for each of the first five years of operation.

BIO-3 Construction Months and Monitoring: To prevent the take of nesting native bird species, all

clearing and grubbing of the project site and construction shall take place between August 15
and February 15. Winter site clearing and construction will insure that nesting birds are not
present and impacted. If construction is scheduled during bird nesting season (February 15
to August 15), a qualified biologist will survey the area within 200 feet {or up to 300 feet
depending on topography or other factors and 500 feet for raptors) of the construction activity
to determine if construction is disturbing nesting birds. If nesting activity is being
compromised, construction will be suspended in the vicinity of the nest until fledging is

complete.]

BIO-4 Open Space Easement: The Developer has offered to deed restrict the unused portion of
the 38.12-acre parcel — more than 37 acres — for passive use by visitors to the Wildwood

Canyon State Park.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Sigmificant Significant Significant  impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Will the project

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a ]
historical resource as defined in §15064.57 D D D A

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

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or ]:l D D ]
site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of [:] D [_‘_‘I @
formal cemeteries?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check if the project is located in the Cultural [] or Paleontologic L]
Resources overiays or cite results of cultural resource review):

a) No Impact. This project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource, because there are no such resources identified in the project vicinity.

b) No Impact. The proposed Project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5 because there are no such
resources identified in the project vicinity.

c) No Impact. This project will not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature, because no such resources have been
identified on the site..

d) No Impact. The project site is not located a known cemetery, and no human remains are

anticipated to be disturbed during the construction phase. However, in accordance with
applicable regulations, construction activities will halt in the event of discovery of human
remains, and consultation and treatment will occur as prescribed by law.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
Vi, GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Will 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 delineated on the |:| |:| (<] l:[
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? D [:] D
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? |_—_| D 24 D
iv. Landslides? ] < ] ]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ] ] ]
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that |:| D E] D
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on or off site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of the D D ] ]
California Building Code (2001) creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic l:j D [] ]

tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers
are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [ if project is located in the Geologic Hazards Overlay District):

a) Less than Significant Impact. (i-ii) The project will not 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, ii) strong seismic ground shaking, or iii) Seismic-related
ground failure, including liquefaction, because there are no such geologic hazards identified
in the immediate vicinity of the project site. The project will be reviewed and approved by
County Building and Safety with appropriate seismic standards.

iv) Less than Significant Impact. The project is within the Geologic Hazards Overlay
District, as the site is designated on County maps as having low-to-moderate potential for
landslides. A soil and geotechnical report was submitted to the County Building and Safety
Geologist by Southern Californai Geotechnical. The report determined that the site is
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b)

d)

suitable for the proposed development.

The geotechnical report was completed for a larger scale project which included 250 square
foot structure and a 100+foot high tower. The project components have now been
significantly reduced to a 100 square foot structure for equipment and a 43 foot monopole

antenna.

No Impact. No substantial grading or vegetation removal will occur for the installation of the
proposed Project. It is expected that vegetation will be cleared for the footprints of the
equipment building (being less than 350 sq. ft) and ten feet around the building and
monopole for fuel modification. This allows the retention of the majority of the vegetation
onsite, which consist primarily of mixed chapparal. Therefore the proposed project does not
threaten to produce substantial soil erosion or loss of top soil.

Less than Significant Impact. The project is not located on a geologic unit that may
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on or off site, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse. The project is within the Geologic Hazards
Overlay District, as the site is designated on County maps as having low-to-moderate
potential for landslides. See Section VlI-a (IV) above.

Less than Significant. The project site is not located in an area which has been identified
by the County Building and Safety Geologist as having the potential for expansive soils, as
determined by a required soils report.

No Impact. The project does not propose to use septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems; therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the
following mitigation measures are required as conditions of project approval to
reduce these impacts to a level below significant.

GEO-1 Foundation and Footings. The developer shall submit foundation plans to the
County Geotechnical Engineer for review and approval. Alternatively, the project
Geotechnical Engineer may submit a written review of the plan, but must indicate
whether the plans appear to incorporate the geotechnical recommendation for site
development as outlined in the preliminary geotechnical report. The project
Geotechnical Engineer shall also inspect and approve footing excavations prior to
the pouring of concrete.
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Potenilally Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
incorporated
Vil GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Will the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, D D g D
that may have a significant impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an D D B4
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?
SUBSTANTIATION:
a) Less than Significant Impact. The project will not generate greenhouse gas emissions,

either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment. in
September 2006 Governor Schwarzenegger signed the Global Warming Solutions Act
(Assembly Bill 32), which was created to address the Global Warm ing situation in California.
The Act requires that the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in California be reduced to
1890 levels by 2020. This is part of a larger plan in which California hopes to reduce its
emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. This reduction shall be accomplished
through an enforceable statewide cap on GHG emissions that shall be phased in starting in
2012 and regulated by the California Air Resources Board (CARB). With this Act in place,
CARB is in charge of setting specific standards for different source emissions, as well as
monitoring whether they are being met.

As discussed in Section Il of this document, the proposed project's primary contribution to
air emissions is attributable to construction activities. Project construction will result in
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from construction equipment and construction workers
personal vehicles traveling to and from the site. Construction-related GHG emissions vary
depending on the level of activity, length of the construction period, specific construction
operations, types of equipment, and number of personnel.

The primary emissions that will result from the proposed Project occur as carbon dioxide
(COz) from gasoline and diesel combustion, with more limited vehicle tailpipe emissions of
nitrous oxide (N20) and methane (CH.), as well as other GHG emissions related to vehicle
cooling systems. Although construction emissions are a one-time event, GHG emissions
such as CO; can persist in the atmosphere for decades.

Currently, neither the AQMD nor the County has established a quantitative threshold or
standard for determining whether a project's GHG emissions are significant. In December
2008, SCAQMD adopted interim CEQA GHG significance thresholds of 10,000 metric tons
of CO2e (MTCOze) per year for stationary/industrial projects that include a tiered approach
for assessing the significance of GHG emissions from a project (SCAQMD 2008). For the
purposes of determining whether or not GHG emissions from a project are significant,
SCAQMD recommends summing emissions from amortized construction emissions over
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b)

the life of the proposed project, generally defined as 30 years, and operational emissions,
and comparing the result with the established interim GHG significance threshold. While
the individual project emissions will be less than 10,000 MTCO.elyr, it is recognized that
small increases in GHG emissions associated with construction and operation of the
proposed Project will contribute to regional increases in GHG emissions.

The project size is considered very small, requiring less than 25 cubic yards of grading, very
limitied traffic trips, and minimal construction impacts. For these reasons, it is unlikely that
this project will impede the State’s ability to meet the reduction targets of AB32.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project will not significantly conflict with any
applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases. Currently, neither the AQMD nor the County has adopted
any Plan, policy or regulation intended to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. (see also

Vii(a)).
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Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Sigmificant

No
Impact

VIl

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Will
the project:

a)

c)

d)

€)

f)

9)

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

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?

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

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, will it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

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, will 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, will the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

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

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?

]

X

<]

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project will not entail the
routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, with the potential exception of
short-term construction-related substances such as fuels, lubricants, adhesives, and
solvents. The potential risk associated with the accidental discharge during use and
storage of such construction-related hazardous materials during project construction is
considered low because the handling of any such materials will be addressed through the
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b)

g)

implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) pursuant to the intent of the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction Permit.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project will not 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, With the exception of
construction-related hazards such as fuels, lubricants, adhesives, solvents and asphalt
wastes, the proposed Project will not generate or require the use or storage of significant
quantities of hazardous substances. There is no a battery backup component, thus
minimizing the need for transporting, using, or disposing of the hazardous materials that
may be associated with the project. Furthermore, standard operating procedures will
prevent the use of these materials from causing a significant hazard to the public or

environment.

No Impact. There are no existing or proposed schools within one-quarter mile of the
proposed Project site. Additionally, operation and maintenance of the project will not
produce hazardous emissions. No significant adverse impacts are anticipated and
therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The Project site is not located on a known site that is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. The
proposed Project shall not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. No
impacts to this topic shall occur as a result of implementing the proposed Project and,
therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The proposed Project area is not located within an Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan Area and it is not within two miles of a public airport.

No Impact. The proposed Project area is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip;
therefore, it will not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project

area.

No Impact. The project will not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan because the project is in
an unpopulated area that will not require evacuation.
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) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project is located within the Fire Safety Area
1 Overlay District, which is characterized by areas with moderate to steep terrain and
moderate to heavy fuel loading. The project does not include any habitable structures or
residences. The project will included a fuel modification plan which will thin the vegetation
within a 30 foot radius of the equipment shelter and monopole, and clear all existing
vegetation within 10 feet of the equipment shelter and meonopole. The shelter shall be a
pre-fabricated structure, with fire suppression mechanisms built-in. The walls are required
to have a multi-hour fire rating, and there will be an automated fire suppression system that
utilizes an inert gas to extinguish fire inside the shelter,
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Sgnificant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
IX HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Will the
project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge D D D
requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere D <]
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there will be a D D =
net deficit in aguifer 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 will not support existing
land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or D D D 2
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner that will result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or offsite?

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 @ manner which will result in floeding on- or offsite?

e) Create or confribute runoff water which would exceed the ] [] ] ]
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? |:| D D @

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on |:] D D @
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 structure which would |:] D []
impede or redirect flood flows?

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

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? D l‘_"] D g

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) No Impact.. The project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements, because the project does not require or include water service, nor does it
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b)

d)

f)

g)

h)

require any wastewater discharge.

No Impact.. The proposed Project will not entail the use of groundwater and; thus will not
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that
there will be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.
Most of the ground within the proposed Project area will not be covered with impermeable
material, so water percolation and groundwater recharge will not be significantly impacted
by the implementation of the project.

No Impact.. The project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including 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, because the project consists of less
very minor grading and very little conversion of permeable surface to impermeable surface.
The project is located on a steep sloping hillside with no stream or rivers.

No Impact.. The project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including 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, because the project consists of less
very minor grading and very little conversion of permeable surface to impermeable surface.
The project is located on a steep sloping hillside with no stream or rivers.

No Impact.. The project will not 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, because County Public Works has reviewed the
proposed project drainage and has determined that the proposed systems are adequate to
handle anticipated flows. Impermeable soil will encompass less than 1% of the project site.

No Impact.. The project will not otherwise substantially degrade water quality, as the
project involves no waste water discharge.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not place housing within a 1 00-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map. The project proposes no habital structures.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures that will impede or redirect flood flows.

No Impact. The Project will not 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, because the project site is not within any identified path of a potential inundation flow
that might result in the event of a dam or levee failure or that might occur from a river,
stream, lake or sheet flow situation.

No Impact. The Project site will not be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow. A tsunami is a series of ocean waves generated in the ocean by an impulsive
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disturbance. Due to the inland location of the proposed project, tsunamis are not
considered a threat. A seiche is an oscillating surface wave in a restricted or enclosed body
of water generated by ground motion, usually during an earthquake. Inundation from a
seiche can occur if the wave overflows a containment wall or the banks of a water body. No
impacts are expected to occur because the project is not adjacent to any marine or inland
water bodies. The soils in the project area are moderately well-drained, the terrain is
relatively flat, and mudflows have not historically been an issue in the proposed Project
area.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated

LAND USE AND PLANNING - Will the project:

a)

b)

c)

Physically divide an established community? D D I:i ]

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of D D =4 |:]
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?

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

No Impact. The project will not physically divide an established community, because there
are no established community present in the Project area. The proposed Project area is
located in an unincorporated part of the County that has sparse residential development
and will occupy an area that is currently vacant.

Less than Significant Impact. The project will not conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. The project is consistent with all
applicable land use policies and regulations of the County Code and General Plan,
including the Oak Glen Community Plan. The project complies with all hazard protection,
resource preservation and land use modifying Overlay District regulations. The proposed
use is allowed within the Official Land Use Zoning District, and is not prohibited by the
Community Plan.

The project site is adjacent to the Wildwood Canyon State Park. The Oak Glen Community
Plan encourages the support and to actively pursue the expansion of the park with
cooperation with the Wildlands Conservancy and Yucaipa Valley Conservancy. The
proposed project would only develop approximately 425 sq. ft. of the 38.12 acre project site.
Furthermore, the developer has agreed to provide an open space easement to the
Wildwood Canyon Park and relinquish future development rights for the greater portion
surrounding the parcel, within the FCC guidelines and safety regulations. The Community
Plan does encourage utilities to be placed underground, which has been implemented into

the project design

No Impact. The proposed Project does not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation
plans or natural community conservation plans.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
XL MINERAL RESOURCES - Will the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that ] [] [] X
will be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral D D D IE

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check L] if project is located within the Mineral Resource Zone Overlay):

a)

b)

No Impact. The project will not 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, because there are no
identified important mineral resources on the project site and the site is not within a Mineral
Resource Zone Overlay.

No Impact. The project will not 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, because there are no identified locally important mineral resources on the project site.
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Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
XIl. NOISE - Will the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of [] D [X] D
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 groundborne D |:| D ﬁ
vibration or groundborne noise levels?
¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the L] ] @
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise [:] [:[ "] D
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where D |:| |:] ]z
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, will 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 airstrip, will the project D D D 2

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

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check if the project is Jocated in the Noise Hazard Overlay District [_] or is subject to
severe noise levels according to the General Plan Noise Element C)):

a) Less than Significant. The project will not expose persons to or generate noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies, because no noise exceeding these standards is anticipated to
be generated by the proposed uses. During normal operations, the project will only
generate noise via the air-conditioning units, which will meet County standards. Noise
generation from construction equipment/vehicle operation will be localized, temporary, and
transitory in nature; therefore, no significant impacts will be anticipated. Operation of the
proposed Project will not generate audible levels of noise or perceptible levels of vibration in

b)

the surrounding community.

No Impact. The project will not create exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels, because no vibration exceeding these
standards is anticipated to be generated by the proposed uses.
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c)

d)

e)

f)

No Impact. The proposed Project will not create a substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project.
Specifically, the project will result in temporary noise increases during construction but will
not create any substantial permanent increase in the ambient noise levels due to the
operation activities consisting of maintenance vehicles and equipment onsite with hardly
discernible noises.

Less than Significant. The proposed Project is adjacent to mostly undeveloped and/or
vacant lands; therefore, noise generated from the proposed Project could potentially result
in some temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the projects. Specifically, construction of the proposed Project may
potentially create some elevated short-term construction noise impacts from construction
equipment; however, these activities shall be limited to daytime hours. Furthermore, the site
is in & remote area with very limited development occurring in the project vicinity, the impact
will not be significant.

No Impact. The proposed Project area is not located within an airport land use plan and it
is not within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.

No Impact. The proposed Project area is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significart Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
Xlll.  POPULATION AND HOUSING - Will the project:

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

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating [:| D I:] X
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? D D D [E

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) No Impact. The proposed Project will not induce substantial population growth in the area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure). No houses are being
proposed as part of the proposed Project for construction workers or those that will be
employed during operation of the facility. During operation, the project site will be un-
manned. Accordingly, the proposed Project will not result in any impacts to housing or
related infrastructure, nor will it require construction of additional housing. No significant
adverse impacts are anticipated and, therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

b) No Impact. The proposed Project will not displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere because the project site is
currently undeveloped. No significant adverse impacts are anticipated and, therefore, no
mitigation measures are required.

¢) No Impact. The proposed Project will not displace substantial numbers of people,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere because the project site is
currently undeveloped. No significant adverse impacts are anticipated and, therefore, no

mitigation measures are required.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Wil 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 perfoermance objectives for
any of the public services:
Fire Protection? ] ] X ]
Police Protection? ] ] X D
Schools? ] ] ]
Parks? D D D E
Other Public Facilities? D l___| L—_l @
SUBSTANTIATION:
a) Fire - Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project area is serviced by the San

Bernardino County Fire Department. The proposed Project will not substantially impact
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives related to fire protection.

Any development, along with the associated human activity, in previously undeveloped
areas increases the potential of the occurrence of wildfires. Comprehensive safety
measures that comply with federal, state, and local worker safety and fire protection codes
and regulations will be implemented for the proposed Project that will minimize the
occurrences of fire due to project activities during construction and for the life of the project.
Because of the low probability and short-term nature of potential fire protection needs
during construction, the proposed Project will not result in associated significant impacts.

The developer met with County Fire Department prior to submitting the CUP application and
incorporated the department suggestions into the project description.

Police Protection — Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project area and other
unincorporated portions of the County are served by the San Bernardino County Sheriff's
Department. The proposed Project will not impact service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives related to police protection.
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Schools — No Impact. Long-term operation of the proposed facilities will place no demand
on school services because it will not involve the construction of facilities that require such
services (e.g., residences) and will not involve the introduction of a temporary or permanent
human population into this area.

Parks — No Impact. Long-term operation of the proposed facilities will place no demand on
parks because it will not involve the construction of facilities that require such services
(e.g., residences) and will not involve the introduction of a temporary or permanent human
population into this area.

Other Public Facilities — No Impact. The proposed Project will not result in the
introduction and/or an increase in new residential homes and the proposed Project will not
involve the introduction of a temporary or permanent human population into this area.
Based on these factors, the proposed Project will not result in any long-term impacts to

other public facilities.
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Potentially Less than Less than No

Issues Significart Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
XV. RECREATION

a) Will the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and ]:] X
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial D D =
physical deterioration of the facility will occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational faciliies or require the |:| D D X
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) No Impact. The proposed Project will not increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility will occur or be accelerated. No new residences or recreational facilities will be
constructed as part of the proposed Project and the proposed Project will not induce
population growth in adjacent areas. No significant adverse impacts are anticipated and,
therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

b) No Impact. The proposed Project does not include recreational facilities or require the

construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment. No new residences or recreational facilities will be constructed
as part of the proposed project. The proposed Project will not induce population growth in
adjacent areas and will not increase the use of recreational facilities in surrounding
neighborhoods. No significant adverse impacts are anticipated and, therefore, no mitigation
measures are required.

The Developer has offered to deed-restrict the unused portion of the 38.12-acre site for
passive Open Space uses in conjunction with the adjacent Wildwood Canyon State Park.
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XVL

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Will the project:

a)

b)

d)

e)

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components
of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and greenways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit.

Conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including but not limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including sither an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

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?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

L]

SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

b)

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The project will not cause an increase in traffic that is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system, because
the increase in the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, and the
congestion level at intersections remains below the planned thresholds for those facilities.

Pisgah Peak Road is a private, gated road that does not receive regular traffic.

Vehicle trips on Pisgah Peak Road will increase temporarily during construction but will not
exceed the capacity of the road. During regular operation, service personnel will visit the

site for routine maintenance 2-4 times per month.

No Impact. The project will not exceed, either individually or cumulatively, any level of
service [LOS] standard established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways, because traffic will only increase by routine maintenance

visits once or twice monthly.
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¢) No Impact. The project will not result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an

€)

increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks,
because there are no airports in the vicinity of the project and there is no anticipated notable
impact on air traffic volumes by passengers or freight generated by the proposed uses and
no new air traffic facilities are proposed.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not include design features that will affect traffic
safety, nor will it cause incompatible uses (such as farm equipment) on local roads. In
addition, no new roads are being proposed as part of this project; consequently, there shall
be no impacts.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not result in inadequate emergency access to the
project area. During project construction, all vehicles will be parked off public roads and will
not block emergency access routes. The proposed Project will not result in any road
closures.

No Impact. The proposed Project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance of safety of such facilities. No alternative transportation policies, plans, or
programs have been designated for the proposed Project area.
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Potentialfy Less than Less than No

Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mrtigation
Incorporated
XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Wil the
project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable [:] D D
Regicnal 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?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage D |:| D X
faciliies 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 [:| D D 2
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded,
entittements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, D D [] [E
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(s) with sufficient permitted capacity to |:| D fg |:|
accommaodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations D D X D
related to solid waste?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) No Impact. The proposed Project will not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. The County General Plan defers to applicable
Regional water control requirements, and the proposed project's water discharge does not
require treatment or permitting according to the regulations of the RWQCB.

b) No Impact. The proposed Project will not require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
will cause significant environment effects.

¢) No Impact. The proposed Project will not require the construction or expansion of storm
water drainage facilities. Most of the ground within the proposed Project area will not be
covered with impermeable material.

d) No Impact. The proposed project will have no impact on existing water supplies because

water is not required for the proposed use.
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e)

f)

g)

No Impact. The proposed Project will not require or result in the construction of new
wastewater treaf[ment facilities or the expansion of existing wastewater treatment facilities.
Accordingly, no impacts are anticipated from implementation of the proposed project.

Less than Significant Impact. Less than significant impacts related to landfill capacity are
anticipated from the proposed project. The proposed Project largely consists of short-term
construction activities (with short-term waste generation limited to minor quantities of
construction debris) and will not result in long-term solid waste generation. Solid wastes
associated with the proposed Project will be disposed as appropriate in local landfill or at a

recycling facility.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project will comply with all federal, state, and
local statutes and regulation related to solid waste. The project will consist of short-term
construction activities (with short-term waste generation limited to minor quantities of
construction debris) and thus will not result in long-term solid waste generation. Solid
wastes produced during the construction phase of this project, will be disposed of in
accordance with all applicable statutes and regulations. Accordingly, no significant impacts
related to landfill capacity are anticipated from the proposed project.
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Potentially Less than Less than No

Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated
XVIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the |:] D I D
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 Caiifornia history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but D D [<] D
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 shall cause [] D [E D
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) Less than Significant. Implementation of the proposed Project, with mitigation, will not
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife populations to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, or 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.

Refer to Section 1, Aesthetics, where the visual resources are discussed. The project
was determined to have a less than significant effect on the environment with the
incorporation of mitigation measures

Refer to Section 1V, Biological Resources. The project has the potential to affect, a
special status species, particularly the coast horned lizard and various bird species.
Implementation of mitigation measures will reduce potential impacts to a level
considred less than significant.

b) Less than Significant Impact. Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual

effects that, when considered together, are considerable or that compound or increase
other environmental impacts. The proposed project’s impacts are considered cumulatively
less than significant when considered in conjuction with related past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable or probable future developments in the area. An existing tower is
located in the vicinity of the project site. The Project could have a cumulative impact with
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respeqt to asthetics however because the existing tower and proposed Project are on
opposite sides of the ridge, the two projects can not both be seen from a single vantage

point.

Less than Significant Impact. The incorporation of design measures, County policies,
standards,. and guidelines will ensure that there will be no substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly. Impacts of the proposed Project will be less than

significant.
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MITIGATION MEASURES

(The following mitigation measures, which are also included within the Conditions of Approval and
coupled with the required Condition Compliance Release Forms (CCRF) shall serve as the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for this project.)

AESTHETICS

AES-1

AES 2

AES 3

BIO-1

BIO-2

The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive green to blend with the
surrounding vegetation. In addition to this first layer of treatment, a second layer of
paint shall be worked in a random pattern in colors of deep olive, light sage and
light brown to further mimic a vegetative pattern or camouflage effect. The random
pattern shall be applied in a stippling or sponging in manner to avoid sharp lines.

The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the ridge in which the
telephone pole currently occupies. During placement of the telephone pole
vegetation was removed. The scraped area, which appears in the form of a line
down the slope, and any other areas that may be disturbed during site development
shall be revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist prior to
issuance of occupancy permits.

The developer shall submit a landscape plan for drought tolerant, fire resistive

plants in the ten foot, cleared, fuel modification area. The plan shall be approved
the Planning Division and the County Fire Department.

Biology Monitoring: In order to reduce or eliminate direct mortality to the coast
horned lizard during construction, a biologist will pre-survey the construction site
and access road each day prior to the start of work and periodically throughout
the day during construction. Any coast horned lizards (or other wildlife
incidentally observed) found to be in harm’s way will be relocated to a safe place.

Avian Guidelines and Monitoring: The proposed project meets all four criteria for
reducing avian mortality as recommended in the Longcore report. The tower is
not located on a peak or ridgeline; at 100 feet, it is short; it is not lighted; and it is

not guyed.

Although the tower would be built within all the recommended parameters for
minimizing avian mortality resulting from accidental bird strikes, the following
measures will be implemented to further reduce avian mortality.

e The developer will follow the Fish and Wildlife Service’s “Service Interim
Guidelines For Recommendations On Communications Tower Siting,
Construction, Operation, and Decommissioning”

e If diversion devices intended to reduce avian mortality are unsuccessful,
additional mitigation measures may be suggested.
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BIO-3

BIO-4

GEO-1

o Monitor for five years for avian mortality. All species of birds found dead
around the towers will be recorded. Tower maintenance workers will note
bird mortality and will call the project biologist to retrieve and identify
dead birds.

. If a problem of avian mortality is determined by the project biologist,
additional mitigation measures intended to reduce bird mortality will be
developed. An annual report will be submitted to the CDFG for each of
the first five years of operation. .

Construction Months and Monitoring: To prevent the take of nesting native bird
species, all clearing and grubbing of the project site and construction shall take
place between August 15 and February 15. Winter site clearing and
construction will insure that nesting birds are not present and impacted. If
construction is scheduled during bird nesting season (February 15 to August
15), a qualified biologist will survey the area within 200 feet (or up to 300 feet
depending on topography or other factors and 500 feet for raptors} of the
construction activity to determine if construction is disturbing nesting birds. If
nesting activity is being compromised, construction will be suspended in the
vicinity of the nest until fledging is complete.]

Open Space Easement: The Developer has offered to deed restrict the unused
portion of the 38.12-acre parcel — more than 37 acres — for passive use by
visitors to the Wildwood Canyon State Park.

Foundation and Footings. The developer shall submit foundation plans to the
County Geotechnical Engineer for review and approval. Alternatively, the project
Geotechnical Engineer may submit a written review of the plan, but must indicate
whether the plans appear to incorporate the geotechnical recommendation for site
development as outlined in the preliminary geotechnical report. The project
Geotechnical Engineer shall also inspect and approve footing excavations prior to
the pouring of concrete.
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GENERAL REFERENCES

Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone Act Map Series (PRC 27500)

California Department of Water Resources Bulletin #118 (Critical Regional Aquifers).
CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G

California Standard Specifications, July 1992

County Museum Archaeological Information Center

- County of San Bernardino Hazard Overlay Map FI-25

County of San Bernardino Identified Hazardous Materials Waste Sites List, April 1998
County of San Bernardino, Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan.

County of San Bernardino, San Bernardino County Stormwater Program, Model Water Quality
Management Plan Guidance.

County of San Bernardino Road Planning and Design Standards
Environmental Impact Report, San Bernardino County General Plan, 2007.
Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Map and Flood Boundary Map

South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November 1993.

County of San Bernardino Road Planning and Design Standards
Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Map and Flood Boundary Map

State of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program, San Bernardino County Important Farmland 2000, December

2001.
South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November 1993

San Bernardino County General Plan (Available  online at  hitp://Amww.co.san-
bernardino.ca.us/landuseservices/aeneral plan/Default.asp)
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San Bermnardino County Development Code (Available online at http://www.co.san-
bernardino.ca.us/landuseservices/DevCode/Default.asp)

PROJECT SPECIFIC STUDIES::

Lilburn Corporation., October, 2011, Visual Impact Assessment for Lazer Broadcasting Radio
Monopole.

Biological Assessment Services, Biofogical Investigation.

Southern California Geotechnical, Geotechnical Report.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Lilburn Corporation was contracted by the County of San Bernardino Land Use Services
Department to prepare this Visual Assessment of Lazer Broadcasting, Inc.’s proposed KXRS-
FM Radio Broadcast Facility (the “Proposed Project™). The Project is proposed to be located on
a 38.12-acre parcel in the Yucaipa area in the foothills of the San Bernardino Mountains (the
“Project Site”). The Project Applicant previously prepared two visual analyses; the most recent
supplemental report was prepared by David Moss & Associates, Inc. and is dated July 24, 2008.
The 2008 report addressed changes to the project including lowering the height of the pole from
100-feet to 80-feet. The project design has since been amended by the Project Applicant and is
described in Section 2.2. The visual reports prepared by the Applicant’s consultants employed a
methodology that was developed by the Federal Highways Administration (“Visual Impact
Assessment for Highways Projects (Pub. No. FHWA-HI-88-054))”. Lilburn Corporation
reviewed the analyses provided by the Applicant and employed a different and also widely-
accepted methodology for performing visual analyses for surface disturbing activities that occur
in wilderness or natural landscape areas.

This visual impact assessment was prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) to identify and address any potentially significant visual impacts that may result
from approval and construction of a radio broadcast facility proposed to include a 43-foot
monopole and a one-story, 10-foot by 10-foot by 9-foot high equipment shed, and a 10-foot by
20-foot parking area. This assessment is based on the approved visual assessment practices as
employed by the U.S. Bureau of Land Management. In summary, the methodology includes the
following tasks:

e Defining the project and its visual setting;

e Identifying sensitive viewpoints for assessment;

e Analyzing the baseline visual quality and character of the identified views;
e Depicting the visual appearance of the project from identified views;

e Assessing the project’s impacts to those views in comparison to their baseline visual
quality and character, and;

* Proposing methods to mitigate any potentially significant visual impacts identified.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The Project Site is located west of Pisgah Peak Road approximately 1.5 miles north of its
intersection with Wildwood Canyon within an unincorporated portion of San Bemardino County
and in the Oak Glen Planning area (see Figure 1). The Project site is approximately 1.5 miles
south of the San Bernardino National Forest and approximately % of a mile south of an existing
broadcast tower (KRBQ). The Project Site is designated as Rural Living (RL-20, 20 acre
minimum lot size) and within the Fire Safety Review Area One (FS-1) Overlay District.
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2.2 PROPOSED PROJECT

The Proposed Project includes approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to construct an
unmanned radio broadcast facility to include a 43-foot monopole with attached antenna, a one-
story, 10-foot by 10-foot by 9-foot high equipment shed, and a 10-foot by 20-foot parking space
on an approximate 38.12-acre vacant parcel (APN: 0325-011-19) (see Figure 2). At the site of
the equipment shed, the existing slope would be cut back to allow the equipment shed to be
recessed into the hillside. The back and sides of the equipment shed would be engineered to
retain earth between four to seven feet. The Project also includes undergrounding of
approximately 6,700 feet of electrical and telecommunication lines from the existing KQRB
Tower, located northeast of the Project Site, to the proposed equipment shed along Pisgah Peak
Road. Undergrounding of the electrical and telecommunication lines would continue from the
equipment shed to the monopole for a distance of approximately 680 feet. The Project would not
require any grading along Pisgah Peak Road. The Project also includes vegetation removal and
the application includes a variance to reduce the fuel modification area from 100 feet to 30 feet.
Proposed fuel modifications would include removal of all vegetation within a ten-foot radius of
the equipment shed and the monopole, followed by vegetation thinning within a 30-foot radius of
the equipment shed and monopole, per the County Fire Department. Revegetation with fire-
resistant plants would occur within the 30-foot radius of the monopole per the County Fire
Department. Vegetation removal, thinning and subsequent replanting would be coordinated with
a County-approved biologist and the Fire Department.

2.3  PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES

Some visual impacts will be inevitable with any radio broadcasting project. Reducing or
minimizing negative impacts can be achieved in a number of ways. A well-sited and designed
project will have incorporated some of the techniques into the original application. If there
appear to be significant visual impacts resulting from the project, additional mitigation
approaches can be used. Design features incorporated into the Proposed Project include the
following:

o Appropriate Siting: This design feature involves avoiding a site that appears very
prominent throughout a region. Selecting a site that can comfortably accommodate the
project without visually overwhelming sensitive scenic resources on or near the site and
the region as a whole is important.

e Downsizing: Reducing the scale of the Project (height of Project) has helped to fit the
Project more comfortably into its surroundings. The Project was reduced from a 140-foot
lattice tower to a 43-foot monopole.

e Redesign: The previous Project design, a lattice tower, appearing utilitarian and
industrial in design, was redesigned as a monopole to allow for repeated design elements
within the park (i.e., existing electrical/telephone poles) and provide more opportunity for
blending in with the natural setting.

o Infrastructure Design: The Project includes undergrounding electrical and
telecommunication lines.
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e Color: White or metallic paint can appear industrial and introduce glare into an area. The
Proposed Project includes painting the pole to blend with surrounding
topography/vegetation or allowing weathering to a non-glare finish and a 6-foot high
wrought iron fence to be finished to the same specifications.

o Minimizing Vegetation Removal: Existing vegetation should be retained to the greatest
extent possible. Clear cuts generally have negative visual impacts. The Proposed Project
includes a variance to reduce the fuel modification area from 100 feet to 30 feet.
Proposed fuel modifications would include removal of all vegetation within a ten-foot
radius of the equipment shed and the monopole, followed by vegetation thinning within a
30-foot radius of the equipment shed and monopole, per the County Fire Department.
Revegetation with fire-resistant plants would occur within the 30-foot radius of the
monopole per the County Fire Department. Vegetation removal, thinning and subsequent
replanting would be coordinated with a County-approved biologist and the Fire
Department.

The Proposed Project includes painting the pole to blend with surrounding
topography/vegetation or allowing weathering to a non-glare finish and a 6-foot high wrought
iron fence to be finished to the same specifications. The pole is not required by the Federal
Aviation Administration and Federal Communication Commission to be lit for air navigation

safety.

The proposed antenna would be attached to the side of the monopole in a due south or due west
direction and would begin approximately midway up the pole (about 21.5 feet above the ground)
to within one-foot below the top of the pole. The antenna would extend approximately 4.5 feet
out from the side of the pole and would have an overall length of 21 feet. The antenna would be
composed of four bent dipoles (elements) and be made of copper. Figure 3 illustrates the detail

of the antenna.

3.0 EXISTING VISUAL SETTING

3.1 PROJECT SITE

The Project Site is located within the foothills of the San Bernardino Mountains west of Pisgah
Peak Road, and northwest of Wildwood Canyon and Oak Glen roads in an unincorporated area
of San Bernardino County. The Project Site is located approximately 1.5 miles south of the San
Bernardino National Forest and over one-mile northwest of Oak Glen Road; a County of San
Bernardino designated Scenic Route.

The site is at an approximate elevation of 4,450 feet, and has an on-site topography consisting of
two east-west trending ridgelines that descend from a north-south ridge along the eastern
boundary of the site. The site is predominately covered in mixed chaparral and consists of
moderate to steep slopes. Access to the site is provided by Pisgah Peak Road, a 12-foot wide,

unpaved private road.
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Photograph 1: View from trailhead at Wildwood Canyon State Park looking northeast along Canyon Drive.

Surrounding land uses include vacant land to the north, east, south and west including the
Wildwood Canyon State Park and portions of the City of Yucaipa to the west, and vacant
unincorporated land followed by the San Bernardino National Forest to the north and south.

In 2010, to mark the location of the Project Site and to demonstrate to viewers the scale of the
project, a 43-foot high telephone pole was placed at the proposed Project Site by the Applicant.
The current pole would serve as the monopole for the broadcasting tower upon approval of the
Project. Currently, the telephone pole (hereinafter referred to as monopole) appears weathered
and darkened from the elements.

3.2  WILDWOOD CANYON STATE PARK

Wildwood Canyon State Park (Park) is located west and adjacent to the Project Site in east
Yucaipa. The State Park consists of 900 acres of land and provides trails for hikers, mountain
bikers and equestrian users. As noted on its website (http://wildwoodcanyonstatepark.com), the
Park is home to wild animals, ancient oaks, wide open wildlands, and facilities including horse
corals and arenas, picnic area, and meeting area.

The Project Site and proposed monopole would be visible along portions of trails within the
Park. The primary viewshed for hikers and equestrian users within the Park is northeast toward
Pisgah Peak, as a majority of the marked trails trend in this direction. Existing utility poles and
wires are visible from the gated entrance to the trails as shown in Photograph 1 below. Rolling
hills, valleys and steep slopes occur throughout the Park with marked and unmarked trails
trending generally southwest to northeast.
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Off-site residential structures are visible throughout portions of the site and are generally visible
along ridgelines. Recreational areas for park users include: a horse staging area, corals, and
meeting area with picnic tables, port-a-potty, and an event/meeting building. Portions of the Park
include above-ground electrical utility poles and overhead wires that are visible at the park
entrance, along trails, and near the horse corals.

From trails within the Park located near the western boundary of the Project Site, the telephone
pole is barely visible, and is difficult to find. However, from along the easternmost trail near the
central portion of the Park the telephone pole is visible due to the contrast created by the
darkened weathered wood and linear lines of the pole which stand out in contrast to the lighter
vegetation along the hills.

3.3 ADJACENT RESIDENTIAL AREAS

During a field visit conducted on August 18, 2011, a tour of an adjacent neighborhood to the
southwest, nearest to the Project Site, was reviewed for potential visual impacts from the
Proposed Project. The visit included a windshield survey along Oakview Road, Oak Grove Rd
and Peak Road.

From these roadways and the vantage point of a vehicle, the Project Site was not visible. It is
possible that the monopole and/or the 10-foot by 10-foot equipment shed may be visible from the
backyards or second stories of residents with views of the Project Site; however without access
to those properties, the exact visual impact is unknown. Given the height of the monopole, 43
feet, its location along the western-facing slope, and its distance below the ridgeline,
approximately 227 feet, it is unlike that any potentially significant visual impacts would result
from the proposed monopole. However, the equipment shed given its proposed location of
approximately 7.5 feet below the ridgeline, may possibly be visible from adjacent residences.

34  OAK GLEN AND WILDWOOD CANYON ROADS

The project site is located approximately one-mile northwest of Oak Glen Road, a County of San
Bernardino designated Scenic Route. During the August 2011 field visit, the monopole was also
not visible along Wildwood Canyon Road or Oak Glen Road.

Since the Project Site is not visible from public roadways, and would not impact views along
Oak Glen Road, a County-designed Scenic Route, this Visual Impact Assessment will focus on
potential visual impacts of the Proposed Project as viewed from users within the Park.

4.0 VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

4.1 OVERVIEW

This section utilizes the Visual Resources Management (VRM) System established by the U.S.
Bureau of Land Management (“BLM?”) for objectively rating the quality of visual resources and
evaluating changes in scenic quality attributed to a proposed change in land use. The contrast
rating system is a systematic process used by the BLM to analyze potential visual impacts of
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proposed projects and activities. According to BLM’s Visual Resource Management Manual
8431, the basic philosophy underlying the system is that: “The degree to which a management
activity affects the visual quality of a landscape depends on the visual contrast created between a
project and the existing landscape.” This system is used to measure the degree of contrast and
impact between the existing landscape and the proposed FM Radio Broadcasting Facility.
Potential impacts are assessed and mitigation measures are recommended to reduce or limit
impacts.
(Note: a “management activity” would be for example BLM's approval of or permitting of
a change in land use and in this case, is the terminology of BLM's Visual Resource
Management methodology applied to assessing the visual change represented by
construction of the proposed broadcasting tower and associated structures).

Simulations of the Proposed Project elements were overlain on photographs taken of the Project
Site from various viewpoints. The computer simulation procedures employed by Lilburn
Corporation are explained in Section 4.5 and summarized in Attachment A.

4.2 VISUAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVE

The Project Site occurs within an unincorporated area of the County and is not under the
jurisdiction of the BLM. According to VRM Manual 8431, in the event that BLM Resource
Management Plan generated objectives are not available for an area, then interim VRM classes
shall be developed using the guidelines in Handbook H-8410-1.

The purpose of Visual Resource Classes is to establish categories assigned to public lands to
serve as: 1) an inventory tool that portrays the relative value of the visual resources; and 2) a
management tool that portrays the visual management objectives. There are a total of four
classes (I, I, IIL, and IV) that may be assigned.

Visual resource inventory classes are assigned through the inventory process. Class I is assigned
to those areas where a management decision has been made previously to maintain a natural
landscape. This includes areas such as national wilderness areas, the wild section of national wild
and scenic rivers, and other congressionally and administratively designed areas where decisions
have been made to preserve a natural landscape. Classes II, III and IV are assigned based on a
combination of scenic quality, sensitivity levels, and distance zones, and accomplished by
combining the three overlays for scenic quality, sensitivity levels, and distance zones and using
the guidelines within Handbook H-8410-1 to assign the proper class. According to the BLM
Handbook H-8410-1, inventory classes are informational and provide the basis for considering
visual values, and do not establish management direction and should not be used as a basis for
constraining or limiting surface disturbing activities.

Since the Project Site is adjacent to a State park and visible from locations within the park, and
because the park was formed to preserve the wilderness aspects of the area, the visual impacts
are assessed under the BLM VRM category of Class 1.
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4.3  VISUAL RESOURCES CLASS I OBJECTIVE

The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing character of the landscape. This class provides
for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very limited management activity.
The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and must not attract

attention.
4.4 KEY OBSERVATION POINTS

The contrast rating is performed from the most critical viewpoints. This is generally along
commonly traveled routes or at other likely observation points. Factors considered in selecting
the Project’s Key Observation Points (KOPs) included: angle of observation, number of viewers,
length of time the project is in view, relative project size, season of use, and light condition.
Since the Project is linear, it was also rated from several viewpoints representing the following:

o Most critical viewpoints (e.g. views from easternmost trails);

e Typical views encountered in representative landscapes, if not covered by critical
viewpoints; and

® Any special project or landscape features such as skyline crossings, river crossings,
substations, etc.

4.4.1 Existing Visual Setting from KOPs

Figure 1 shows the location of the five KOPs. From the visitor’s entrance of the Wildwood
Canyon Park, continuing northeast to a locked gate marks the beginning of the Water Canyon
Trail. This north-south trending trail is centrally located within the Park and is west of
Cottonwood Trail, the easternmost marked trail within the Park. Along Water Canyon Trail two
KOPs were selected - KOP-1 and KOP-2 (refer to Figure 1). KOP-1 is located about midway
along the trail. From KOP-1, the Project Site is visible (see Figure 4). However the monopole is
difficult to find amongst all the ridgelines along the eastern edge of the Park. Ground scraping
and vegetation removal that occurred during the placement of the monopole, created a linear path
that 1s visible between the top and toe of the ridgeline. This distinct linear mark allows travelers
at KOP-1 to easily locate the Project Site.

KOP-2 is located further north along Water Canyon Trail near the equestrian area as depicted in
Figure 1. Hikers and equestrian users along this portion of the trail have a clearer view of the
project site which is visible in the center of the face of the slope (see Figure 5) versus along the
ridgeline as viewed from KOP-1. The soil disturbance that occurred during the placement of the
monopole is as distinct as is the darkened, weathered pole.

Figure 6 illustrates the vantage point from KOP-3, which is located along Central Ridge Trail as
depicted on Figure 1. From KOP-3 the Project Site appears most visible in relation to marked
trails within the Park. The soil disturbance that occurred during the placement of the monopole is
distinct as is the darkened, weathered pole.

10
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View looking northeast from Canyon Drive (KOP 2) towards the Proposed Project Site.
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View looking northeast from McCullough Loop (KOP 5) towards the Proposed Project Site. Neither the antenna or equipment shed will be visible due to foreground ridgelines.
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Near the intersection of Central Ridge Trail, North Valley Trail and the Stetson Trail, the Project
Site is visible in the background as viewed from KOP-4 (see Figure 7). From this KOP, the soil
disturbance area appears shortened as compared to the view from KOP-3. Vegetation in the
foreground and middle ground is mature and dominates the view from KOP-4.

From KOP-5 along the McCullough Loop the Project Site is not visible due to foreground
ridgelines (see Figure 8). As shown on Figure 1, the Project Site is not visible from KOP-5 as
well as all other areas shaded in green.

4.5  VISUAL SIMULATIONS

Visual simulations are an effective tool for evaluating the impacts of a project, as they portray
the relative scale and extent of the project. The methodology within the BLM’s publication
Visual Simulation Techniques was used to compile appropriate simulations.

Computer-generated digital-elevation models (DEMs) illustrate where any hypothetical point
(such as the top of the monopole) could potentially be visible within a given area, such as a 10-
mile radius around the Proposed Project. The surface model is based on digital-terrain modeling
and may not account for surface elements like vegetation or buildings that might block views.
Field analysis is essential to verify actual visibility.

Photographs of the proposed Project Site were taken with a 50-mm lens which most closely
matches human visual perception. Ideal field conditions included clear weather to provide the
best clarity of the scene as well as “worst-case conditions,” which are represented in all of the
simulations to allow a complete evaluation.

Using a DEM, various 3D programs were used to create accurate digital models of the terrain
from a particular point along the angle of view. The Proposed Project’s site plan was used to
insert the exact locations for the monopole, proposed equipment shed, other project
infrastructure, areas of fuel modification, and roads into the model. Images of the monopole and
equipment shed were created on the DEM using programs such as Microstation and Sketchup
and merged with a photograph using a digital photo editing program. The color, brightness,
shadows, and sharpness of the Proposed Project are then adjusted to appear consistent with the
photograph. Depending on lighting conditions, the monopole may appear white or black if
silhouetted against the sky.

4.6 CONTRAST RATING PROCESS

Degree of Contrast Criteria

In order to rate the degree of contrast, a matrix is provided in the worksheet. The matrix includes
four levels of contrast for determining the potential degree of contrast. The four levels of
contrast are defined below:

None: The element contrast is not visible or perceived.

Weak: The element contrast can be seen but does not attract attention.
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Moderate: The element contrast begins to attract attention and begins to dominate the
characteristic landscape.

Strong: The element contrast demands attention, will not be overlooked, and is
dominant in the landscape.

Accessing the Degree of Contrast

Four key elements including: form, line, color, and texture, are used to determine the degree of
contrast and are described as follows:

Form: Contrast in form results from changes in the shape and mass of landforms or structures.
The degree of change depends on how dissimilar the introduced forms are to those continuing to
exist in the landscape.

Line: Contrasts in line results from changes in edge types and interruption or introduction of
edges, bands, and silhouette lines. New lines may differ in their sub-elements (boldness,
complexity, and orientation) from existing lines.

Color: Changes in value and hue tend to create the greatest contrast. Other factors such as
chroma, reflectivity, color temperature, also increase the contrast.

Texture: Noticeable contrast in texture usually stems from differences in the grain, density, and
internal contrast. Other factors such as irregularity and directional patterns of texture may affect
the rating.

When applicable, the following additional factors should be considered when applying the
criteria:

Distance: The contrast created by a project usually is less as viewing distance increases.

Angle of Observation: The appearent size of a project is directly related to the angle between he

viewer’s line-of-sight and the slope upon which the project is to take place. As this angle nears
90 degrees (vertical and horizontal), the maximum areas is viewable.

Length of Time the Project Is In View: If the viewer has only a brief glimpse of the project, the
contrast may not be of great concern. If, however, the project is subject to view for along period,
as from an overlook, the contrast may be very significant.

Relative Size or Scale: The contrast created by the project is directly related to its size and scale
as compared to the surroundings in which it is placed.

Season of Use: Contrast rating should consider the physical conditions that exist during the
heaviest or most critical visitor use season, such as snow cover and tree deforliation during the
winter, leaf color in the fall, and lush vegetation and flowering in the spring.
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Light Conditions: The amount of contrast can be substantially affected by the light conditions.
The direction and angle of lighting can affect color intensity, reflection, shadow, form, texture,
and may other visual aspects of the landscape. Light conditions during heavy periods must be a
consideration in contrast rating.

Recovery Time: The amount of time required for successful revegetation should be considered.
Recovery usually takes several years and goes through several phrases (e.g., bare ground to
grasses, to shrubs, to trees, etc.).

Spatial Relationships : The special relationship within a landscape is a major factor in dterming
the degree of contrast.

Atmospheric Conditions: The visibility of projects due to atmospheric conditions such as air
pollution or natural haze should be considered.

Contrast Rating Worksheets

A contrast rating worksheet was complete of each of the five visual simulations prepared. In
order to properly assess the contrasts between the proposed and existing situation, the worksheet
reviews the basic features (i.e., landform/water, vegetation, and structures) and basic elements
(i.e., form, line, color, and texture) so that the specific features and elements that create contrast
can be accurately identified.

As discussed in BLM Manual 8431, in order to determine whether the VRM objectives are met,
the contrast ratings are compared with the objectives for the VRM Class. For comparative
purposes, the four levels of contrast (i.e., none, weak, moderate, and strong) roughly correspond
with classes I, II, III and IV, respectively. In making these comparisons, the cumulative effects
of all the contrast ratings should be considered. The objective of Class I is to preserve the
existing character of the landscape. This class provides for natural ecological changes; however,
it does not preclude very limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic
landscape should be very low and must not attract attention.

4.7  VISUAL IMPACTS BY KOP

Findings from the worksheets are summarized herein and worksheet details are included in
Attachment B of this Visual Impact Assessment.

4.7.1 Visual Simulation 1 - Worksheet 1

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-1 and shown in Figure 4, are small in scale and appear
weak within the background; the proposed monopole and equipment shed can be seen but do not
attract attention or distract from the scenic aspects within the State Park. Introduction of small,
thin, vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the background. However, the overall existing
landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not change. Additionally, the
proposed fuel modification is not visually significant and blends with other natural bare areas

along the ridgeline.
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In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and
texture), factors considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance,
angle of observation, relative size and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space
relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is enclosed and is bounded by slopes,
limiting visibility).

4.7.2 Visual Simulation 2 — Worksheet 2

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-2 and shown in Figure 5, are minimal. The foreground
landscape including its existing forms, lines, color and texture would remain the dominant
elements in the landscape. The introduction of small-scale vertical lines, rectangular forms, and
contrasting colors within the background would not distract from the existing visual aspects of
the State Park. Although the proposed monopole and equipment shed can be seen, they would
not contrast with the existing elements within the area. Additionally, the proposed fuel
modification is not visually significant and blends with other natural areas void of vegetation
along the nidgeline.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and
texture), factors considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance,
angle of observation, relative size and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space
relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is enclosed and is bounded by slopes,
limiting visibility).

4.7.3 Visual Simulation 3 — Worksheet 3

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-3 and shown in Figure 6, are small in scale in relationship
to the hills and level, broad foreground. The proposed monopole and shed would be most visible
from this KOP and area within the State Park. However, based on their scale, they are not
intrusive or dominate. From a hiker’s perspective along the Stable Ridge Trail, the Project Site
is visible at intermittent times (e.g., brief stops) given the importance of footing and safety
concerns (i.e., snakes, poison oak). However, on horseback the Project Site can be viewed for a
greater amount of time. The overall degree of contrast for the potential visual impacts is
considered weak for this KOP. The proposed monopole and equipment shelter can be seen but
do not attract attention or distract from the scenic aspects of the area. Introduction of small, thin,
vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the background. However, the overall existing
landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not change. Additionally, the
proposed fuel modification does not seem out of place and blends with other natural areas void
of vegetation along the ridgeline.

In addition to Project Design Features listed in Section 2.3 of this Visual Impact Assessment,
mitigation measures contained in Section 4.7 of this report will further reduce the contrast
created from Project-related form, line and color.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and
texture), factors considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance,
angle of observation, relative size and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space
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relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is enclosed and is bounded by slopes,
limiting visibility).

4.7.4 Visual Simulation 4 — Worksheet 4

Along this portion of the North Valley/Stintson Trail, mature trees in the foreground tend to
dominate the landscape (see Figure 7). Background hills with triangular lines meet in the centers
and toes of the slopes. The Project Site is visible off to the side and tends to blend more in this
location. However, there is still an introduction of a thin vertical line a few degrees below the
ridgeline, and rectangular form nestled at the top of the ridge; although its color and form blend
into the hillside. As seen from all of the KOP’s, with the exception of KOP-5, the Proposed
Project elements appear small in scale relative to the landscape and have a weak level of contrast
within the surrounding area. The determination of the Project to have a weak level of contrast
indicates that the proposed monopole and equipment shelter would be visible but would not
attract attention or distract from the scenic aspects of the area. Introduction of small, thin,
vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the background. However, the overall existing
landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not be altered in a significant way.
General maintenance within a Class I area is permitted. It is reasonable to determine that the
Proposed Project would require no more than minimal maintenance and human activities would
be discreet when compared to a residence, which is a permitted use at the site.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and
texture), factors considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance,
angle of observation, relative size and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space
relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site 1s enclosed and is bounded by slopes,
limiting visibility). The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing character of the landscape.
This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very limited
management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and
must not attract attention.

4.7.5 Visual Simulation 5 — Worksheet 5

Since the Project Site is not visible from KOP-5 no simulations were created. Therefore the
contrast worksheet prepared for KOP-5 indicates no changes to the categories of form, line, color
and texture for all of the features (land/water body, vegetation, structures) within the landscape.

4.8 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

As previously discussed, the contrast worksheet prepared for KOP-5 indicate that no change
would result to the existing form, line, color and/or texture for all of the features (land/water
body, vegetation, structures) within the landscape as viewed from KOP-5. Based on the results
of the contrast rating worksheets completed for KOP-1, KOP-2, KOP-3 and KOP-4, the
Proposed Project would result in a weak level of contrast not considered a significant visual
impact. However, to reduce the contrast of the Project-related form, line and color the following
mitigation measures shall be implemented:
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Mitigation Measure 1: The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive
green to blend with the surrounding vegetation. In addition to this first layer of
treatment, a second layer of paint shall be worked in a random pattern in colors of
deep olive, light sage and light brown to further mimic a vegetative pattern or
camouflage effect. The random pattern shall be applied in a stippling or sponging
in manner to avoid sharp lines.

Mitigation Measure 2: The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the
ridge in which the telephone pole currently occupies. During placement of the
telephone pole vegetation was removed. The scraped area, which appears in the
form of a line down the slope, and any other areas that may be disturbed during site
development shall be revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist
prior to issuance of occupancy permits.
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ATTACHMENT A
COMPUTER SIMULATION METHODOLOGY
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Project elements and computer terrain models were
constructed from design plans and merged with existing
topography. the final terrain model is meshed, consisting

of triangles or squares, and becomes a close representation
of the physical environment.

The model is then registered to a three dimensional coordinate
el system by using USGS topo quads and aerial imagery. This
__f =22 dllows the designer to quickly identify locations for visual
T o simulation viewpoints. Once identified, computer “cameras”
are positioned.

Rendering the meshed terrain model utilizes real world
lighting schemes, position of the sun, site latitude and
longitude, elevation and the characteristics of the camera
lens originally used for site photographs.

the computer rendered model is then overlayed or matched
to existing site photography. Merging proposed design
elements with existing features is based on color-coding the
facilities. Proposed design elements are isolated and textured
to more closely represent real world coloring.

Generalized Computer

Simulation Procedures
F:L_wdwz Lazer Broadcasting - Pisgah Peak Road

CORPORATION County of San Bernardino, California
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SECTIOND. (Contimued)

Comments from item 2.

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-1 and shown in Figure 4, are small in scale and appear weak within the
background; the proposed monopole and equipment shed can be seen but do not attract attention or distract from
the scenic aspects of the area. Introduction of small, thin, vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the
background. However, the overall existing landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not

change.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and texture), factors
considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance, angle of observation, relative size
and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is
enclosed and is bounded by slopes, limiting visibility). The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing
character of the landscape. This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very
limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and must not

attract attention.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

Mitigation Measure 1: The monopole, antenna and shed shall be painted olive green to blend with
the surrounding vegetation. In addition to this first layer of treatment, a second layer of paint
shall be worked in a random pattern in colors of deep olive, light sage and light brown to further
mimic a vegetative pattern or camouflage effect. The random pattern shall be applied in a
stippling or sponging in manner to avoid sharp lines.

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1285-461-988/33094
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Horizontal and diagonal; no change

Bold, irregular in both the foreground and
middle ground; no change

Bold, irregular in both the foreground and
middle ground; no change

OR | IINE | FORM

Cream and olive greens; no change

Cream, green and deep hunter green, with
olive and taupe/olive in the background; no
change

Cream, green and deep hunter green, with
olive and taupe/olive in the background; no
change

Smooth to rugged; no change

Medium to rugged; no change

Medium to rugged; no change

SECTIOND. OONTRAST RATING [J SHORTTERM v' LONG TERM

1 FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND'WATER . management objectives? ¥* Yes [ No
DEGREE BODY .,Eum@ﬁ ATHN P (Explain on reverse side)
@
OF 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
CONSTRAST O Yes v No (Explain on reverse side)

Evaluators Names Date August 18, 2011

Natalie Patty
Troy Goodwalt

BEE

ANENENERNE.

ANENENERNE.
ANENANEENE %
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SECTIOND. (Cantinued)

Comments from item 2.

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-2 and shown in Figure 5, are minimal. The foreground landscape
including its existing forms, lines, color and texture would remain the dominant elements in the landscape. The
introduction of small-scale vertical lines, rectangular forms, and contrasting colors within the background would
not distract from the existing visual aspects of the State Park. Although the proposed monopole and equipment
shed can be seen, they would not contrast with the existing elements within the area.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and texture), factors
considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance, angle of observation, relative size
and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is
enclosed and is bounded by slopes, limiting visibility). The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing
character of the landscape. This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude
very limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and
must not attract attention.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

No mitigation measures are proposed.

U.5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988./33094
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Form8400-4
(September 1956) Dae
UNITEDSTATES August 18, 2011
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR i
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT R
; RereArea N A
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Adiviyprgram) R adio Broadcasting Monopole
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1 PmjatName 4 Toction 5 LocationSieich
Lazer Broadcasting
Towmdp T2S Central KOP Project Site
2 ReyOoservation Fant, ma.@m
KOP-3 on Stable Ridge Trail Rroge RIW Trail
3 VEM(Cas St
Class I Lo »

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTICLANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1 LANDWATER 2 VEGETATION 3 STRUCTURES
Simplistic and regular with moderate to steep | Relatively solid with scattered portions of
m slopes. sparse t0 no coverage.
m Horizontal; soft angles Rugged
Warm and cool colors distinguish the Even mix of red-browns, olives, and deep
m foreground from the middle ground. Areas of | greens.
bare earth are light tan to peach.
m Medium density in an overall uneven pattern. | Medium density with an even pattern.
SECTION C. FROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1 LANDWATER 2 VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

Simplistic and regular with moderate to steep
slopes; introduction of geometric and vertical
forms in the background.

Relatively solid with scattered portions of
sparse to no coverage; no change

Geometric and vertical

Horizontal; soft angles with thin and faint,
vertical and rectangular lines.

Rugged; no change.

Vertical and rectangular

R | INE | FORM

Warm and cool colors distinguish the
foreground from the middle ground. Areas of
bare earth are light tan to peach; introduction
of brown in background

Even mix of red-browns, olives, and deep
greens; no change.

Brown

Medium density in an uneven pattern; no
change.

Medium density with an uneven pattern; no
change.

Smooth to medium

SECTIOND. CONTRAST RATING [1 SHORTTERM ¥ LONG TERM

1 FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
LANDWATER S —— management objectives? v Yes [1 No
DEGREE W%_w VEGE ﬁﬁvﬁﬁﬂ @ (Explain on reverse side)
oF 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
OONSTRAST v Yes O No (Explain on reverse side)
m m .Wa h _m m M m wma m M h Evaluator’s Names Date August 18, 2011
7 v 7 Natalie Patty
Form Troy Goodwalt
Line v w v
Color v v v
Texture v v v
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SECTIOND. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

Proposed elements, as seen from KOP-3 and shown in Figure 6, are small in scale in relationship to the hills and
level, broad foreground. The proposed monopole and shed would be most visible from this KOP and area within
the State Park. However, based on their scale, they are not intrusive or dominate. From a hiker’s perspective
along the Central Ridge Trail, the Project Site is visible at intermittent times (e.g., brief stops) given the
importance of footing and safety concerns (i.e., snakes, poison oak). However, on horseback the Project Site can
be viewed for a greater amount of time. The overall degree of contrast for the potential visual impacts is
considered weak for this KOP. The proposed monopole and equipment shelter can be seen but do not attract
attention or distract from the scenic aspects of the area. Introduction of small, thin, vertical and horizontal lines
would occur in the background. However, the overall existing landscape including its form, line, color and

textures would not change.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and texture), factors
considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance, angle of observation, relative size
and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is
enclosed and is bounded by slopes, limiting visibility). The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing
character of the landscape. This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very
limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and must not

attract attention.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3}

Mitigation Measure 2: The Project Proponent shall revegetate the portion of the ridge in which the
telephone pole currently occupies. During placement of the telephone pole vegetation was removed. The
scraped area, which appears in the form of a line down the slope, and any other areas that may be
disturbed during site development shall be revegetated at the direction of a County-approved biologist
prior to issuance of occupancy permits.

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Form8400-4

(September 1985) UNITEDSTATES Dete August 18, 2011
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR it
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT N-A
ResnmeAraN.A.
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Adivity(rogam) R adio Broadcasting Monopole
SECTION A. PROJECTINFORMATION
1 ProgetName 4 Location
Lazer Broadcasting
Towrship T2S
2 KeyOtrvdon it
KOP-4 along North Valley/Stinson Trail Rrge RIW
3 ViMCess Stin 3 NW1/4
Class I

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTICTANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1 LANDWATER

2 VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

background.

Smooth to rugged with triangular forms in

Solid, round, low to high oval forms in
foreground, with a backdrop of irregular, low
growing shrubs

Soft, curving in foreground; angular lines
along the background.

Ovwal, irregular in foreground; rugged in
background.

R | INE | FORM

Pale sage, highlights of white and yellow in
the foreground; random taupe/green and light
tan in the background.

Bright greens with light green highlights, with
mutted olive greens in background.

Surface variation creates a medium density

m m with a rugged texture, and intermitted smooth

areas.

Foreground grain is coarse and dense;
background is a medium, random grain.

SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1 LANDWATER

2 VEGETATION 3 STRIUCTURES

forms.

Smooth to rugged with triangular forms in
background; introduction of thin, vertical

Solid, round, low to high oval forms in Geometric and vertical
foreground, with a backdrop of irregular, low
growing shrubs; no change.

lines along the background.

Soft, curving in foreground; angular lines

Oval, irregular in foreground; rugged in Vertical and rectangular
background, no change.

Pale sage, highlights of white and yellow in

M with thin and faint, vertical and rectangular
m the foreground; random taupe/green and light

Bright greens with light green highlights, with | Brown
mutted olive greens in background; no

tan in the background; introduction of brown | change.

in background.

Surface variation creates a medium density Foreground grain is coarse and dense; Smooth to medium
m m with a rugged texture, and intermitted smooth | background is a medium, random grain; no

areas; no change. change.

SECTIOND. CONTRAST RATING [1 SHORT TERM v  LONG TERM

=

FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource

BODY
@

@

VEGETATION | SIRUCTURES

management objectives? v Yes [ No
@ (Explain on reverse side)

3. Additional mitigating measures recammended?
O Yes v No (Explain an reverse side)

h Evaluator'sNames Date August 18, 2011

Natalie Patty
Troy Goodwalt

4] Y Weeke

NN N S| Noe
NN NN Wesk
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SECTIOND. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

Along this portion of the North Valley Trail, mature trees in the foreground tend to dominate the landscape (see
Figure 7). Background hills with triangular lines meet in the centers and toes of the slopes. The Project Site is
visible off to the side and tends to blend more in this location. However, there is still an introduction of a thin
vertical line a few degrees below the ridgeline, and rectangular form nestled at the top of the ridge; although its
color and form blend into the hillside. As seen from all of the KOP’s, with the exception of KOP-5, the Proposed
Project elements appear small in scale relative to the landscape and have a weak level of contrast within the
surrounding area. The determination of the Project to have a weak level of contrast indicates that the proposed
monopole and equipment shelter would be visible but would not attract attention or distract from the scenic
aspects of the area. Introduction of small, thin, vertical and horizontal lines would occur in the background.
However, the overall existing landscape including its form, line, color and textures would not be altered in a
significant way. General maintenance within a Class I area is permitted. It is reasonable to determine that the
Proposed Project would require no more than minimal maintenance and human activities would be discreet when
compared to a residence, which is a permitted use at the site.

In addition to utilizing the general guidance for accessing contract (e.g., form, line, color, and texture), factors
considered during the evaluation of the degree of contrast included: distance, angle of observation, relative size
and scale, recovery time (re-vegetation), and space relationships (the space surrounding the Project Site is
enclosed and is bounded by slopes, limiting visibility). The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing
character of the landscape. This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very
limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and must not

attract attention.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

No additional mitigation measures are proposed.

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE; 1985-461-988./33024
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Form8400-4
(September 1985) Dee August 18, 2011
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR :
Dt N A.
BUREAU OF LANDMANAGEMENT
RexeeAren N A,
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Adiviyfprogam)Radio Broadcasting Monopole
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1 PrgtName . 4 Toctin 5 LoetinSkeich Project Site
Lazer Broadcasting . McCullough
Township 125 Loop ——p
2 KeyCheervationFoink
KOP-5 along McCullough Loop Rage RIW
3 VEMO=s ;
Satim 3 NW1/4 )
Class 1 I »

SECTION R

1 LANDYWATER

3. STRUCTURES

Small 3-dimensional mass; flat and wide
middle ground, with steep vertical
background.

Complex with dense, solid forms transitioning
to flat, level forms.

Singular, residential type structure.

Horizontal, diagonal

Bold, butt edges in foreground and middle
ground.

Small and stout, vertical chimney; vertical
porch supports.

IR | IINE | FORM

Pale yellow and soft white, mixed with
olives, and dark greens.

Olive green with rusty brown and butter
yellows. Scattered areas of hunter green with
silvery green highlights.

Light gray, dark gray, and white.

Difference in surface variations creates a
sparse to medium density.

Fine, medium, with coarse grain variations.

Smooth

SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1 LANDWATER

2 VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

No change to existing form.

No change to existing form.

No change to existing form.

No change to existing lines.

No change to existing lines.

No change to existing lines.

No change in color.

No change in color.

No change in color.

No change in texture.

No change in texture.

No change in texture.

SECTIOND. CONTRAST RATING (] SHORT TERM v/ LONG TERM

ANANENEENE %

SNRNRNERNE
ANANENERNG =

1 FEATURES 2.  Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER management objectives? ¥ Yes [ No
DEGREE BODY .fg@@ﬁﬁu mﬁan@H URES (Explain on reverse side)
1
OF 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
OONSTRAST m m O Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
mm_ M m M mm m Evaluator’s Names Date August 18, 2011
Natalie Patty
Troy Goodwalt
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SECTIOND. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

Since the Project Site is not visible from KOP-5 no simulations were created. Therefore the contrast worksheet
prepared for KOP-5 indicates no changes to the categories of form, line, color and texture for all of the features
(land/water body, vegetation, structures) within the landscape.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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EXHIBIT G

CORRESPONDENCE
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Diocese of San Bernardino
OFFICE OF CHARISMATIC RENEWAL

j Marma Carrion

E-mail mcarrion@sbdiocese.org

September 15, 2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Neil Derry, 3rd District Supervisor
County Government Center

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Supervisor,

The Office of Charismatic Renewal in the Diocese of San Bernardino is an established
organization in San Bernardino County with 63 prayer groups, serving thousands of Catholics
on a weekly basis. We reach our Spanish-speaking listeners through our weekly radio program
and the advertising on KXRS Lazer radio. We wish to go on record in support of the permit for
the proposed tower.

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadcast opportunity for this
organization to reach our core customers. Alfredo Plascencia, the owner at Lazer, has gone out
of his way to help our chain grow and prosper in the County.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional businesses and individuals, we hope
this letter demonstrates our unwavering support of the proposed tower, and the local and
regional benefits that follow. Thank you for the opportunity to provide this letter of support.

Sincerely,
L/ . e ’
Marina Carrion
Director
cc Lazer Broadcasting

"Al que es, Al que era, y Al que ha de venir
Todo Honor y Toda Glorial”

1201 E. Highland Ave., San Bernardino, CA 92404 ¢ Phone: (909) 475-3365 ¢ Fax: (909) 475-5369 ¢ e-mail: cre@sbdiocese.org
www.sbdiocese.org
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Sep D07 2010 3:41PM FAMSA MARKETING 15622073891

"A BUBSICIARY OF GRUPO FAMSA MEXICG"

tie

12801 Leffingwell Avenue
Santa Fa Springs, CA B0B70
(562) 207-3800

Fax: {5682} 207-3890

Tal:

TUpandas
(_Applian

eeswrBleetranies durniture )

September 10, 2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Servicas Department .
385 N. Arrowhead Avanue, 1* floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Nell Derry, 3 District Suparvisor
County Government Center

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5™ Floor
San Bernarding, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Superv{sbr.

Famsa is an established furniture retailer In San Bernardino County that servas the
selling furniture, elactronics and appllances at affordabie prices and also by offerif
credit. We wish to go on record In support of the permit for the propoged tower. :

Famsa bensfits from Lazer’s programming and community service efforts by ente
Inferming our customers. : o

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadcast opportunity for éﬂmﬂ

reach our core customers. Lazer's service has helped our business grow and prosper In the
County.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional residents and busines
support the proposed project, and the local and regional benefits that follow. -

Sincerely,
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YY) ),
ChildrensHospitallosangeles Children’s

Inforationol Leader In Pechabics Miracle ww Network®
a proud member hospital of Children’s Miracle Network

September 10, 2010

Mr. Alfredo Plascencia
President and CEO

Lazer Broadcasting Corporation
200 South A Street, Suite 400
Oxnard, CA 93030

Dear Alfredo,

| am honored and delighted to send thanks fo you and everyone at Lazer Broadcasting
for your generosity and commitment to Childrens Hospital Los Angeles, through
Children’s Miracle Network. The 2009 Lazer Broadcasting Milagros Para Los Nifios
Radioton was in immense success, raising more than $150,000 for Childrens Hospital Los
Angeles dlone, with other Children’s Miracle Network hospitals also benefitting from
your kindness.

With the support of generous community partners like you, Children's Miracle Network
enabiles the fulfiliment of Childrens Hospital Los Angeles's mission to make a world of
difference in the lives of children, adolescents, and their families by integrating medical
care, education, and research. Your efforts help us provide the highest quality care
and service to our community. In the complex world of pediatrics, in which the area of
greatest need is constantly changing, these all-important gifts allow the doctors, nurses,
researchers, and other caregivers to continue performing the miracles that occur here
each and every day.

Lazer Broadcasting Corporation’'s commitment to the Radiotén is a wonderful
demonstration of your passion for the advancement of pediatiic care here and
beyond. Thank you for helping our patient and families. You are a shining example of a

- corporation that truly cares about the well-being of children in the communities you
serve. We are very much looking forward fo partnering with you again for the 2010
Milagros Para Los Nifios Radioton.,

Warmest regards,

G'NM\( 04

Joanne Reyes

Director, Children's Miracle Network

Childrens Hospital Los Angeles « 4650 Sunset Blvd. « Los Angeles, CA 90027 » www.CHLA .org
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Stuart A. Comis 300 Esplanade Drive, Suite 1170
mitchel B. Kahn . Oxnard, California 93036-0238
Kerry M. Kinney . p 805.604.4100 | f805.604.4150
Mark A. Nelson* www.calattys.com
Keri J. Sepulveda*®
* Certified Famnily Law Specialis! DGCCH'Jb er 28 20] O
Californio State Bar Board of Legal Specialization ) 4
Anson M. Whitheld, Of Counsel _ Robert W. Schroeder, (Ret)

5224-0

Ms. Dena M. Smith, Director

Land Use Services Department

County of San Bernardino

385 N. Arrowhead Ave., First Floor
San Bemardino, California 92415-0182

Re: CUP Project No. 201000215/CF
Lazer Conumunications

Dear Ms. Smuth:

This law firm represents Lazer Broadcasting Corporation (“Lazer””) with regard to the
application for a radio tower, Project No. 201000215/CF. We are in receipt of a letter dated
December 20, 2010, addressed to you from attomey John K. Mirau stating, in part, objections to
the issuance of a temporary use permit on behalf of his client.

We appreciate the issuance of the temporary permit so the public has a chance to see how
insignificant the physical and visual intrusion of our proposed antenna will actually be if
permitted. It is, of course, my client’s intent to comply with the terms of the temporary permit. Not
doing so would be foolish when seeking your assistance and the County’s approval for a
permanent antenna.

As you may expect, this letier is not simply to address those matters stated above. Rather,
it is also intended 1o address the continuing onslaught of misinformation and unrestrained
advocacy presented by opponents to the application. First, our client is accused on page 3 of the
Mirau letter of deceiving everyone as to its intentions. That accusation 1s patently false and
ridicujous. Nothing would be more foolish than for an applicant to misrepresent the facts to a
knowledgeable staff and governing body in light of the sophisticated opposition looking at every
detail as Mr. Mirau's client is capable of doing. Lazer believes that Mr. Mirau’s actual client is
Liberman Broadcasting, Lazer’s broadcast competitor in the San Bemardino area. Elliott Klein,
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December 28, 2010
Page 2

the author of the “Klein Study” being relied on by Mr. Mirau, prepared the FCC license
application filed for Liberman’s competing station KRQB.

Second, the letter states that the temporary pole requires flags or balloons on it so the
public can see it more readily. This example of adversarial zeal does more to prove our point than
to advance a legitimate claim. If the pole 1s not visible as Mr. Mirau and his “clients” claim, there
obviously is no visual impact. In any event, it is not the owner’s intention to place flags or
balloons on either the temporary or permanent antenna in order to call public attention to it.

We trust that the staff and the approving bodies will remain vigilant in following the laws
and policies of the County when considering our client’s application, and will not be swayed by
the misstatements and half-truths of those who may not benefit, or who may choose not to benefit
from the transmission of the radio signal that will not only serve over 900,000 additional persons
living and working in your County, but also spur much-needed economic development.

Very truly,

MITCHEL B. KAHN

MBK:ls
G Lazer Broadcasting Corporation
John K. Mirau, Esq.
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Heme of the National Orange Show Festival WWW.Nosevents,com

: N
By

August 12. 2010

San Bernardino County LUSD
385 N. Arrowhcad Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardine, CA 92415-0182

RE: Case No.:P200700557

To Whom 1t May Coneern:

On behalf of the National Orange Show 1 would like to express the importance of
upgrading KXRS 105.7 in order to improve radio coverage in our community. The
Nationa) Orange Show is a non-profit for public benefit organization and serves
thousands of people on average per month. We service a wide variety of customers

ranging from promoters to vendors, to the average consumer.

Lazer Broadcasting is one of the media sources used for the promotion of events held at
the NOS,

In conclusion we feel that the NOS along with the region would benefit from the
upgraded coverage that KXRS 105.7 could provide and respectfully ask that the San
Betnardino County Planning Commission approve the Lazer Broadcasting project.
Sincerely.

Dan Jimenez, CEO

b0t AR4
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San Bernardine Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

388 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1%floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Neil Derry, 3™ District Supervisor
County Government Center

385 N, Arrowhead Avenue, 5 Eloor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department ang Supervisor,

Freeway Insurance is an established Insurance Broker in San Bernardina Cbunty that serves
the community in the Inland Empire. We wish to go on record in support of the permit for the
proposed tower.

Freeway Insurance benefits from Lazer's programming and community service efforts of
providing low cost insurance for drivers.

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadocast Opportunity for Freeway
Insurance to reach our core customers, Lazer's servige has helped our business grow ang
prosper in the County.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional residents and businesses, we
support the proposed project, and the local and regional benefits that follow.

Sincerely,

Barney Harris
Director Of Advertising
Freeway Insurance
714-252-2700
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Honorable Chairman and Members

San Bernardino County Planning Commission
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor

San Bernardino, California 92415-0182

Re:  FM Station KXRS, Proposed Move to Pisgah Peak
Project No. P21000215/CF

Dear Chairman Cramer and Members:

This letter is written on behalf of our client, Lazer Broadcasting Corporation (“Lazer”),
and responds in part to the September 29, 201 0, letter to the Planning Commission from the City

of Yucaipa (the “City™).
The Klein Report Should be Eliminated From the Record

The City’s lefter picks up on erroneous material included in Mirau, Edwards, Cannon,
Lewin & Tooke’s June 18, 2010, letter to the planning staff about the availability of alternate
transmitter sites for KXRS. Specifically, the City makes reference to the “Klein Report,” which
is mentioned on page 15-17 of the Mirau letter, for the proposition that there are alternative sites
for KXRS. But the Klein Report has no validity. As shown below, the report ignores a key
factor in determining site availability under the FCC’s rules. Moreover, as shown in the
Engineering Statement of Hatfield & Dawson submitted by Lazer (the “Eng. Statement™) and my
covering memo of July 12, 201C, there are in fact no alternative sites available.

Section 73.315 of the FCC’s rules, 47 CFR Sec. 73.3 15, prescribes the restrictions on FM
station transmitter site location. The rule requires that a minimum signal strength (“70 dBu”) be
placed over the community of license—here, Hemet. The rule also requires that “line of sight”
must be obtained over the community of license, and adds, “in no event should there be a major
obstruction in this path.” Line of sight is important because terrain obstacles such as mountains

distort FM signals. Eng. Statement, page 4.
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FLETEHER, HEALD & HILDRETH; P.L.C;

Honorable Chairman and Members

San Bernardino County Planning Commission
October 14, 2010

Page 2

The Klein Report is defective because it ignores completely these line-of-sight and terrain
obstruction requirements. These factors cannot be ignored due the mountainous terrain in the
areas considered in the Klein Report. Indeed, terrain is a factor of paramount importance in
locating an FM station in or near the San Jacinto Mountains. The Eng. Statement shows that the
that the Klein-selected sites—in proximity to the “funnel” shown in Exhibit C of the Eng.
Statement-- are not acceptable under FCC Rule Section 73.315 because (a) in the areas below
Pisgah Peak intervening terrain blocks the signal or (b) in the areas above Pisgah Peak,
prospective sites would be too far away from Hemet to permit placement of the minimum signal
strength over the city. Eng. Statement, pages 4-6. '

Hatfield & Dawson otherwise shows that, due to the proximity of other radio stations (as
shown by the funnel in Exhibit C of the Eng. Statement, which shows required mileage
separations to other stations), there are no alternate sites for KXRS.

Based on these showings, the Klein Study should be eliminated from the record in this
proceeding.

Approving Lazer’s Application Will Not Usher In New Towers

The City also states its concern that letting Lazer bring power to its site will mean other
communications sites will follow. This argument, like the use of the Klein Report, is based on
faulty information. Lazer will pay for and own a discrete private power run to its site. No one
else will be able to use this facility. While it is possible others in the area may apply to construct
communications facilities in the future, that will be true whether Lazer‘s application is approved
or rejected. Such followers would have to meet all County requirements, just as Lazer is doing,
and pay for their own power runs. Thus, the City is asking that Lazer be penalized on the basis
of what others may lawfully do in the future.

Tke City need not worry about a Lazer approval from a legal standpoint. The precedent
that would be created by such an approval, i.e., that it is permissible to erect a 43-foot pole on a
38-acre parcel of private property in an uninhabited area so a new radio service (and new
business opportunities) can be brought to 1,917,637 persons—would not open the floodgates as

the City fears.

A7ophsp4



FLETCHER, HEALD & HILDRETH, P.L.C.

Honorable Chairman and Members

San Bernardino County Planning Commission
October 14, 2010

Page 3

Questions about the matters addressed in this letter should be directed to the undersigned.

Very trul/ yours,

HCM:jpg
cc: Supervisor Neil Derry

Mr. Kevin White
Mayor Dick Riddell
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August 13, 2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Neil Derry, 3rd District Supervisor
County Government Center

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Supervisor,

Unizas Corporation is an established organization in Los Angeles County with some clients in
San Bernardino and Los Angeles County. With our campaigns, we reach Spanish-speaKing
customer base through advertising cn KXRS Lazer Radio. We wish tc go on record in support
of the permit for the proposed tower.

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadcasi opportunity for this
organization to reach our core customers. Alfredo Plascencia, the owner at Lazer, has gone out
of his way to help our chain grow and prosper in the County.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional businesses and individuals, we hope
this letter demonsirates our unwavering support of the proposed tower, and the local and
regional benefits that follow. Thank you for the opportunity to provide this letter of support.

Sincerely,

ce Lazer Broadeasting

8060 E FLORENCE AVE. SUITE 220 DOWNEY, CA. 90240, PH 562 231 4710 FAX 562 8232304
www.leleservinc.com
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August 23, 2010

San Bemardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% floor
San Bemardino, Ca 92415-0182

Neil Derry, 3" District Supervisor
County Government Center

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5" Floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Supervisor,

Los Defensores is an established joint legal advertiser in San Bemardino County that serves the
community by providing access to quality legal help throughout Southem California. We wish to
go on record in support of the permit for the proposed tower.

Los Defensores benefits from Lazer's programming and community service efforts by helping
hundreds of thousands of individuals across California in need of legal help get access to
experienced personal injury attomeys and experts in workers' compensation law.

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadcast opportunity for Los
Defensores to reach our core customers. Lazer's service has helped our business grow and
prosper in the County.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional residents and businesses, we
support the proposed project, and the local and regional benefits that follow.

erely,

Pack Alvarez
Marketing Manager
310.427.3408

WALKER ADVERTISING | Tel: 1-800-409-090%
1010 . Cabrillo Avenue | Fax:(310) 519-4090
San Pedro, CA $0731-9953 | www.walkeradvertising.com

21606824
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September 1, 2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1* floor
San Bernarding, Ca 92415-0182

Nell Derry, 3" District Supervisor
County Government Center

385 N, Arrowhead Avenue, 5™ Floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Supervisor,

Pass Physical Therapy is an established medical practice in San Bernardino County that serves
the communities of Yucaipa, Calimesa, and Redlands. We wish to go on record in support of
the permit for the proposed tower.

Pass Physical Therapy benefits from Lazer's programming and community service efforts, The
ability to broadcast to potential Spanish speaking clients is very powerful.

It is critical that Lazer provide the on-going and enhanced broadcast opportunity for Pass
Physical Therapy to reach our core customers. Lazer's service has helped our business grow
and prosper in the Colinty.

As a local business serving the needs of local and regional residents and businesses, we
support the proposed project, and the local and regional bensfits that follow,

Sincersly,

Y ovforfaoro

Dr, Leo Adarador, PT, DPT
CEO

4hbeisied
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August 24,2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Although avote has already been taken on the construction of a new Lazer Radio broadcasting tower,
we feel it was not a decision in the best interests of the community. We write to you to express our
support forthe diversity of media services to the people of San Bernardino County. We represent many
businessesin the greater Los Angeles region, including San Bernardino County. We want to express our
interest and Radio Lazer’s interest in media growth and media diversity. ‘

As a chamber representing indivdiauls with diverse backgrounds, with many located in San Bernardino
County, it iscritical that we voice our displeasure with the decision made concerning the broadcast
tower as a harmful one to our constituents located in the area. Radio Lazer merits reconsideration on
your part. Not only will Radio Lazer promote media diversity but it will also have an inconsequential

impact on the environment.

We hope you will reconsider your actions and promote growth, jobs and diversity.

Sincerely,

c. T

Jorge C. Corralejo
Chairman &CEQO
Latino Business Chamber of Greater Los Angeles

634 S. Spring Street, Suite 600, Los Angeles, CA 90014
213-347-0008 (phone) 2125%2b§84 (fax) www.Ibcgla.ore



July, 2010

San Bernardino Planning Commission
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Neil Derry, 3" District Supervisor

County Government Center

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5™ Floor

San Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

RE: Lazer Radio Project # 2010-00215

Dear Planning Department and Supervisor,

I am writing in support of this expansion project and new tower for Lazer Broadcasting.
I believe that Lazer has shown a great deal of support to local and regional members of
the community. I am a frequent listener and resident of Yucaipa and I consider their
broadcast to be a primary source of public service announcements, News and generally
all types of useful information for me as a listener. This plan to increase their service area

is needed. In reaction of how we as patrons of their station and the many services they
provide, please count me in total support.

Thank You,

Name_ JOSeFA Celbo allos
Address_ DS ¢y F FaAnoRA Ma D
City_\fvest( PA c4& 923995
Phone_(904) Z90- @o /2

Signature[&] (;3/61 %/m J

i
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Supporters of Wildwood
Canyon State Park
P.O. Box 1033
Yucaipa CA 92399

April 15, 2011

Kevin White, Project Planner

San Bernardino County Planning Department
385 N. Arrowhead Ave.

San Bernardino, CA 923415

RE: Lazer Broadcasting Corporation radio tower/pole

Dear Mr. White:

Please be advised that the Supporters of Wildwood Canyon State Park continue to
be adamantly opposed to the location of a radio tower or pole in the proximity of
Wildwood Canyon State Park.

The Supporters continue to endeavor to improve the natural beauty and resources
of the land and future properties for the park, and believe this project would be a
detriment to the visual appeal of the park to the hikers, riders and future campers
who utilize the facilities.

Please feel to contact me if I can be provide more information.

Sincerely,

)

Ray Monroe
Acting President
RM/cmt
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June 17, 2610

County of San Bernardin»
Land Use Services Department, CGurrent Planning Divisi§
Attn: Kevin White, Senior Associate Planner

388 N. Arrowhead Aveni &, 3rd Floor

San Bemardino, CA 824 15-0110

Re: Lazer Broadcast C orp: CUP/Major Variance—Radio Broadcast Tower
Assessor Parcel humber 0325-011-19

Dear Mr. White and Supe rvisor Derry-

We OPPOSE the Lazer froposal to construct a 43 foot tall radio broadcast tower
in the Wildwood Canyon State Park and Pisgah Peak areas and we DEMAND
that a full Environmental mpact Report be prepared.

In 2008, Lazer proposed 0 build a radio tower on exactly the same parcel of land
on which this radio tower is proposed, The County Board of Supervisors denied
the 2008 radio tower app ication and made the following findings that continue to
apply to this substentially similar radio tower application:

« Construction of the radio tower wili have & negative impaci upon the
scenic vistas from wWildwood Canyon State Park

» No feasible mitigation measures have been identified that would allow the
radio tower to be constructed without disrupting the scenic views from the
park

= Neither a Conditional Use Permit nor a Major Variance can be granted
because the radio s inconsistent with the County General Plan and the
Oak Gien Commurity Plan, including the goal to provide a pristine
wilderness expernence {0 park visiors

The current application for construction of a radio tower is substantially similar to
the 2009 radio tower appl.cation that was denied by the Board of Supervigors.
Although the tower has biren reduced to 43 feet, the base of the iower has been
moved 60 feet higher up 1he slope so that the tower will have more visibility from
Wildwood Canyon State Frark than the 2009 radio tower application that was
denied. All of the same cc mmunity leaders and organizations that opposed the
2008 tower continue {o o pose this slightly modified tower.

City of Yucaipa

34272 Yucapa Bousewgl Ytié i‘Pa, CA 92380-2950
909/797-2485 ¢ FAX 909;?9%;?%%922% e-mail: city@yucapa org
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We are especially CONC ZRNED with the following envirorrmenia! e oo i, -
need complete and clear analysis in an Environmental Impaci Kepor thal are not
adeyualely assessed anc miligated.

¢ Aesthetic/Land Us : Impacts 1o this prictine open space = -

¢ Biological impacts o sensitive vegetation, migratory birde =nd craejoe o
concern that inhab i the area ’

= Recreational impats intluding view impacts from surr
Canyon State Partk and San Beinarding Mountains

» Precedent setting, which could result in even more broadcast towers being
located in this aree (this would already be the second)

This radio tower has beer denied ir 2008 There is no basis for -

radio fower today. Consiceration of 1his project should not proce.. oov o
without a full EIR. When (onsidered. the tower project should he demed due 1o
inconsistency with the General Plan and Oak Glen Community Plan and beravas

il will cause significant, ur avoidable adverse IMPacs 1w the & v v egu

Thank you,

CMY oF Yucapa = lracs ¢ ePenl Stace conaalTTEE

By: _jk;E:TTlﬁ %_’be:( e v R AR

Address.

E-mail: ___clottie @ eyhectione  net R

If checked, please 2dd my name (o County’'s disiribution it -z -
notices of hearings and a«ldiional information regarding the proqosoy A



May 4, 2011

County Planning Commission
County Commissioners
County Government Center
385 N. Arrowhead Ave.

San Bernardino, CA

RE: Please say NO once and for all to lazer tower in Wildwood Canyon State Park.

Dear Commissioners:

A community is healthy if it has the power to control actions and the environment within its
borders. A healthy community should be able to evaluate the contracts that are made with outside
entities (or entities within the community) and determine whether or not the contracts benefit the
community in some way. If there will be detrimental effects from a contract, the community
should be able to weigh the pros and cons and decide what is best for it. If a community loses
control of this contracting process, it is no longer a fully healthy community.

It appears to me that the community of Yucaipa has weighed the pros and cons of the proposed
lazer tower and has decided the costs to the community are not worth any potential benefits.

Please support the vibrant, healthy community of people who make up the City of Yucaipa by
voting “no” to locating the lazer tower within Wildwood Canyon State Park.

Thank you for your consideration,

1ill Trick

35155 Avenue H
Yucaipa, CA 92399
909-795-1970
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June 14, 2010
RECEIVED

San Bemnardino County Land Use Services Department CURRENT ¥ ZrRiN
Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 2010 JUH 21 AM ©: 56

San Bernardino, California 992415-0182

Re: Project Number P201000215/CF, Lazer Broadcasting Corporation

I'am the owner of the property designated as APN 0325-022-0-000 in San Bemardino County. Iamin
receipt of your notification of the development proposal by Lazer Broadeasting Corporation to erect a
43-foot FM radio broadcasting tower and equipment shelter on the nearby property designated as APN
0325-011-19.

This is the second attempt by Lazer Broadcasting Corporation to obtain approval by the Planning
Division for this project. I want to register my strong opposition to this proposal. The radio tower
would destroy the ascetic balance of the area, including my property. The site is near a state park, and
would negatively affect the views to which the public is entitled in their use of that park. In addition,the
potential radiation from the tower would be a mandated disclosure to any purchaser of my property, and
would be expected to reduce the property value significantly, and it's future potential use,

I request that this project again be rejected.

6055 Maury av
Woodland Hills CA 91367

6/15/2010
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June 18, 2010

San Bernardino County Land Use Services Depariment
Attn: Kevin White, Senior Associate Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, Third Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0110

Re: Project # P20100021

Dear San Bernardino Planning Commissionzars:

Wildwood State Park is again threatened by a laser radio tower from Lazer Broadcast
Corporation similar to the way our Ozk Glen Preserve was threatened by the 500 kilovolt steal
lattice towers proposed by Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. This is such a unique
community where over 350,000 visitors come each year and more than 40,000 visitors from all
over the United States have signed postcards opposing this project because vi b visual mipacl
on Oak Glen.

We support the continued opposition to this radio tower from the City of Yucaipa and’ the
Yucaipa Conservancy. We ask the Planning Commissioners to remember the position the San
Bemardino County Supervisors have taken 1o oppose the Green Path North Project and their
unanimous vote to deny this previous radio tower project in the same locadon. Staie Parks
protect remnants of California’s most significant and treasured landscapes and public planning
decisions should seek to preserve their scenic beauty.

Sincerely,

Onna FoctraZ™

IDana Rochat
Projects Coordinator

Q 9 S R Y DT T L
1901 3240003 707-8507

O". Gien Rﬂud #12 = Oak Clen , \ Ca?“ﬁq
wiwvw, wildi ancl@écﬂﬂggg\ ancy.org



June 14, 2010

Kevin White, Project Planner
Land Use Services Department/Planning
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415 - 0182 =
da
RE:  Lazer Broadcasting, Inc. (APN: 0325-011-19) T2
Conditional Use Permit and Major Variance (P2010002 15/CF) = - =
. s
Dear Mr. White: ‘g 92
) -

This is in response to the Project Notice for Case Number P201000215/CF. Please beﬁ’dvisqicf
that the City of Yucaipa appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on this project.

While the level of information that was provided in the Project Notice was beneficial in our
efforts to evaluate the development of this FM broadcasting tower and its ancillary facilities, the
City still has the same concerns that were submitted for the company’s previous application. For
this reason, we continue to believe that a fair argument can be made that this project will result in
a significant and unavoidable adverse impact on the scenic resources of Wildwood Canyon State
Park. Although the visual impact analysis prepared by David Moss & Associates indicates that
the tower height has been reduced to 43 feet, as noted previously, once electrical service has been
established at this remote site, nothing in the current project proposal will preclude the
development of a taller tower, or additional antennae towers in the future.

The City of Yucaipa continues to support the position of the Friends of Wildwood Canyon State
Park and the Yucaipa Conservancy regarding this proposal, as this facility would be inconsistent
with their long range plans for this area. Furthermore, we believe that the cumulative impact
associated with larger and/or additional towers would have a significant effect on the relatively
pristine scenic resources of this area, and we would strongly encourage the County to require that
an Environmental Impact Report be prepared to fully evaluate these potential impacts, as well as
alternative tower locations. All available evidence indicates that the proposed tower would have a
substantial adverse effect on an undeveloped scenic vista, and that it would substantially degrade
the existing visual quality of the site and its surroundings.

Sincerely,

CITY OF YUCAIPA
| 7S ) el

JOHN McMAINS, Director
Community Development Department

cc:  Ray Casey, City Manager

City of Yucaipa

34272 Yucaipa Boulevard, Yucajpa, CA 92399-9950
909/797-2489 ¢ FAX 909/79@&:@{@@@-mai1: city@yucaipa.org



Yucaipa Valley Conservancy

P. 0. Box 102 Yucaipa, Calif. 92399-0102
Phone (909) 790-2226

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182
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June 12, 2010 g:: g
e — g’g‘
Mr. Kevin White, Project Planner ~ oy ‘_—E
San Bernardino County Planning Division . Ix!
385 N. Arrowhead Ave. -
20
@D

Re: Project Number #P 201 0002 15/CF
Assessor Parcel #0325-011019

ok

The San Bernardino County Plan {Open Space Element) specifically identifies area 47 (Pisgah Peak), and

more specifically Section 3 of RIW T25, as an area that should be protected and habitat values
maintained.

The proposed antenna tower is directly above Wildwood Canyon State Park and will be clearly visible

from approximately two-thirds of the park. The area is unique in that it has seen no development, and it
supports deer, bear and many other forms of wildlife.

The Yucaipa Valley Conservancy, the Crafton Hills Open Space Conservancy, and a vast majority of the
citizens of Yucaipa (and others who use this area) oppose this project. This will be detrimental to our

existing open space and is contrary to good planning and the San Bernardino County General Plan.

Sincerely,

r
i *' .
X N7

F. O. Sissons, Director
Yucaipa Valley Conservancy

2 Lpiea



December 1, 2011

Mr. Kevin White

San Bernardino County Planning Commission
Land Use Department

385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 1% Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415

RE: Opposition to Lazer Broadcasting’s proposed Tower.

Dear Mr. White/Planning Commission,

| am writing to you on behalf of the Supporters of Wildwood Canyon State Park, a 501(c)3 non-
profit organization dedicated to the preservation of Wildwood Canyon State Park in its most scenic
and natural state. This letter is in response to your Notice of Availability/Notice of Intent to Adopt
an Initial Study/Negative Declaration for Lazer Broadcasting.

This is yet another attempt by Lazer Broadcasting to build a radio tower on the exact same

property in the area of Wildwood Canyon State Park (the Park) and within the Pisgah Peak Open
Space area. Like the prior proposed tower, this project would threaten our treasured landscapes
and ruin the most scenic vistas within the Park, specifically the entire eastern border of the Park;

In 2009, the communities of Oak Glen and Yucaipa spoke out against this project. Our community
strongly opposes this project. Now Lazer has falsely told our community that this tower is different
and that our concerns have been allayed. Nothing could be further from the truth. This tower is
substantially the same as the 2009 proposed tower and our communities, and the Supporters of
Wildwood Canyon State Park continue to strongly oppose this major project.

The proposed Lazer Tower would result in significant, unavoidable adverse impacts on the scenic
resources of the Park. The tower would have substantial adverse effects on the undeveloped
scenic vistas, would degrade the visual quality of the Park and its surroundings and would upset
the natural balance of our rural environment. Hikers, bicyclists and equestrian riders of the Park
do not want their unspoiled trails and pristine mountain peaks to be turned into a radio tower
broadcast zone, just like what happened at Chino Hills State Park.

We believe that it's important to note that the “mock” pole that was installed by Lazer as part of the

visual impact report isn’t an accurate visual assessment at all. It is nothing more than a dark pole
222 of 324



and doesn’t contain any of the large arrays that will be mounted to the Tower structure, the 8 foot
fencing required to surround the power building, the power building itself, nor does it accurately
depict the serious visual scarring that will be seen from more than two thirds of the park after 30-
100 feet of fire brush clearance has been completed as part of this major project.

It is vitally important that the natural wilderness values within Wildwood Canyon State Park and the
Pisgah Peak area remain intact. Construction of the radio tower and transmission complex place
several threatened animals, birds and plants in danger including the coast horned lizard, western
yellow bat, rufous-crowned sparrow and Lawrence goldfinch.

Further, installation of underground utility lines to feed power to the transmission station will impact
miles of sensitive vegetation. Rare and threatened species of concern in San Bernardino County
must be preserved and protected for future generations.

In 2009, the Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to deny an almost identical project in the
same location, by Lazer Broadcasting. We strongly encourage the Planning Commission to follow
the 2009 findings of the Board of Supervisors in finding that this project would have a very serious
adverse visual impact on Wildwood Canyon State Park and would be totally inconsistent with the
Oak Glen Community Plan goal of preserving open space adjacent to the Park for generations to
come.

Our community worked very hard to acquire these wildlands for everyone to enjoy, and our
organization has worked tirelessly for nearly a decade as Stewards of the Park to ensure that
Wildwood Canyon State Park remains wild. We strongly urge the County of San Bernardino to
DENY this major project and encourage Lazer to fully evaluate alternative tower locations. Thank
you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

W -
Raymond Monroe
President
Supporters of Wildwood Canyon State Park

A 501(c)3 non-profit organization
rmonroe@wildwoodcanyonstatepark.com

ST T

Supporters of Wildwood Canyon State Park
P.O. Box 1033, Yucaipa, CA 92399
www.wildwoodcanyonstatepark.org

(909) 214-9405
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December 6, 2011

Kevin White

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department, Current Planning
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

Re: Initial Study for Lazer Broadcasting, SCH# 2008041082

Dear Mr. White:

The Inland Empire District of the California Department of Parks and Recreation (State
Parks) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Lazer Broadcasting project.

State Parks is a trustee agency as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). State Parks’ mission in part is to provide for the health, inspiration, and education
of the people of California by preserving the state’s extraordinary biodiversity and creating
opportunities for high quality outdoor recreation.

As the office responsible for the stewardship of State Parks property in the Wildwood
Canyon area, we have an interest and concern about the proposed project. Although
Wildwood Canyon has yet to be planned, we remain committed to preserving the biological,
cultural and recreational integrity of the area. We have an interest and concern about
contemplated alterations of land use in the vicinity of the park. The long-term health of
Wildwood Canyon is dependent on the health of the regional ecosystems because the biotic
boundaries of the park extend beyond its jurisdictional boundaries.

State Parks has reviewed the supporting documents and is concerned that the visual impact
assessment is not comprehensive. The results of the survey show that the visual impacts
are weak in most categories. However, the assessment only included a monopole and did
not have the antenna array attached. This attachment can possibly alter the results of this
assessment and it should be studied further to show the potential impacts. The material
and reflective properties of this array material should also be closely reviewed. Although
the monopole will be painted a color to blend into the natural environment will the antenna
array and support building also be modified to serve this purpose? In addition to the
monopole and antenna, we would like to see the supporting 10’ x 10’ structure be included
in this visual impact assessment. Since all three of these components will be installed on
the hillside, all three have the potential to be a visual impact and should be assessed in its
entirety.

If this project is approved, we support the reduced fire clearance abatement around the

facility. If a 100 foot clearance is required we strongly feel it will be a scar on the
topography and landscape and take away from the hillsides natural condition. We would
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Mr. Kevin White
Lazer Broadcasting
December 6, 2011
Page 2 of 2

also recommend an additional visual assessment if this 100 foot fire clearance was
required.

We recommend against using plants identified as invasive, exotics by the California
Invasive Plant Counsel as they could alter the natural landscape within the park and nearby
areas.

Feel free to contact me, or John Rowe at (951) 940-5668, if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

Ron Krueper
District Superintendent

CC:
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White, Kevin - LUS

From: Francis O. Sissons <kmss1@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 06, 2011 1:53 PM

To: White, Kevin - LUS

Cc: Derry, Neil; Supervisor Derry

Subject: Response To: "Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, Lazer Broadcasting, Inc.”
Importance: High

Project Description

The County General Plan, Land Use Plan, Open Space Element, indentifies sixty-two open space areas
in the county. Area forty-seven (Pisgah Peak) specifically identifies six sections of land which should be
protected from habitat destruction. The proposed Lazer Broadcasting project lies in section three, R1W T2S
and is in violation of the County General Plan.

Page 4: Project Setting, paragraph 2
The project site is within area forty-seven of the County General Plan, Open Space Element.

Page 6: Security Fence
What are “Apache Points”?

Page 8:
The boxes for “Land Use/Planning” and “Cultural Resources” should be checked.

Page 9:
#1a,b,c are significant impacts and violate the County General Plan, Open Space Element.

Page 10:
Paragraph 4; The project site is located in the County General Plan, Open Space Element, area forty-

seven

Paragraph 6; A management decision to protect this area has been made in the County General Plan,
Open Space Element.

Page 15:
Add “f.) The impact of this project violates the County General Plan, Open Space Element, area forty-

seven”.

Page 20:
IV, b.) Mark X to “significant impact” and include “County General Plan, Open Space Element, area
forty-seven”.

IV, f.) Same as above.

Page 22:
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f.) The project is located within an adopted County Conservation Plan, and there is a significant land
use conflict.

Conclusion:

This Initial Study/Negative Declaration is incomplete, biased, does not include available material, and
does not recognize the County General Plan as the controlling document.

A complete environmental impact review is required.
Signed,

Frank Sissons
Yucaipa Valley Conservancy
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White, Kevin - LUS

ST T e e S
From: dherkelrath@roadrunner.com
Sent: Thursday, December 08, 2011 6:00 PM
To: White, Kevin - LUS
Subject: Re: FW: Lazer Broadcasting - Wildwood Canyon State Park - Yucaipa/Qak Glen

While I support requests that bring the county revenue, the allowance of a conditional use permit places the facility and
thus presents the same hazards, which were previously rejected on behalf of county residents. Though it may be
subject to a conditional use permit, that it will be less than a permanent danger to the area is highly unlikely. The
unmanned facility, fed by generator, requiring transport of flamable material through an area that was recently scarred
by a major fire present too grave a risk to this pristine treasure. As an existing tower was allowed with the
understanding that it would meet the needs of the area, the necessity of this additional structure cannot be justified. |
beg the commission to reconsider these issues in order to deny this request.

Thank you,

Dennis Herkelrath

Administrator of the Dennis A Herkelrath trust Government Lots 3 and 4 T2S R1W Pisgah Peak
---- "White wrote:

> From: White, Kevin - LUS - Current Planning

> Sent: Friday, October 28, 2011 1:41 PM

> To: 'David Mlynarski'; 'Diane Sanchez'

> Subject: Lazer Broadcasting - Wildwood Canyon State Park - Yucaipa/Oak
> Glen

>

> Notice of Availability/Notice of Intent

>

> http://www.sbcounty.gov/ehlus/Depts/Planning/eirs eiss.aspx
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December 7, 2011

Kevin White, Senior Planner
Current Planning Division

Land Use Services Department
County of San Bernardino

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415 - 0182

RE: Lazer Broadcasting FM Radio Broadcast Facility (Project No. P201000215)
Dear Mr. White:

Thank you for providing us with a copy of the Revised Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form
(the “Initial Study™) for the project referenced above. This project has been revised several times
over the past four (4) years, but unfortunately, none of the changes have attempted to address the
issues that have been at the forefront of our concerns since the first submittal.

As you are aware, the project represents the re-submittal of an application that was unanimously
rejected by the Board of Supervisors in December of 2008. Although the new application now
proposes the construction of a smaller antenna and ancillary equipment structure, they would still be
located on the border of Wildwood Canyon State Park, but at a higher elevation to make up for the
reduced height of the antenna. This nearly pristine natural area was chosen for State Park status
primarily because of its exceptional aesthetic and natural values, and it should go without saying
that the presence of a very prominent broadcast antenna and its accessory equipment building in this
environment are entirely contrary to the mission of the State Park.

Substantial evidence indicates that this project will result in significant adverse impacts on the
environment, but County staff members have continued to downplay this evidence. The County
commissioned a study of the aesthetic impacts of the proposal (the “Lilburn Study™), which
concluded that significant aesthetic impacts would not result. The locations from which the
aesthetic impacts were assessed, however, are exceedingly far from the project site — in fact the
closest location is approximately 3,000 feet from the proposed antenna. Inexplicably, the study fails
to evaluate the impacts from Pisgah Peak Road (which is approximately 600 feet from the facility),
or from the closest trail within Wildwood Canyon State Park, which is located approximately 900
feet to the southwest of the project site. We find that the selection of such distant analysis sites
substantially undermines the Lilburn Study’s credibility.

Further, the extensive public testimony and comment regarding the potential aesthetic impacts of
this proposal based on personal observations constitutes substantial evidence of a fair argument that
significant impacts might result, thus triggering the preparation of an environmental impact report
(EIR). (See Pocket Protectors v. City of Sacramento (2004) 1124 Cal. App4th 903,937; Ocean View
States Homeowners Assn., Inc., v. Montecito Water Dist. (2004) 116 Cal. App4th 396, 401) As
indicated in the CEQA Initial Study Checklist Section I ¢), substantial evidence of a fair argument
of any substantial degradation of the existing character or quality of the site and its surroundings is a
sufficient trigger to require the preparation of an EIR. The record before the County contains
substantial evidence of the potential of significant aesthetic impacts, thus an EIR must be prepared
before action can be taken on the proposal.

City of Yucaipa
34272 Yucaipa Boulevard, Yucaipa, CA 92399-9950
(909) 797-2489 * FAX (909) 799283 4> e-mail: city@yucaipa.org




Kevin White
December 7, 2011
Page 2

Our personal evaluation last year of the applicant’s antenna mock-up also indicates that this project
will result in significant aesthetic impacts to park visitors, but the Revised Initial Study continues to
ignore this evidence. Without question, this antenna tower will have a substantial adverse effect on
a major scenic vista (Wildwood Canyon State Park), and it will substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. In addition, once electricity is extended
to this facility, it is very likely that the County will receive additional land use applications for more
communication towers on this site, or in the same immediate area, and therefore, the cumulative
impacts associated with this project also must be considered as potentially significant.

While Section X b) of the Initial Study indicates that the developer “has agreed” to provide an open
space easement to the Wildwood Canyon Park and relinquish future development rights for the
greater portion of the surrounding parcel, the dedication of this easement is not listed as a mitigation
measure, and therefore, it is not mandatory that the developer must comply with it. Consequently,
the balance of the site could foreseeably remain available for additional antennas, as would all of the
other privately owned parcels in the same general vicinity, as they would now be much closer to the
electrical service that would be installed for this project. Section XVII b) of the Initial Study does
not consider these issues at all, and therefore, in our opinion it is inherently inadequate and fails to
provide any evidence whatsoever that the potential cumulative impacts of this project have been
mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

We believe that these issues alone warrant the preparation of a full environmental impact report, but
equally important, and equally lacking from the current environmental assessment, is any discussion
of alternative sites. An EIR should be required to address this issue in detail, as we believe that the
burden of proof is on the applicant to demonstrate that there are no alternative sites for this facility.
Apparently, this is the only location where they can broadcast to their listeners in Hemet, but we
would submit that most, if not all of the residents in Hemet currently receive radio broadcasts, and
none of them are currently originating from this location.

We have been advised that an independently prepared study (the Kline Repott) clearly demonstrates
that other suitable locations exist for this broadcast antenna, either on existing antenna towers or on
other vacant property several miles to the east of the currently proposed site. We understand that
the applicant would be required to lease space on an existing tower, or purchase additional property,
but financial considerations do not overcome the obligation to consider alternatives which are
capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these
alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives.

At a hearing held by the City Council on November 28, 2011, we observed continuing opposition to
this proposal from many of our residents, as well as from representatives from the Supporters of
Wildwood Canyon State Park, the Yucaipa Conservancy, and the Wildlands Conservancy. This
facility is clearly inconsistent with their long-range goals for this natural area, and they indicated
that over 17,500 people have signed their petitions opposing this project. This opposition was
focused on the belief that the border of Wildwood Canyon State Park was simply the wrong
location for this facility and that a less obtrusive site must surely exist somewhere else.
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Kevin White
December 7, 2011
Page 3

These sentiments were echoed by all Council members during our discussion of the proposal, and it
was noted that this proposal would be in direct violation of the City’s policies and standards for
ridgeline development if it was under our jurisdiction. We understand that the Board of Supervisors
adopted rather extensive Findings in their action to deny the previous proposal, including a Finding
that the facility was inconsistent with the land use policies of the Oak Glen Community Plan, and
yet Section X b) of the Initial Study indicates that the project is consistent with all applicable land
use policies and regulations of the General Plan, including the Oak Glen Community Plan. We
believe that additional information needs to be provided in order to fairly assess this possible
discrepancy between the administrative record for this project and the analysis of this potentially
significant impact that is contained in the Initial Study.

Two final issues of concern are related to CEQA Guidelines Section 15097, which requires a
mitigation monitoring or reporting program to include monitoring requirements, reporting
requirements, or both, and the requested Major Variance from the 100-foot perimeter fuel
modification zone. The Initial Study provides no requirements for monitoring or reporting, makes
no mention of the agencies that would be responsible to ensure and document compliance, and fails
to establish the deadlines for when compliance must occur. As such, the document fails to meet the
requirements for a monitoring or reporting program. With regard to the Major Variance, there is no
discussion or analysis of this substantial deviation from standard protocol in either the fire
paragraph of the Public Services section or the Hazards Section of the Initial Study. As such, these
analyses have not taken into account the whole of the project, and the analysis is not adequate.

In summary, we believe that the negative visual impact of this antenna tower is completely out of
character with the existing environment, and that it will not be possible to mitigate the adverse
impacts of this ill-conceived project to a less-than-significant level as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act. Consequently, we are requesting that the County require the
preparation of a full environmental impact report to adequately address this issue, as well as the
others that have been noted above, including the evaluation of alternative sites for this facility. We
believe that this so-called “compromise” project does very little to eliminate or adequately mitigate
any of its potentially significant adverse impacts.

Very truly yours,

8
Pe ¥ / 5 ~
/ ;] C// Y re, ; ) !
Dick Riddell ( Dl Sy~ 7 " Dentae Hoyt Y :
ng &/97 Mayor Pro Tem Councilhember
i 73 "'7". A
e( Grég Bogh =
"Councl emb Councilmember

ce: Neil Derry, 3" District Supervisor
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December 8, 2011
S2197-002
Ms. Dena M. Smith, Director

Mr. Kevin White, Project Planner =
San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department = &
Planning Division = &
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 5 A
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 o '

_—
RE: Project No. P201000215/CF - Radio Tower Application = :
Lazer Parcel - APN 0325-011-19-0000 e
on :

o

Mitigated Negative Declaration; Visualization Study

Dear Ms. Smith and Mr. White:

This firm represents the Citizens for the Preservation of Rural Living (“CPRL”). CPRL
is a public interest association that seeks to ensure that the open space and natural wilderness
values of Wildwood Canyon State Park and the Pisgah Peak areas are preserved. We have
previously submitted comments to the project application submitted by Lazer Broadcasting, Inc.,
which proposes the construction of a 43-foot tall radio tower (“Project”) on an undeveloped 40-
acre parcel of land in the San Bernardino Mountains.

We have reviewed the Draft Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (“MND”) for the
project submitted by Lazer Broadcasting, Inc., which proposes the construction of a 43-foot tall
radio tower on an undeveloped 40-acre parcel of land in the San Bernardino Mountains
(“Project”). As detailed below, it is clear that several potential significant environmental impacts
would be caused by the Project requiring that it be analyzed in an environmental impact report
(“EIR”) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).
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Please enter these comments in the official administrative record for this Project, and
keep us notified of any proceedings related to the Project’s and the MND’s consideration by the
County. Please note that we reserve the right to supplement these comments, particularly should
any additional information be submitted by the applicant related to the Project or additional
analysis prepared by the County.

1. Proposed Project is Substantially Similar to Prior Denied Project.

In 2007, Lazer proposed a substantially similar project which was denied by the County
Board of Supervisors. The Lazer application fails to reference that denial, and in fact is
completely misleading as to the findings made by the County Board of Supervisors in denying
the project.

In denying that project, the Board of Supervisors made adverse findings relating to the
requirements for granting a conditional use permit or variance. Those findings include the

following:

A. The site for the proposed use is inadequate in terms of open space because the project
site is completely visible from portions of The Wildwood Canyon State Park.

B. The site for the proposed use does not have adequate access to the project site
because Pisgah Peak Road is a very narrow, unpaved road and contains grades that
are greater than 14%. Therefore, the project does not comply with the access
requirements of the Fire Safety Overlay.

C. The proposed use will have a substantial adverse effect on the abutting properties and
the allowed uses of the abutting properties since the proposed radio broadcast tower is
located on property adjacent to Wildwood Canyon State Park. The radio broadcast
facility would have a negative visual impact, because the tower can be seen from
several locations within the park. The facility is also not compatible with existing and
future residential development on other properties adjacent to the project site.

D. The proposed use and manner of development are not consistent with the goals, maps,
policies and standards of the General Plan and Oak Glen Community Plan. More
specifically, the findings found that the project is inconsistent with General Plan,
Open Space Element, Goal LU2 to improve and preserve open space corridors
throughout the mountain regions; Oak Glen Community Plan, Goal OG/C 1 to
preserve the unique environmental features of Oak Glen including native wildlife,
vegetation and scenic vistas; Policy OG/C 1.1 to recognize Pisgah Peak as an
important open space area that provides for wildlife movement and other important

linkage values.
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E. There is currently a lack of adequate supporting infrastructure to accommodate the
proposed development.

F. Proposed conditions of approval will not adequately protect the general welfare of the
public because no feasible mitigation measures have been identified that would allow
the project to be developed without disrupting the scenic views from Wildwood
Canyon State Park and preservation of the open space corridor. [Underlining added]

As previously indicated in my letter to you dated August 12, 2011, these findings are
binding on the current proposed project because the slightly modified project is substantially
similar to the denied project. The only new evidence in the file relating to this project is a
visualization study prepared by Lilburn Corporation (Visual Impact Assessment for Lazer
Broadcasting Radio Monopole San Bernardino County, dated October 2011; (herein “Lilburn
Visualization Study”). As discussed below, the Lilburn Visualization Study is materially
defective and fails to take into account the goals and objectives of the County General Plan, the
Oak Glen Community Plan, and the requirements of the open space overlays.

The other new factor involved in processing the application is that on May 5, 2011, the
County Planning Commission held a hearing on the Project. Staff recommended denial of the
Project, and submitted detailed resolutions supporting denial. The Planning Commission rejected
those recommendations and resolutions and instructed the planning staff to prepare resolutions
approving the Project and to develop a justification for approval. The Lilburn Visualization
Study is just that, a justification for approval of the Project.

2. Lilburn Visualization Study is defective and fails to follow the General Plan.

A. Lilburn Visualization Study applies incorrect standard.

The Lilburn Visualization Study analyzes the visual impact of the Lazer Tower using
visual assessment practices employed by the U. S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM).
However, rather than using the BLM assessment methodology as a system for determining
whether or not the Lazer Tower complies with the General Plan goals regarding open space and
natural areas, the Lilburn Visualization Study adopts the BLM standards themselves as the
governing rule that would determine whether or not the Lazer Tower complies with County

standards.

The BLM visualization assessment methodology has two main components. The
inventory stage involves identifying the visual resources of an area and assigning them to
inventory classes by using BLM's visual resource inventory process. The second stage of the
process is the analysis stage which involves determining whether the potential visual impacts
from proposed surface-disturbing activities and developments will meet the management
objectives established [by the BLM] for the area, or whether design adjustments will be required.
The Lilburn Visualization Study in essence skips the inventory stage and concludes that the
project should be assigned to Class I, which is the class which is most highly protected.
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However, in the analysis stage the Lilburn Visualization Study utilizes the BLM standards and
rules for determining the appropriateness of the project, rather than using the goals and
objectives of the County General Plan, the Oak Glen Community Plan and the open-space
overlays.

On page 10 of the Lilburn Visualization Study, Section 4.3, the study quotes and adopts
the following standards by which the project is analyzed pursuant to the study:

"The objective of Class I is to preserve the existing character of the landscape.
This class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude
very limited management activity. The level of change to the characteristic
landscape should be very low and must not attract attention."

The BLM standards (rather than the County standards) set forth above are the ones
utilized in this study to determine the appropriateness of the Lazer Tower. As stated above, the
correct standard is that set forth in the General Plan, Oak Glen Community Plan, and open space
overlays. However, even if the BLM standards were the correct ones to be applied to this
Project, they have not been applied properly. The study concludes that the tower, antennae and
building constitute permissible “management activity.” The term “management activity” is
defined within the BLM rules as follows:

"management activity: a surface disturbing activity undertaken on the landscape
for the purpose of harvesting, traversing, transporting, protecting, changing,
replenishing or otherwise using resources."

There are no legal sources cited that would indicate in any way that construction of a
equipment building, tower, and antennas falls within the definition of a "management activity."
Furthermore, the conclusion that building an industrial radio transmission facility constitutes "a
very limited management activity" and that the level of change is "very low" and will not "attract
attention" defies reason and is in direct contradiction with the prior findings of fact by the Board
of Supervisors. In addition, the construction of the tower, antennas, building and fencing do not
fall within the commonsense definition of "very limited management activity". Quite the
opposite. The tower will be highly visible and intrusive from the adjacent State Park.

B. The BLM Website Shows Examples of Towers as Impermissible.

The BLM has a website dealing with the Visual Resource Management (VRM) system
which addresses the following question: "What is VRM? The web address for the website is as
follows: http://www.blm.gov/nstc/VRM/whatis.html. The BLM website explains the purpose of
the VRM system as follows: "visual resource management (VRM) is a system for minimizing
the visual impacts of surface-disturbing activities and maintaining scenic values for the future.”
That webpage further contains the following quote "When visual resources are not carefully
managed and the visual impacts of poorly designed surface-disturbing activities are ignored,
there can be dire consequences to the scenic values of American landscapes." Below that quote
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are three pictures. One is a picture of clear cutting of timber, but the other two show towers and
poles. One of the pictures is of towers constructed in scenic open space areas, and the other is of
monopoles supporting wind generators. Beneath those pictures there is a further quote: "The
benefits to be gained by carefully designing surface-disturbing activities to minimize visual
impacts are readily apparent. BLM is committed to sound management of the scenic values on
public lands in order to assure that these benefits are realized and scenic values are protected.”
Below the pictures of projects which severely damaged the scenic values is the following quote:
"Joy comes from simple and natural things, mists over meadows, sunlight on leaves, the path of
the moon over water." [Sigurd Olsen] A copy of these pages of the BLM website is attached as

Exhibit “A”.

Based upon the quotes above from the BLM site, and two specific examples of towers
being given as the types of activities that destroy the scenic values of America, it is clear that if
the VRM system had been applied by the BLM rather than by a paid consultant whose job it was
to justify the Project, the conclusion reached would have been the opposite, namely that the
proposed tower would constitute an “adverse visual impact” and does not fit within the standard
of very limited management activity which would not attract attention. Under the VRM, the
definition of "adverse visual impact" is: “any modification in landforms, water bodies, or
vegetation, or any introduction of structures, which negatively interrupts the visual character of
the landscape and disrupt the harmony of the basic elements (i.e., form, line, color, and texture).”

In summary, the VRM methodology was misused by a paid consultant to minimize the
visual impact of the proposed tower project. In addition to using the system to justify what the
BLM itself describes as "poorly designed surface-disturbing activity", the study has many other
defects. The pictures set forth in the report are not clear and readable. There is no true
visualization of what the tower, antennas, fencing, and building will look like. The proposed
mitigation measures (painting the pole and building olive green to blend with the surrounding
vegetation, and revegetation of a portion of the ridge) are so minimal as to be meaningless. The
study in no way deals with the proliferation of additional towers in the future, since approval of
this project will set a precedent for additional towers in the future. The one positive feature of the
study is that it admits and confirms that the tower and antennas will be visible from about two
thirds of the adjacent State Park.

C. CPRL Visualization of Tower Is More Accurate Depiction of Tower Project.

At the planning commission meeting held on May 5, 2011, CPRL submitted to the
Planning Commission a depiction of the proposed radio tower, antennas and equipment building
as seen from a hiking/horse riding trail located within Wildwood Canyon State Park across from
the prominent slope on which the proposed tower will be located. A copy of that depiction of the
radio tower is enclosed and marked Exhibit “B”.

The CPRL visualization of the radio tower was prepared by a licensed architect, Michael
DeBell (“Architect”). Architect began with an actual photograph of the proposed project site
taken from a hiking trail near the eastern border of Wildwood Canyon State Park. Architect
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developed an accurate, to-scale, rendering of the tower Project based on the revised Site Plans
and Notes, dated April 27, 2010, submitted to the San Bemardino County Land Use Services
Department by Lazer Broadcasting and attached to the Interoffice Memo from Kevin White to
the Planning Commission, dated April 25, 2011, which included a detailed project description
and various to scale drawings.

As described in revised Lazer’s Site Plans and Notes, Architect’s rendering included the
following:

a. A 10 ft X 10 ft X 9 ft tall equipment building surrounded by a 6 ft tall security
fence with 10 ft wide complete vegetative clearing around the building and 20 ft of vegetative
thinning beyond that; and

b. A 43 ft tall monopole with a 25 ft tall X 42 in diameter 6 bay FM broadcast
antenna mounted below the top of the monopole, also surrounded by a 6 ft tall security fence
which took into consideration the dangerous radio frequency radiation against the up-slope
immediately behind the monopole [Note: fence required by FCC rules]. The site of the
monopole also included a 10 ft wide complete vegetative clearing and 20 ft of vegetative
thinning; and

e A 6 ft wide path cleared of all vegetation approximately 680 ft long, running from
the equipment building down the mountain to the monopole.

At the upcoming Planning Commission hearing on the tower project, Architect will
testify that, based on his professional review and analysis of the Project’s site plans and notes,
etc., the visualization prepared by him accurately represents the view of the project by a visitor to
the park who is standing on a State Park trail located opposite from the slope on which the tower
project is proposed to be built.

D. The Proper Standard of Review arises from the County General Plan.

As stated above, the proper standards for review of the visual impact of the Lazer
Tower are the policies and objectives set forth in the Oak Glen Community Plan, and the
standards set forth in the open-space overlay. In this case, the Oak Glen Community Plan as well
as the Environmental Impact Report for the updated General Plan provide useful guidance as to
the importance of scenic views and State Parks:

1. Goal OG/CO 1 of the Oak Glen Community Plan specifically establishes a policy
and goal to "preserve the unique environmental features of Oak Glen, including native wildlife,
vegetation and scenic vistas [emphasis added].

2. In the General Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Report and Appendices,
Chapter IV, Aesthetics, page V-4, the environmental analysis specifically sets forth sensitive
areas that must be protected against potential adverse visual impacts. That report specifically
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designates both State Parks as well as Bureau of Land Management Wilderness Areas as
“significant scenic vistas."

3. Open Space Policy Area No. 47 designates the proposed project area and
surrounding BLM and State Park land as the Pisgah Peak Open Space overlay area. County
Development Code Section 82.19.010 specifically states that the “Open Space Overlay seeks to
preserve these resources and to provide additional opportunities for the public to enjoy these
pleasing features.”

The Lilburn Visualization Study concludes that the tower will be visible from Wildwood
Canyon State Park, which is a significant, adverse aesthetic impact. If the above referenced
County plans and policies are used as a “threshold of significance”, then the County must
conclude that the adverse aesthetic impact of the proposed tower will be significant. The Oak
Glen area (included within Open Space Policy Area No. 47) has been specifically designated as
including scenic vistas that will be preserved. State parks and BLM Wilderness Areas, which
surround the proposed tower site on three sides, are designated as “significant scenic vistas”.
The proposed 43-foot tower has a significant adverse impact on this area which has been
designated by County’s own policies and ordinances as sensitive, unique scenic vistas that

should be preserved.

None of these policies, procedures and standards are utilized in the Lilburn Visualization
Study to determine the appropriateness of the Lazer Tower and its impact on the visual
landscape. If these procedures would be utilized, it is clear that the determination would have
been the opposite, namely that the proposed tower is adjacent to significant scenic vistas and will
be very visible and will change the nature of the landscape as seen by horseback riders, hikers
and mountain bikers or utilizing the trails within the adjacent State Park.

E. Project Description used in Study is Erroneous.

Another major defect in the Lilburn Visualization Study is that the project description of
the Lazer Tower that was visualized in the study is not consistent with the actual project that will
be built. In a letter dated August 12, 2011, CPRL cited authorities to the effect that FCC rules
will require that fencing be placed around the tower and antennas as well as around the building.
CPRL sent that letter to make sure that the consultant who prepared the visualization study was
informed of this requirement and would include fencing within the visualization of the project.
That failed to happen. Rather, the visualization in no way includes the required fencing for the
project. The fencing alone will provide significant visual impact to the area and further gives the
project an industrial feeling in an area of natural settings and open-space.

Regarding the requirement of the fence around the tower and antenna, two things should
be noted. First, in the application filed by Lazer on May 5, 2010, page 4, under section 4 —

“Mitigation Measures”, Lazer admits that fencing is required around the pole and antenna. The
application includes the following paragraph:
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"Fencing: install a six-foot tall rod-iron fence with Apache points around
the tower and equipment building, painted a neutral color that blends with the
natural background of the surrounding topography, and do not use chain-link
fence."[Emphasis added].

Secondly, in the construction permit for the tower granted by the FCC on February 13,
2009, there are special operating conditions or restrictions listed. The first operating restriction is
that Lazer must "demonstrate compliance with the FCC radiofrequency electronic magnetic field
exposure guidelines." As set forth in my letter of August 12, 2011, compliance required fencing
around the tower and antennas. The second special operating condition specifically requires that
the site must reduce power and cease operation as necessary to protect persons having access to
the site. In light of the fact that the site is immediately adjacent to the State Park, and that as a
mitigation measure Laser is permitting access to the general public to utilize most of its parcel
for hiking and other purposes, pursuant to this operating condition the tower would need to be
powered down or cease operation while there are persons on the site that could be subjected to
radiofrequency electromagnetic field exposure.

In addition to the failure to include fencing in the visualization, the study also fails to take
into account that the proposed Lazer Tower project is wrongfully proposed to be built in an
exclusive roadway easement area that prohibits construction of anything other than roadway
improvements. By letter dated March 16, 2011, CPRL pointed out this significant defect in the
project, namely that portions of the project are being built in locations which building is
prohibited. Again, this comment was ignored and the project has proceeded forward under the
assumption that the building and parking space can be constructed in the exclusive road

easement area.

In order to further clarify this issue, CPRL has engaged a civil engineer to survey the
roadway easement that provides access to the Lazer parcel. Attached is a copy of a letter from
Goodman & Associates, dated October 24, 2011 (Exhibit “C”), which sets forth the results of
the survey. In the letter, engineer Douglas Goodman concludes as follows:

A. Under the site plan for the Lazer Tower project, a portion of the one-story equipment
building and the parking space are located within the existing road easement; and

B. The area on which the equipment building is proposed is located on a slope of greater
than 40%.

The conclusions reached by the engineer are significant in several ways. First,
construction of a portion of the project within the exclusive roadway easement violates the rights
of other owners of adjacent properties who have rights under the easement agreement for access
to their property. Put simply, Lazer does not have the right to build either a portion of its
equipment building or the parking space within the 60 foot roadway easement. CPRL 1is the
owner of an approximate 40 acre parcel immediately adjacent to the Lazer parcel. CPRL obtains
access to that parcel by way of the same roadway easement that gives access to the Lazer parcel.
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CPRL fully intends to protect its rights under the easement agreement, including, but not limited
to, taking all legal action necessary to prevent encroachment into the roadway easement by Lazer
in connection with its tower project. A further discussion of this issue is set forth below.

The second significant impact of this finding is that it will be necessary for Lazer to move
the location of the parking space as well as the building in order to avoid violating the terms and
provisions of the easement agreement. This means that the location and profile of the project will
be significantly different than the project that was visualized pursuant to the Lilburn
Visualization Study. In essence, the visualization study visualizes the wrong project. It will be
necessary for Lazer Broadcasting to revise its project. After those revisions are made, a new
visualization study will be necessary to determine the visual impact of the project that will
actually be built, as opposed to the project proposed by Lazer which cannot be built because it is
in violation of the easement agreement.

The third significant impact of this finding is that the proposed equipment shelter is being
proposed to be constructed on a slope of greater than 40%. As discussed below, Development
Code Section 83.08 .020 provides that grading of a pad on slopes exceeding 40% is prohibited.
Again this means that the parking space and driveway to the parking space will change the visual
look of the overall project, again necessitating a new visualization study.

3. Portion of Lazer Project Built on Exclusive Private Easements.

As noted above, CPRL engaged Goodman & Associates, civil engineers, to verify that
the proposed parking space as well as a portion of the equipment shelter proposed to be built by
Lazer are located within the 60 foot exclusive roadway easement granted by that certain
Declaration of Easement-- Pisgah Peak, dated January 8, 1980, recorded on January 14, 1980 in
as Instrument No. 80-011369 (the “Road Easement"). A copy of the Road Easement is enclosed
for your reference as Exhibit “D”.

The Road Easement which provides access to the Lazer parcel is 60 feet in width (see
page 1 of Exhibit B to the Easement). The Road easement is therefore 30 feet on either side of
the center point of Pisgah Peak Road. Goodman and Associates have now confirmed that the 30
foot easement area on the north side of the centerline of Pisgah Peak Road extends beyond and
includes 100 percent of the flat area of the property located on the Lazer parcel adjacent to
Pisgah Peak Road. The slope immediately north of the Pisgah Peak Road easement has a grade
of greater than 40%.

The enclosed letter from Goodman & Associates, includes three exhibits. Exhibit A is a
copy of the site plan for the Lazer Tower, with a delineation of the location of the 60-foot
roadway easement marked in red. You will see that approximately half of the equipment building
and 100% of the proposed parking space are located within the easement. Exhibit B to the
Goodman Letter is a copy of the site plan for the 18,000 ft.? home previously proposed by Lazer
for the Lazer parcel. That site plan, prepared by an engineer retained by Lazer, shows the
centerline of the 60 foot easement. Again, Goodman has marked in red the dimensions of the 60
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foot roadway easement. This was included to show that Goodman's conclusion as to the location
of the easement is identical to the conclusion reached by engineers for Lazer. Although this plan
shows the single-family residence rather than the tower project, this exhibit clearly shows that
the parking area and a portion of the equipment shelter for the tower project will be located
within the easement area. Lastly, Exhibit C to the Goodman letter is a plot of contours Goodman
Associates developed based upon a survey taken on the property. Based on that survey,
Goodman concludes that "the proposed construction site for either use mentioned above is in an
area that has a slope greater than 40% and will violate the 60-foot road easement."

Development Code Section 83.08 .020, et seq, sets forth the County Hillside Grading
Standards. Table 83-8 sets forth site standards for different slope categories, depending upon
whether the slope is 15% to 30% slope, 30% to 40% slope, or greater than 40% slope. For
grading on slopes of 40% or greater, the following standard applies:

“This is an excessive slope condition. Pad grading shall not be allowed. Grading
for driveways and roads shall be reviewed through the Minor Use Permit
application process." [Emphasis added]

Application of this rule to the slope north of Pisgah Peak Road means that grading in that
area is absolutely prohibited by the Development Code. With respect to the tower application,
there is no flat area available for parking or for construction of the proposed equipment building.
It will be necessary for Lazer to grade slopes that are greater than 40% in order to create a pad
for the proposed equipment yard and also for parking, but as set forth above the Development
Code prohibits grading of those slopes to create a pad.

Pursuant to Development Code Section 83.11.40 and Table 83-15, an industrial project in
the nature of the radio tower requires at least one parking space (1 space for each 1,000 s.f. of the
first 40,000 s.f. of GFA). Based on the fact that the only flat area adjacent to the Lazer parcel is
located within the exclusive roadway easement, it will be almost impossible for Lazer to
construct the required parking space. In addition, any such parking space would he required to be
graded on a slope that is greater than 40%, which means that the grading is prohibited. In
addition, because the slope adjacent to Pisgah Peak is so extreme, it will not be possible to drive
the vehicle straight down that slope to the parking space. It will probably be necessary to have a
driveway to the parking space that in essence is a switchback type of access in order to have a
driveway that is usable. Again, based upon the severe slope adjacent to Pisgah Peak Road, such
an access to the parking area is probably not feasible. It has been Lazer's approach to apply for a
variance to any development regulation that it cannot comply with. Any such vaiance would
directly conflict with Development Code §83.1 1.030 (a) which provides as follows: "Property
within the ultimate right-of-way of a street or highway shall not be used to provide required
parking or loading facilities." CPRL will vigorously oppose a variance for a required parking
space in light of the fact that the sole access to CPRL’s property is on the same easement road.
The parking of maintenance vehicles on the Pisgah Peak easement road would prevent access to
other vehicles, which is unacceptable and in violation of the language and intent of the recorded

easement agreement.
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4. Alternative Sites are Available and have not been Analyzed.

Alternative Sites are Available for Lazer Radio Tower; Lazer is demanding a “Super

Tower” to Maximize Profits Ignoring its Adverse Environmental Impacts.

At the Planning Commission hearing on May 5, 2011, Lazer representatives asserted
(again) that the proposed Project site on Pisgah Peak road was the only place the Project could be
located due to the site’s unique features, elevation and FCC requirements. Lazer has attached an
“RF Engineering Statement”, dated April 2010, prepared by Hatfield & Dawson to its current
application. The essence of that Engineering Statement, again, is that the proposed project site is
the only place in the world acceptable to Lazer in which they can locate a new radio tower for
the Lazer radio station, KXRS.

However, in this case there is a more detailed analysis, and now Lazer admits (for the
first time) that there is an alternative location at which it can build a radio tower in full
compliance with FCC rules and regulations. On page 5 of the Hatfield & Dawson Engineering
Statement (dated April 10), Lazer’s own consultants admit that there is a location on a ridgeline
as one enters the San Jacinto mountains and the Badlands that would comply with FCC rules and
regulations. The report states as follows: “From a location on this ridgeline, assuming that the
land were available for sale or lease, operation of KXRS from a 105 foot tower would provide
service to 652,218 persons within this 60 dBu contour.”

Despite the admission that this site would comply with FCC rules, Lazer’s engineer
rejects this site because it would only increase the radio station listener base from 190,495
listeners to 652,218 listeners, which is in excess of a 300% increase over the current KXRS

location.

CPRL has engaged Edward Paul De La Hunt, a former FCC employee, electrical
engineer and radio tower expert to review the Lazer Report and advise if there were any other
locations to which Lazer could relocate its tower and still meet applicable Federal
Communications Commission (“FCC”) requirements. The Engineering Statement prepared by
De La Hunt Communications Service (“De La Hunt Report™) has been previously submitted.

As discussed in detail in the De La Hunt Report, the “Area to Locate” (the funnel shaped
area) in which a tower site could be found is over over 73 square miles in size. The De La Hunt
Report identifies two areas, one in Cherry Valley and one in the Beaumont area, in which a
tower could be located that satisfies the FCC requirements. In fact, in 2000, a radio operator
applied for and obtained a CUP for a 400 foot tower on one of the parcels (APN 401-050-007) in
the Cherry Valley area. The fact that another operator located a site, found an owner willing to
sell or lease the site, and actually obtained all necessary entitlements for a 400 foot tower in the
very area which could adequately serve Lazer’s community of license (Hemet) provides potent
evidence that Lazer has failed to seek alternative sites to relocate its radio tower.
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Given the identified alternative sites (including one identified by Lazer’s own engineer)
and the potential for additional ones where Lazer could locate and expand its operations without
creating any new environmental impacts, there is simply no reason why the County should
permit the construction of the proposed 43-foot tower adjacent to the Wildwood Canyon State
Park in the Pisgah Peak open space area.

5. Prior Comments Incorporated into this Letter

CPRL has previously submitted comment letters to the Lazer Project. Because the current
proposed project is substantially similar to the prior projects, the prior letters, summarized below,
are incorporated into this letter. We request that all prior letters and the comments therein be
included within the administrative record for this current tower application, including but not

limited to:

i

ii.

Letter from John Mirau, attorney for CPRL, to Dena M. Smith and/or
Kevin White dated June 15, 2010 which discusses (i) the misleading
character of the Lazer application (which fails to mention the prior Board
of Supervisors denial of the Project and findings of adverse environmental
impacts), (ii) that a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) cannot be granted
because the findings required under the Development Code to grant a CUP
cannot be made, (iii) that the prior findings of the Board of Supervisors in
connection with Lazer’s prior application are res judicata and are binding
on this new application, (iv) that the Lazer tower will have a significant
negative impact on the open space and conservation resources associated
with Pisgah Peak and Wildwood Canyon State Park, (v) that an
environmental impact report (EIR) must be prepared because it can be
fairly argued that the project “may have a significant effect on the
environment, and (vi) that the project will have adverse aesthetic and land
use impact, adverse biologic impacts, construction impacts that have not
been analyzed, significant hazard and safety impacts, possible historic and
archeological and paleontological impact that have not been studies,
cumulative impacts, etc.

Letter from John Mirau, attorney for CPRL, to Dena M. Smith and/or
Kevin White dated August 12, 2011 regarding the requirement under FCC
rules that a fence be constructed around the tower and antennas to prevent
personal injury to person in the area. The letter also requested that the
fencing be included within the visualization of the project, because the
fence will be a key visible portion of the project. That letter has been
totally disregarded. The Lilburn Visualization Study does not include in
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the visual representations of the project fencing that will be required
around the tower and antennas.

iii. Letter from John Mirau, attorney for CPRL, to Dena M. Smith and/or
Kevin White dated August 16, 2011 regarding the defective and
misleading nature of the prior visualization studies and the need to direct
the consultant retained to prepare a third visualization study to use
viewpoints that would be used by active users of the park, and to include
the antennas and the required fencing in the third visualization study.

6. An EIR Must Be Prepared.

CEQA requires the County to consider the environmental impacts of the Project before
any approvals are granted for the Project. Among the purposes of CEQA are (1) informing the
government decision makers and the public about the potential environmental impacts of
proposed activities, (2) identifying ways to avoid or reduce environmental damage from such
activities, (3) preventing environmental damage by requiring changes in projects, either by
adoption of mitigation measures or alternatives, and (4) disclosure to the public of why a project
is approved if the project would have significant effects on the environment. Cal. Pub. Res.
Code §§ 21000, 21001.

To accomplish these purposes, CEQA requires agencies such as the County to first
conduct an initial study of non-exempt projects to determine if the project may have a significant
effect on the environment and second, depending on the results of the initial study, prepare either
a negative declaration (“ND”), mitigated negative declaration (“MND”) or EIR. Id. §§ 21080.1,
21080.3, 21002.1, 21061, 21064, 21064.5, 21080; CEQA Guidelines §§ 15063, 15065; Gentry v.
City Murrieta (1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359, 1371-1372. Preparation of an EIR is required
whenever it can be fairly argued that a project “may have a significant effect on the
environment.” Pub. Res. Code §§ 21000(a), 21151 (emphasis added); No Oil v. County of Los
Angeles (1974) 13 Cal.3d 68, 85. CEQA sets a low threshold for requiring preparation of an
EIR. Ocean View Estates Homeowners Ass’n, Inc. v. Montecito Water District (2004) 116
Cal.App.4th 396, 399-400. Thus, preparation of a ND or a MND is only permitted if there is no
substantial evidence of a “fair argument” that the project may adversely affect the environment.
CEQA Guidelines § 15063(b)(2); Quail Botanical Gardens v. City of Encinitas (1994) 29
Cal.App.4th 1597, 1602.

The issue of whether there is a “fair argument" that the project may adversely affect the
environment must be determined in light of the findings previously made by the Board of
Supervisors in connection with the 2007-09 Lazer application. The following findings of fact
were made relating to the project's impact on the environment:

1. “The radio broadcast facility would have a negative visual impact, because the
tower can be seen from several locations within the Wildwood Canyon State

Park."
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2. "Development of the project will have a negative impact upon the
environmental features of this portion of Oak Glen. The project would
specifically affect scenic vistas from Wildwood Canyon State Park and reduce
the natural vegetation on-site."

3. "Development of the project would negatively impact the preservation of the
natural conditions of the open space corridor and the maintenance of the
scenic vistas from Wildwood Canyon State Park."

4. "Proposed conditions of approval will not adequately protect the general
welfare of the public because no feasible mitigation measures have been
identified that would allow the project to be developed without disrupting the
scenic views from Wildwood Canyon State Park and preservation of the open
space corridor.”

These findings of fact continue to be applicable to the 2010 radio tower application. The
only difference made with respect to the tower is that it is 43 feet in height rather than 80 feet in
height; however, the base of the radio tower is now located 60 feet higher up the mountain so
that the top of the tower is similar to where it was when the tower was 80 feet in height.
Accordingly, the tower remains visible from many areas within the park.

The Lilburn Visualization Study confirms that the proposed tower will be visible from
approximately 2/3 of the state park (see Figure 1). In testimony before the Planning Commission
and Board of Supervisor in connection with the hearing for the 2007-09 Lazer application as well
as the 2010 application, Frank Sissons (Yucaipa Valley Conservancy) testified that the proposed
80 foot tower was visible from approximately 65% of the areas within the park. Although this
tower is shorter, the top of the tower is approximately at the same location as the top of the 80
foot tower, so the visibility within the park will be similar to the 80 foot tower.

In summary, the findings made in connection with the 2007-09 Lazer application are
applicable to the 2010 Project. This means that findings have already been made that the project
will have significant adverse impacts to the environment. Accordingly, the determination made
with respect to the 2007-09 Lazer application that a full environmental impact report was not
necessary cannot be made in connection with the 2010 Project. In addition, the Project must be
modified to provide for fencing around the tower and antennas, and relocation of the building
and the parking space so they no longer violate the exclusive roadway easement which
encumbers the Lazer parcel.
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We at CPRL appreciate your consideration, and reserve all of our rights. Please feel free
to call me with any questions or comments you may have.

Very truly yours,

MIRAU, EDWARDS, CANNON,
LEWIN & TOOKE

. Mirau, Esq.

Cc w/out Encl: “ Supervisor Neil Derry
Mayor Dick Riddell
Mr. Bill Collazo
Mr. Kevin White
Mr. David Myers, The Wildlands Conservancy
Mr. Frank Sissons, Yucaipa Valley Conservancy
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GRAPHIC SCALE

50 4] 25 50 100 200

( IN FEET )
1 inch = 50 ft

SLOPE ANALYSIS
Color  Range Beg. Range End  Percent  Area (Sf) Area (Ac)

i 0.00 15.00 0.4 99.59.47 0.136
15.00 30.00 2.0 92.112.60 0.731
30.00 And Over 97.6 1621834.01 57.252

TOTAL 1,660,482.37 St 3812 Ac

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

REAL PROPERTY IN THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

GOVERNMENT LOT 12, AS SHOWN ON RECORD OF SURVEY FILED IN BOOK 39, PAGES 56
THROUGH 58, INCLUSIVE, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OC SAID COUNTY.

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO.: 325-011-019

APRN. 0325-011-018

B & G ENG'NEG?SJ 24 W. ST. JOSEPH STREET
ARCADIA, CA 91007—2854

TEL.(626) 4464449

CIVIL ENGINEERING,SURVEYING, & LAND PLANNING FAX(626) 446—6566

SLOPE ANALYSIS MAP

RANDIN TMWNER QITE
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80-011369
0

When Regordbd Mail tos lq O RECORDED N
0 3 OFFICIAL RECORDS
GEORGE W, DICRINTON .
2700 W. 3rd STREET 960 JAN 14 PH & 48
LOS ANGELES, CALIF, 90057 QE—CLARATION OF EASEMENT SAN BERNARDING 1;
PISGAH PEAK COUNTY, CALIF,

This declaration made this 8th day of January, 1980, George
Investment Exchange Consultants, Inc., a California corporation i

¥. Dickinson and Virginia N. Dickinson, husband and wife,/and George :
W. Dickinson, successor Trustee under the Will of William G. Dickinson,
deceased, hereinafter Jointly referred to as "Declarant" 2
WITNESSETH THAT:

1. George W. Dickinson and Virginia N. Dickinson, husband and wife,
and George W, Dickinson, Successor Trustee under the Will of William G,
Dickinson, deceased, are the owners of record of that certain real property
situated in the County of San Bernardino, State of California, described as
Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part hereof;

2, For the benefit of themselves s their successors in interest, and
for the benefit of any successor in ownership of any portim of any plot, lot,
or parcel of the above described real property in said Exhibit “A", the
Declarant, by this declaration hereby declares that those portions of said
real property hereinafter described as non-exclusive easements for ingress and
egress and private road easements and public utilities and incidental purposes,
defined on Exhibit "B" attached hereto and made a part hereof, shall be and
hereby are reserved and Declarant covenants and agrees in that on behalf of

themselves and their several successors in interest that such non-exclusive

63ETTG-08

casements for ingress and egress and private road easements and public utilities
and incidental purposes shall at all times be available for the exclusive use
as easements, and it is further covenanted and agreed that any future con-
veyance by the Declarant of any lot or parcel of said real property or portion
thereof shall be subject and subordinate to the rights and easements herein
specified and declared, and that the non-exclusive use of the non-exclusive
easement for ingress and egress and private road easements and public utilities
and incidental purposes shall be appurtenant to the lots and parcels, or
portions hereof, served by such private road easements to such lots and parcels
now and in the future,

3. Each of the rights, easements, and servitudes reserved hereunder
shall at all times be and remin a continuing right, easement and servitude
which may be exercised, used, availed of and/or assigned, at any time and
from time to time, and the exercise, use and/or assignment of any such right,

easement and/or servitude shall never affect or impair the power of the
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declarant grantor, their successors or assigns to again exercise, sue and/or
assign each and every of said rights, easements, and servitudes at any sub-
sequent time.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Declarant has caused their names to be hereinto
subscribed the day and year first above written,

INVESTMENT EXCHANGE CONSULTANTS, INC,
a California corporation

iifQZEQJKQZ?ﬁJ%Z£42ﬁHZ;\

\\

. Dic 1nso, Successor
Trustee under the Will of William
G. Dickinson, Deceased

STATE OF CALTFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ) SS.:

On this (2 day of JAWVARY A. D., 1980,
before me, - Olssoaf a Notary Public in and for saild
County and stage, resiaﬁllg therein, duly commissioned and sworn, personally
appeared George W. Dickinson and Virginia N. Dickinson, and George W. Dickinson,
Successor Trustee under the Will of William G, Dickinson, Deceased known to me to
be the persons whose names subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged
to me that they executed the same. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
hand and affixed my official seal the day and year in this certificate first

above written.
Notary Public in and for

said County and State

69ETT0-08

Seal

OFFICIAL SEAL
R0 STEPHANIE A. OLSSON
] NOTAGY EUBLIC - CAUFARNIA
4 LOS ANGELES
S Ky comm. explres HOY 15, 1982
A O et

O

~-
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DECLARATION OF EASEMENT
PISGAH " PEAK
(Continued)

BHIBIT ‘7= “

The undersigned, being all the. parties in interest hereby declare they
cancel and rescind that certain Declaration of Easement for Pisgah Peak
under instrument NO. 165

and the grant thereof recorded October 5, 1979,
pages 261-275 Official Records of

in Book 9786

Investment Exchange Consultants, INC,

mnis Herkelra
President

2’k =

o
eorg€ §. Dickinson, Successor

Trustee under the Will of
William G. Dickinson, Deceased

G3LTT0-08
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA .
Riverside ¥

COUNTY OF.

g January 14, 1980

DENNIS HERKELRATH,

before me, the mdersigned, a Notery Public In end for

wld Stale, personslly spprared oot ————mme——

known ta me {o be thew— o Pratident, snd

known lo me to be the.
snd known to me ta be the persoms who execuled the within
Inttrument on bahalf of the corporation thareln named, and ac
tnowledged to me that weh coperation exscuted the within
Imstrument pursuant to [t bydaws oc @ resolution of Ity bosrd of

directors.

WITNESS my hand and officlal tesl

~ y of the corporation that exscuted the withls nstrumant,

CAROLYN DeBRASK
HOTARY PUBLIC
RIVERSIDE COUNTY
CALIFORKIA
My Commission Expites May 31, 1331

Signature Sm%mwh

Nema (Typed or Printed}

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Riverside L
COUNTY OF.

January l4, 1980

On

wsid State, personally sppesred GEORGE W. DICKINSO!
as Successor Trustee

[This arsa for officlal noterlsl seal)

. before me, the undarsigned, a Notary public In and for

1d

is

W PPty

known to me 10 ba the perton_— . Win&& R

subsaribod to the within Instrument and acknowlcdged 1o me

1hat he ___axecuted the samae.

WITNESS my hand and officsl sesl.

Signature m@m&—’—

Nams (Typed or Printed)

STATE OF CAUFORNIA
COUNTY OF Riversgide }"
On.

said State, pertonally appeared

CAROLYN DeBRASK
KO1ARY PUBLIC
RWERSIDE COUNTY
CALIFORNIA
My Commisslon Explres Mgy 31, 1931

(This area for official notarls! seah)

before me, the undersigned, s Mot Publ
GEORGE W. DICKINSON T i nd o

known to me lo be the parion whese name 15 subsaribed to the within instrument as the Atterney In Fact of

VIRGINIA N. D 8

and scknowledged thai_ |
VIRGINIA N, DICKINSON

he gubscribed the neme of

thetcto 83 principal _PALLY | aad his

own name a1 Altorney In Fadl.

WITHESS my han official seal.
Signature

Nama (Typed o Printed)

CAROLYN De BRAGK
KOTARY pygy g
RIVERSIOE couury

. CALIFORN1
Y Commission Explres May J‘:. 1981

{This area tor official notulal seal)
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EXHIBIT "A"™

DESCRIPTION:

The land referred to in this report i1s situated in the State
of California, County of San Bernardino, and 1s described as
follows:

PARCEL NO, 1:

That portion of Government Lots 10, 11, 13 and 14 of Section
2; and of Government Lot 4 of Section 11, all in Township 2
Scuth, Range 1 West, SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN, in the County
of San Bernardino, State of California, according to United
States Oovernment Township map thereof, described as follows:

COMMENCING at a 3/4ths inch iron pPipe set in concrete at the
Northeast corner of sald Government Lot 11l; thence North 85°
h3' East along the North line of Government Lot 10 a distance
of 35.33 feet to a one-half inch plpe set in the Westerly
line of the Oak Glen County Road, as shown on the Licensed
Land Surveyor's Map recorded August 8, 1947, in Book 5 of
Records of Survey, page 89, for the true point of beginning;
thence along the Westerly line of said road South 33° 30°
West, 1,086.14 feet to the intersection of the Vest line of
said road with the Westerly line of the land described in
Parcel 2 in the deed from A. A. Warren and wife to Beaumont
Irrigation District recorded September 13, 1926, in Book
175, page 69, Official Records; thence along the center line
of the Oak Glen County Road, 40 rfeet wide, the center line
of said County Road being described in Parcel 2 of the deed
from A. A. Warren and wife to the Beaumont Irrigation District,
above referred to, South 25° 38' West, 276.37 feet; South
40° 21 West, U459 feet; South 12° 11! West, 265.70 feet;
South 18° 46" West, 178.30 feet; thence South 33° 59 West
161.50 feet; South 45° 27! West, 240.80 feet; South 11° 9!
West, 171.20 feet; South 56° 21! West, 165.60 feet; 3outh
36% 01" Wost, 277,90 feet te the Houil Mine S o) Section
2; sald point being distant thereon North 87° 32' 15" East
635.97 feet, more or less, from the Granite Stone at the
Southwest corner of said Section; thence along the North
line of Section 11, Township 2 South, Renge 1 West San
Bernardino Meridian, South 87° 327 13" West. 31.17 feet to
the Easterly line of the County Road as shown on Licensed
Liand Surveyor's Map recorded in Book 5 of Records of Surveys,
page 89, records of said County; thence along the Easterly
line of said road South 36° 4Q? West, 109.12 feet; thence
leaving said road North 53° 27! 3g¢ East, 151.08 feet to a
point in the North line of said Section 11; thence North 36°
43! East, 258.15 feet; thence North 56° 21! East 162.114
fleet; thence following the edge of an old apple orchard and
the top of a steep slope to Edgar Canyon as follows:

South 56° 15' 30" East, 287.62 feet; North Up© East, 301.66
feet; North 0° 327 50" West, 80.58 feet; North 37° 4Oo' 10" East
220.69 feet; North 19° 32' 50" West, 256.50 feet; North 34° 257
20" East, 304,85 feet; North 22° 33! 30 East, 251,37 feet;
North 28° 34' East, 635.65 feet; North 35° 36' East, 296.49
feet; North 22° 08' 10" East, 357.38 feet; North 32° 03 50"
East, 196,90 feet; North 15° 46! 2q% East, 53.40 feet; North-
38° 4777 30" West, 51.97 feet to the Newtr 1ice of Government
Lot 10; thence along the North line of sald Government Lot 10;
South 85° 43" West, 37.96 feet to the point of beginning.

Iﬂ ———
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